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The legislative clerk read as follows:

A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 349)
calling for effective measures to end sexual
exploitation of refugees.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the concurrent
resolution.

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that the concurrent resolution be
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to,
the motion to reconsider be laid upon
the table, and that any statements re-
lating thereto be printed in the
RECORD.

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

The concurrent resolution (H. Con.
Res. 349) was agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

—————

DECLINING WORLD COFFEE
PRICES

Mr. REID. I ask consent that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
S. Res. 368, introduced earlier today by
Senators LEAHY, DODD, SPECTER, and
FEINSTEIN.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S.R. 368) expressing the sense
of the Senate concerning the decline of world
coffee prices and its impact on developing
nations.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that the resolution and preamble be
agreed to en bloc, the motion to recon-
sider be laid upon the table, and any
statements be printed in the RECORD.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

The resolution, with its preamble, is
as follows:

368) was

S. RES. 368

Whereas since 1997 the price of coffee has
declined nearly 70 percent on the world mar-
ket and has recently reached its lowest level
in a century;

Whereas the collapse of coffee prices has
resulted in a widespread humanitarian crisis
for 25,000,000 coffee growers and for more
than 50 developing countries where coffee is
a critical source of rural employment and
foreign exchange earnings;

Whereas, according to a recent World Bank
report, 600,000 permanent and temporary cof-
fee workers in Central America have been
left unemployed in the last two years;

Whereas the World Bank has referred to
the coffee crisis as ‘the silent Mitch’, equat-
ing the impact of record-low coffee prices
upon Central American countries with the
damage done to such countries by Hurricane
Mitch in 1998;

Whereas 6 of 14 immigrants who died in the
Arizona desert in may 2001 were small coffee
farmers from Veracruz, Mexico;

Whereas The Washington Post, The New
York Times, and The Wall Street Journal re-
port that cultivation of illicit crops such as
coca and opium poppy is increasing in tradi-
tional coffee-growing countries, such as Co-
lombia and Peru, which have been adversely
affected by low international coffee prices;
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Whereas the economies of some of the
poorest countries in the world, particularly
those in Africa, are highly dependent on
trade in coffee;

Whereas coffee accounts for approximately
80 percent of export revenues for Burundi, 54
percent of export revenues for Ethiopia, 34
percent of export revenues for Uganda, and
31 percent of export revenues for Rwanda;

Whereas, according to the Oxfam Inter-
national Report ‘Mugged: Poverty in your
Coffee Cup’, in the Dak Lak province of Viet-
nam, one of the lowest-cost coffee producers
in the world, the price farmers receive for
their product covers as little as 60 percent of
their costs of production;

Whereas on February 1, 2002, the Inter-
national Coffee Organization (ICO) passed
Resolution 407, which calls on exporting
member countries to observe minimum
standards for exportable coffee and to pro-
vide for the issuance of ICO certificates of
origin according to those standards and also
calls on importing member countries to
‘make their best endeavors to support the
objectives of the programme’;

Whereas both the Specialty Coffee Associa-
tion of America (SCAA) and the National
Coffee Association (NCA) support ICO Reso-
lution 407 and have publicly advocated for
the United States to rejoin the International
Coffee Organization;

Whereas the United States Agency for
International Development (USAID) has al-
ready established coffee sector assistance
programs for Colombia, Bolivia, the Domini-
can Republic, East Timor, El Salvador, Ethi-
opia, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Nica-
ragua, Panama, Peru, Rwanda, Tanzania,
and Uganda; and

Whereas House Report 107-663, highlights
the coffee price crisis as a global issue and
‘urges USAID to focus its rural development
and relief programs on regions severely af-
fected by the coffee crisis, especially in Co-
lombia’: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That—

(1) it is the sense of the Senate that—

(A) the United States should adopt a global
strategy to respond to the coffee crisis with
coordinated activities in Latin America, Af-
rica, and Asia to address the short-term hu-
manitarian needs and long-term rural devel-
opment needs of countries adversely affected
by the collapse of coffee prices; and

(B) the President should explore measures
to support and complement multilateral ef-
forts to respond to the global coffee crisis;
and

(2) the Senate urges private sector coffee
buyers and roasters to work with the United
States Government to find a solution to the
crisis which is economically, socially, and
environmentally sustainable for all inter-
ested parties, and that will address the fun-
damental problem of oversupply in the world
coffee market.

———

PROTECTION OF FAMILY
FARMERS ACT OF 2002

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of Calendar No. 628, H.R. 5472.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 5472) to extend for 6 months
the period for which chapter 12 title 11 of the
United States Code is enacted.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am
pleased that the Senate is passing H.R.
5472, to extend family farmer bank-
ruptcy protection until July 1, 2003.
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Unfortunately, too many family
farmers have been left in legal limbo in
bankruptcy courts across the country
because Chapter 12 of the Bankruptcy
Code is still a temporary measure. This
is the fifth time that this Congress
must act to restore or extend basic
bankruptcy safeguards for family farm-
ers because Chapter 12 is still a tem-
porary provision despite its first pas-
sage into law in 1986. Our family farm-
ers do not deserve these lapses in bank-
ruptcy law that could mean the dif-
ference between foreclosure and farm-
ing.

In 2000 and 2001, for example, the Sen-
ate, then controlled by the other party,
failed to take up a House-passed bill to
retroactively renew Chapter 12 and, as
a result, family farmers lost Chapter 12
bankruptcy protection for 8 months.
Another lapse of Chapter 12 lasted
more than 6 months in this Congress.
Enough is enough. It is time for Con-
gress to make Chapter 12 a permanent
part of the Bankruptcy Code to provide
a stable safety net for our nation’s
family farmers.

I strongly supported Senator
CARNAHAN’s bipartisan amendment to
make Chapter 12 a permanent part of
the Bankruptcy Code as part of the
Senate-passed farm bill. The Senate
unanimously approved the Carnahan
amendment by a 93-0 vote. Unfortu-
nately, the House majority objected to
including the Carnahan amendment in
the farm bill conference report and
agreed to an extension of Chapter 12
only through the end of this year.

In the bipartisan bankruptcy reform
conference, we again tried to make
Chapter 12 permanent and update and
expand its coverage. During our con-
ference negotiations, we adopted most
of the Senate-passed provisions, includ-
ing those authored by Senator
GRASSLEY to make Chapter 12 perma-
nent and those authored by Senator
FEINGOLD to strengthen Chapter 12 to
help our family farmers with the dif-
ficulties they face. Just last week,
however, the House majority again
scuttled our bipartisan efforts by fail-
ing to pass the rule to consider the bi-
partisan conference report on the
Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention and Con-
sumer Protection Act.

This week, Senator GRASSLEY and I
introduced the family farmer provi-
sions in the bipartisan bankruptcy con-
ference report in S. 3174, the
“Protection of Family Farmers and
Family Fisherman Act of 2002.”” Our bi-
partisan bill makes Chapter 12 a per-
manent part of the Bankruptcy Code so
family farmer bankruptcy protection
will no longer lapse and force farmers
into a legal limbo. Family farmers de-
serve these enhanced and permanent
protections to help them prevent fore-
closures and forced auctions. I know
Senator GRASSLEY, Senator CARNAHAN,
Senator FEINGOLD and others on both
sides of the aisle strongly support per-
manent and expanded bankruptcy pro-
tection for family farmers. I hope the
Senate and the House will quickly pass
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our bipartisan bill in the next Con-
gress.

In the meantime, I look forward to
the President signing into law this leg-
islation to extend basic bankruptcy
protection for our family farmers
through the first six months of next
year.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill be read the
third time and passed and the motion
to reconsider be laid upon the table,
with no intervening action or debate,
and any statements be printed in the
RECORD.

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

The bill (H.R. 5472) was read the third
time and passed.

———————

DESIGNATING RECEIPTS COL-
LECTED FROM MINERAL LEAS-
ING

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Armed Services
Committee be discharged from further
consideration of H.R. 2187 and the Sen-
ate now proceed to the consideration of
the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk
will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 2187) to amend title 10, United
States Code, to make receipts collected from
mineral leasing activities on certain naval
oil shale reserves available to cover environ-
mental restoration, waste management, and
environmental compliance costs incurred by
the United States with respect to the re-
serves.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that the bill be read the third time and
passed, the motion to reconsider be
laid upon the table, and any state-
ments be printed in the RECORD.

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

The bill (H.R. 2187) was read the third
time and passed.

———

CONSENTING TO CERTAIN AMEND-
MENTS TO THE NEW HAMP-
SHIRE-VERMONT INTERSTATE
SCHOOL COMPACT

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of Calendar No. 760, H.R. 3180.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 3180) to consent to certain
amendments to the New Hampshire-Vermont
Interstate School Compact.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill be read the
third time and passed, the motion to
reconsider be laid upon the table, and
any statements be printed in the
RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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The bill (H.R. 3180) was read the third
time and passed.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President. I am very
pleased that H.R. 3180, legislation to
consent to certain amendments to the
New Hampshire-Vermont Interstate
School Compact, has been adopted by
the Senate. This legislation was passed
out of the Senate Judiciary Committee
last week and I am pleased my col-
leagues have joined me in supporting
its passage today.

There are a handful of Vermont com-
munities that share a school district
with their neighbors across the border
in New Hampshire. Congress first ap-
proved of the New Hampshire-Vermont
Interstate School Compact in 1969 to
allow these interstate districts to be
put in place. H.R. 3180 amends the
original Compact by providing these
interstate districts with local flexi-
bility regarding how to conduct bond
votes for their school construction
projects.

Last year, residents of the Dresden
School District, one of two interstate
school districts formed under this Com-
pact, voted to change the way bond
votes are conducted in their commu-
nities. The Vermont and New Hamp-
shire Legislatures approved these
changes, as did the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives when it passed H.R. 3180,
sponsored by Representative CHARLIE
BAss of New Hampshire and my col-
league from Vermont, Representative
BERNIE SANDERS, after a 425 to 0 vote
to suspend the rules.

This bill will allow local schools to
make local choices about the best way
to spend their dollars. While I regret
that this simple piece of legislation
was not agreed to sooner, I applaud its
passage today.

———

INDIAN PROGRAMS REAUTHORIZA-
TION AND TECHNICAL AMEND-
MENT

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the Senate proceed to
Calendar No. 556, S. 2711.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (S. 2711) to reauthorize and improve
programs relating to Native Americans.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill which
had been reported from the Committee
on Indian Affairs, with an amendment
to strike all after the enacting clause.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the committee sub-
stitute amendment be withdrawn and a
substitute amendment by Senator
INOUYE at the desk be considered, the
Inouye amendment to the Inouye sub-
stitute amendment be considered and
agreed to, the Inouye substitute
amendment, as amended, be agreed to,
the bill, as amended, be read a third
time and passed, and the motion to re-
consider be laid on the table, all with
no intervening action or debate, and
any statements be printed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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The committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute was withdrawn.

The Senate proceeded to consider
amendment No. 4980, in the nature of a
substitute.

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

The amendment (No. 4981) to amend-
ment No. 4980 was agreed to.

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

The amendment (No. 4980), in the na-
ture of a substitute as amended, was
agreed to.

The bill (S. 2711), as amended, was
read the third time and passed, as fol-
lows:

[The bill will be printed in a future
edition of the RECORD].

——————

FISHERIES CONSERVATION ACT OF
2002

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
the Senate proceed to Calendar No. 753,
H.R. 1989.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (H.R. 1989) to reauthorize various
fishing conservation management programs,
and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which
had been reported from the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation, with an amendment to strike
all after the enacting clause and insert
in lieu thereof the following:

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

H.R. 1989

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 ‘‘Fisheries

Conservation Act of 2001"".
[TITLE I—-INTERJURISDICTIONAL
FISHERIES ACT OF 1986
[SEC. 101. REAUTHORIZATION OF INTERJURIS-
DICTIONAL FISHERIES ACT OF 1986.

[Section 308 of the Interjurisdictional
Fisheries Act of 1986 (16 U.S.C. 4107) is
amended—

[(1) by amending subsection (a) to read as
follows:

[‘‘(a) GENERAL APPROPRIATIONS.—There are
authorized to be appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Commerce for apportionment to
carry out the purposes of this title—

[“(1) $4,900,000 for fiscal year 2002;

[¢(2) $5,400,000 for each of fiscal years 2003
and 2004; and

[“(3) $5,900,000 for each of fiscal years 2005
and 2006.”’; and

[(2) in subsection (c¢) by striking $700,000
for fiscal year 1997, and $750,000 for each of
the fiscal years 1998, 1999, and 2000 and in-
serting ‘‘$800,000 for fiscal year 2002, $850,000
for each of fiscal years 2003 and 2004, and
$900,000 for each of fiscal years 2005 and 2006°".
[SEC. 102. PURPOSES OF THE INTERJURISDIC-

TIONAL FISHERIES ACT OF 1986.

[Section 302 of the Interjurisdictional
Fisheries Act of 1986 (16 U.S.C. 4101) is
amended by striking ‘“‘and” after the semi-
colon at the end of paragraph (1), striking
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