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50.90 feet returning to a point N515,721.28,

E707,069.85.

SEC. 6030. GRAND HAVEN HARBOR, MICHIGAN.

The project for navigation, Grand Haven Har-
bor, Michigan, authorized by section 202(a) of
the Water Resources Development Act of 1986
(100 Stat. 4093), is not authorized.

SEC. 6031. GREENVILLE HARBOR, MISSISSIPPI.

The project for navigation, Greenville Harbor,
Mississippi, authorized by section 601(a) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (100
Stat. 4142), is not authorized.

SEC. 6032. PLATTE RIVER FLOOD AND RELATED
STREAMBANK EROSION CONTROL,
NEBRASKA.

The project for flood damage reduction, Platte
River Flood and Related Streambank Erosion
Control, Nebraska, authorized by section 603 of
the Water Resources Development Act of 1986
(100 Stat. 4149), is not authorized.

SEC. 6033. EPPING, NEW HAMPSHIRE.

The project for environmental infrastructure,
Epping, New Hampshire, authoriced by section
219(c)(6) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835), is not authorized.
SEC. 6034. NEW YORK HARBOR AND ADJACENT

CHANNELS, CLAREMONT TERMINAL,
JERSEY CITY, NEW JERSEY.

The project for navigation, New York Harbor
and adjacent channels, Claremont Terminal,
Jersey City, New Jersey, authorized by section
202(b) of the Water Resources Development Act
of 1986 (100 Stat. 4098), is not authorized.

SEC. 6035. EISENHOWER AND SNELL LOCKS, NEW
YORK.

The project for mavigation, Eisenhower and
Snell Locks, New York, authorized by section
1163 of the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (100 Stat. 4258), is not authorized.

SEC. 6036. OLCOTT HARBOR, LAKE ONTARIO, NEW
YORK.

The project for navigation, Olcott Harbor,
Lake Ontario, New York, authoriced by section
601(a) of the Water Resources Development Act
of 1986 (100 Stat. 4143), is not authorized.

SEC. 6037. OUTER HARBOR, BUFFALO, NEW YORK.

The project for navigation, Outer Harbor,
Buffalo, New York, authorized by section 110 of
the Water Resources Development Act of 1992
(106 Stat. 4817), is not authorized.

SEC. 6038. SUGAR CREEK BASIN, NORTH CARO-
LINA AND SOUTH CAROLINA.

The project for flood damage reduction, Sugar
Creek Basin, North Carolina and South Caro-
lina, authorized by section 401(a) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat.
4121), is not authorized.

SEC. 6039. CLEVELAND HARBOR 1958 ACT, OHIO.

The project for navigation, Cleveland Harbor
(uncompleted portion), Ohio, authorized by sec-
tion 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 1958 (72
Stat. 299), is not authorized.

SEC. 6040. CLEVELAND HARBOR 1960 ACT, OHIO.

The project for navigation, Cleveland Harbor
(uncompleted portion), Ohio, authorized by sec-
tion 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 1960 (74
Stat. 482), is not authorized.

SEC. 6041. CLEVELAND HARBOR, UNCOMPLETED
PORTION OF CUT #4, OHIO.

The project for navigation, Cleveland Harbor
(uncompleted portion of Cut #4), Ohio, author-
ized by the first section of the Act of July 24,
1946 (60 Stat. 636, chapter 595), is not author-
ieed.

SEC. 6042. COLUMBIA RIVER, SEAFARERS MEMO-
RIAL, HAMMOND, OREGON.

The project for the Columbia River, Seafarers
Memorial, Hammond, Oregon, authoriced by
title I of the Energy and Water Development
Appropriations Act, 1991 (104 Stat. 2078), is not
authorized.

SEC. 6043. TIOGA-HAMMOND LAKES, PENNSYL-

"ANIA.

The project for flood control and recreation,

Tioga-Hammond Lakes, Mill Creek Recreation,
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Pennsylvania, authorized by section 203 of the
Flood Control Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 313), is not
authorized.

SEC. 6044. TAMAQUA, PENNSYLVANIA.

The project for flood control, Tamaqua, Penn-
sylvania, authorized by section 1(a) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1974 (88
Stat. 14), is not authorized.

SEC. 6045. NARRAGANSETT TOWN BEACH, NARRA-
GANSETT, RHODE ISLAND.

The project for mnavigation, Narragansett
Town Beach, Narragansett, Rhode Island, au-
thorized by section 361 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4861), is not
authorized.

SEC. 6046. QUONSET POINT-DAVISVILLE, RHODE
'LAND.

The project for bulkhead repairs, Quonset
Point-Davisville, Rhode Island, authoriced by
section 571 of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3788), is not authorized.

SEC. 6047. ARROYO COLORADO, TEXAS.

The project for flood damage reduction, Ar-
royo Colorado, Texas, authoriced by section
401(a) of the Water Resources Development Act
of 1986 (100 Stat. 4125), is not authorized.

SEC. 6048. CYPRESS CREEK-STRUCTURAL, TEXAS.

The project for flood damage reduction, Cy-
press Creek-Structural, Texas, authorized by
section 3(a)(13) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1988 (102 Stat. 4014), is not author-
ized.

SEC. 6049. EAST FORK CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT,
INCREMENT 2, EAST FORK OF THE
TRINITY RIVER, TEXAS.

The project for flood damage reduction, East
Fork Channel Improvement, Increment 2, East
Fork of the Trinity River, Texas, authorized by
section 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 (76
Stat. 1185), is not authorized.

SEC. 6050. FALFURRIAS, TEXAS.

The project for flood damage reduction,
Falfurrias, Texas, authorized by section 3(a)(14)
of the Water Resources Development Act of 1988
(102 Stat. 4014), is not authorized.

SEC. 6051. PECAN BAYOU LAKE, TEXAS.

The project for flood control, Pecan Bayou
Lake, Texas, authorized by section 203 of the
Flood Control Act of 1968 (82 Stat. 742), is not
authorized.

SEC. 6052. LAKE OF THE PINES, TEXAS.

The project for navigation improvements af-
fecting Lake of the Pines, Texas, for the portion
of the Red River below Fulton, Arkansas, au-
thorized by the Act of July 13, 1892 (27 Stat. 88,
chapter 158), as amended by the Act of July 24,
1946 (60 Stat. 635, chapter 595), the Act of May
17, 1950 (64 Stat. 163, chapter 188), and the River
and Harbor Act of 1968 (82 Stat. 731), is not au-
thorized.

SEC. 6053. TENNESSEE COLONY LAKE, TEXAS.

The project for navigation, Tennessee Colony
Lake, Trinity River, Texas, authorized by sec-
tion 204 of the River and Harbor Act of 1965 (79
Stat. 1091), is not authorized.

SEC. 6054. CITY WATERWAY, TACOMA, WASH-
INGTON.

The portion of the project for navigation, City
Waterway, Tacoma, Washington, authorized by
the first section of the Act of June 13, 1902 (32
Stat. 347), consisting of the last 1,000 linear feet
of the inner portion of the Waterway beginning
at Station 70+00 and ending at Station 80+00, is
not authorized.

SEC. 6055. KANAWHA RIVER, CHARLESTON, WEST
VIRGINIA.

The project for bank erosion, Kanawha River,
Charleston, West Virginia, authorized by section
603(f)(13) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4153), is not authorized.
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EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to executive session to consider Cal-
endar Nos. 44 and 108; that the nomina-
tions be confirmed; that the motions to
reconsider be laid upon the table; that
the President be immediately notified
of the Senate’s action; and that the
Senate then return to legislative ses-
sion.

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

The nominations considered and con-
firmed are as follows:

IN THE ARMY

The following named officer for appoint-
ment as the Chief of Engineers/Commanding
General, United States Army Corps of Engi-
neers, and appointment to the grade indi-
cated in the United States Army, while as-
signed to a position of importance and re-
sponsibility under title 10, U.S.C., sections
601 and 3036:

To be lieutenant general
Lt. Gen. Robert L. Van Antwerp, Jr., 0000
IN THE COAST GUARD

The following named officers for appoint-
ment in the United States Coast Guard to
the grade indicated under title 14, U.S.C.,
section 271:

To be rear admiral
(1h) Craig E. Bone, 0000
(1h) Robert S. Branham, 0000
(1h) John S. Burhoe, 0000
(1Ih) Ronald T. Hewitt, 0000
(Ih) Wayne E. Justice, 0000
(1h) Daniel B. Lloyd, 0000
(1h) Joseph L. Nimmich, 0000
(1h) Robert C. Parker, 0000
(1h) Brian M. Salerno, 0000

———
LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will now
return to legislative session.

Rear Adm.
Rear Adm.
Rear Adm.
Rear Adm.
Rear Adm.
Rear Adm.
Rear Adm.
Rear Adm.
Rear Adm.

MEASURE PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR—S. 1419

Mr. REID. Mr. President, S. 1419 is at
the desk. I ask for its first and second
readings, and then ask unanimous con-
sent that the measure be placed on the
calendar today.

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

The clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 1419) to move the United States
toward greater energy independence and se-
curity, to increase the production of clean
renewable fuels, to protect consumers from
price gouging, to increase the energy effi-
ciency of products, buildings, and vehicles,
to promote research on and deploy green-
house gas capture and storage options, and
to improve the energy performance of the
Federal Government, and for other purposes.

———————

ENCOURAGING THE ELIMINATION
OF HARMFUL FISHING SUBSIDIES

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to the consideration of S. Res. 208.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 208) encouraging the
elimination of harmful fishing subsidies that
contribute to overcapacity in the world’s
commercial fishing fleet and lead to the
overfishing of global fish stocks.

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

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I have
come to the floor to discuss the over-
capitalization of the world’s fishing
fleets, which is being fueled by the sub-
sidies foreign governments direct to
their fishing industries. The problems
caused by these subsidies affect not
only our global fisheries resources, but
also the coastal communities which de-
pend upon them. I introduced a Senate
resolution condemning these subsidies
and the unsustainable fishing practices
they enable.

Fisheries resources—especially large
predatory species and other commer-
cially valuable fish stocks—have been
overexploited by foreign industrial
fishing fleets for years. As a result,
these stocks have declined precipi-
tously. In fact, the Food and Agri-
culture Organization of the United Na-
tions estimates that omne-quarter of
global fish stocks are overexploited,
depleted, or recovering from over-
exploitation.

To a significant extent, the decline of
fisheries resources around the world is
intensified by the outdated and mis-
taken assumption—still held by many
nations—that our oceans’ productivity
is infinite and that fish stocks can be
harvested without consequence.

In the United States, we know this is
not the case. While we once used sub-
sidies to increase our harvesting capac-
ity, we have since eliminated this prac-
tice. Today, we have developed a fish-
eries management system which re-
spects and conforms to the require-
ments of fisheries conservation. The
Magnuson-Stevens Act, including the
amendments added in January, con-
tinues to ensure our harvests are guid-
ed by science-based catch limits. These
controls prevent overfishing and pro-
vide managers with the tools they need
to limit entry and prevent overcapi-
talization.

Unfortunately, sustainable fishing
policies are not the norm among all
fishing nations. Many countries with
subsidized industrial fishing fleets have
sought to exploit not only their own
waters, but also the high seas. Fish-
eries in international waters are large-
ly unregulated, but even where inter-
national management bodies do exist,
these damaging practices are carried
out in defiance of international quotas
and other harvest limits. Not surpris-
ingly, those countries engaged in ille-
gal, unregulated, and unreported—or
“IUU” fishing—are often the same ones
that use subsidies to expand their
fleets.

These subsidies, and the IUU fishing
associated with them, must end.
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Today, the capacity of the global fish-
ing fleet is far greater than what is
needed to catch the oceans’ sustainable
level of production. Subsidies also cre-
ate an uneven playing field among fish
trading countries by masking the true
cost of fishing. To the economic det-
riment of the U.S. and other nonsub-
sidizing nations, up to one-quarter of
global fish trade is currently generated
by subsidized fisheries. Ultimately, if
nations are allowed to stay on this
unsustainable path, fish stocks in the
global ocean commons will be reduced
even further.

The United States, with the support
of other countries opposed to subsidies,
is now leading an international initia-
tive against harmful fisheries sub-
sidies. Last month, the United States
Trade Representative presented a pro-
posal to the World Trade Organization
which would eliminate this type of sub-
sidy among WTO members. This pro-
posal, being negotiated in the Doha De-
velopment Round, holds great promise
for ending those subsidies which dis-
tort trade, weaken economic condi-
tions in fishing communities, and lead
to IUU fishing and other unsustainable
harvesting practices.

This resolution condemns these
harmful foreign fishing subsidies, and I
urge each of my colleagues to give it
their full support.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the resolution be
agreed to; that the preamble be agreed
to; and that the motion to reconsider
be laid upon the table.

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,
reads as follows:

S. RES. 208

Whereas 2.6 billion people in the world get
at least 20 percent of their total dietary ani-
mal protein intake from fish;

Whereas the Food and Agriculture Organi-
zation of the United Nations has found that
25 percent of the world’s fish population are
currently overexploited, depleted, or recov-
ering from overexploitation;

Whereas scientists have estimated that
populations of many large predator fish such
as tuna, marlin, and swordfish have been
overfished by foreign industrial fishing
fleets;

Whereas the global fishing fleet capacity is
estimated to be considerably greater than is
needed to catch what the ocean can
sustainably produce;

Whereas the United States Congress recog-
nized the threat of overfishing to our oceans
and economy and therefore included the re-
quirement to end overfishing in TUnited
States commercial fisheries by 2011 in the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Reauthorization Act of 2006
(Public Law 109-479);

Whereas the United States Commission on
Ocean Policy and the Pew Oceans Commis-
sion identified overcapitalization of the glob-
al commercial fishing fleets as a major con-
tributor to the decline of economically im-
portant fish populations;

Whereas harmful foreign fishing subsidies
encourage overcapitalization and over-
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fishing, support destructive fishing practices
that would not otherwise be economically
viable, and amount to $10 to $15 billion annu-
ally, an amount equivalent to 20 to 25 per-
cent of the global commercial trade in fish;

Whereas such subsidies have also been doc-
umented to support illegal, unregulated, and
unreported fishing, which impacts commer-
cial fisheries in the United States and
around the world both economically and eco-
logically;

Whereas harmful fishing subsidies are con-
centrated in relatively few countries, put-
ting other fishing countries, including the
United States, at an economic disadvantage;

Whereas the United States is a world lead-
er in advancing policies to eliminate harmful
fishing subsidies that support overcapacity
and promote overfishing; and

Whereas members of the World Trade Orga-
nization, as part of the Doha Development
Agenda (Doha Development Round), are en-
gaged in historic negotiations to end harm-
ful fishing subsidies that contribute to over-
capacity and overfishing: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved by the Senate, That the United
States should continue to promote the elimi-
nation of harmful foreign fishing subsidies
that promote overcapitalization, overfishing,
and illegal, unregulated, and unreported fish-
ing.

————

EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR NEW
POWER-SHARING GOVERNMENT
IN NORTHERN IRELAND

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate now
proceed to S. Res. 209.

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

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 209) expressing
support for the new power-sharing gov-
ernment in Northern Ireland.

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

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I am
delighted to join Senators DoODD,
BIDEN, COLLINS, KERRY, MCCAIN, CLIN-
TON, LEAHY, SMITH, SCHUMER and
OBAMA in support of a Senate resolu-
tion commending the extraordinary
success of achievement last week in
the peace process in northern Ireland.

Ten days ago, on May 8, I was in Bel-
fast to witness the dawn of a new day
in the history of northern Ireland—a
day that reaffirmed that peace is pos-
sible, even in the face of tragic history.

It was an honor to participate in a
White House delegation to Belfast and
to join Prime Minister Blair of Great
Britain and Prime Minister Ahern of
Ireland, who have been powerful forces
for peace and reconciliation, as former
foes in northern Ireland took the oath
of office and agreed to share power on
an equal basis.

This success could not have been
achieved without the courage and de-
termination of the political leaders of
northern Ireland over many years in
securing a new way forward and form-
ing a new government that offers hope
for a brighter future for all the people
of that land and a healing of the ter-
rible wounds of the past.
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