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their liabilities are limited. Otherwise
they are not going to take the risk in
putting money into the sites.

It helps, also, to encourage other
cleanups of State and local sites cre-
ating a certainty for those who would
invest there, and ensures protection for
public health. When the sites are revi-
talized, the results are obvious: jobs, a
stronger local tax base, curbing sprawl,
preserving open space, and protecting
the health of our citizens.

Some suggest there are other ways to
solve this problem by revitalizing or
reforming or reauthorizing our Super-
fund Program. That is a nice idea, but
unfortunately, we have been working 8
years to get the parties together to get
the Superfund Program reauthorized.
The Superfund handles the enormous
sites that dot our landscape, without
success.

I, personally, since I have been so in-
volved in the environmental com-
mittee and in environmental issues,
wanted to get to work on Superfund
and get it done before I left the Senate,
which is effectively in the next few
days. I will have lost my opportunity
to talk on this floor and get some of
the things done that we still have
ahead. The value of this legislation is
real and it is current.

While the sites, by their very defini-
tion, are not the size of Superfund
sites, the overwhelming majority of
brownfields are not Federal cleanup
problems but are being cleaned up by
States and local governments.

This bill will give incentives and pro-
tection at those hundreds of thousands
of State sites. We owe this relief to our
communities. They can take the
money and get an investor to develop
the site. We should not hold this bill
hostage. There are 67 Members, two-
thirds of the Senate, bipartisan, who do
not want to see this bill lying around
here and not getting passed. Mr. Presi-
dent, 67 Senators have spoken. Busi-
ness groups support this, as do environ-
mentalists, and State and local govern-
ments. The legislation ought to pass.

It is a very simple task. The time for
this bill to pass is now. I hope my col-
leagues will act to move this legisla-
tion as quickly as possible. They have
cosponsored the bill. If we can just put
it in the line of things, it need not take
a long time to debate or discuss. I hope
we can pass this legislation soon.

I yield the floor.

———

MAKING FURTHER CONTINUING
APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2001

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, H.J. Res. 114 is read
the third time and passed.

The motion to reconsider is laid upon
the table.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

COLORADO UTE SETTLEMENT ACT
AMENDMENTS OF 2000

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Colorado.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate now proceed to
the consideration of Calendar No. 723,
S. 2508, as under a previous order. I fur-
ther ask consent that any votes or-
dered with respect to that legislation
be stacked to occur at a time to be de-
termined by the majority leader with
the concurrence of the minority leader.

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 (S. 2508) to amend the Colorado Ute
Indian Water Rights Settlement Act of 1988
to provide for a final settlement of the
claims of the Colorado Ute Indian Tribes,
and for other purposes.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 4303

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, I call
up my amendment No. 4303.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. CAMP-
BELL], for himself, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. BINGA-
MAN, and Mr. DOMENICI, proposes an amend-
ment numbered 4303.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the reading of
the amendment be dispensed with.

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

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

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask unanimous
consent that 30 minutes of debate on
the bill be under my control, and that
30 minutes of debate on Senator FEIN-
GOLD’s amendment be divided, 20 min-
utes under Senator FEINGOLD’s control
and 10 minutes under my control.

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

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, I am
pleased to be joined in offering the pro-
posed amendment by three of my dis-
tinguished colleagues: Senator ALLARD,
who is with me on the floor tonight;
Senator BINGAMAN; and Senator
DOMENICI from New Mexico. This is a
bipartisan effort. I thank each of them
for their support. All four of us rep-
resenting the States of Colorado and
New Mexico have actively supported
this project since its inception. And,
hopefully, S. 2508 will be the last time
we need to deal with this long overdue
project.

In 1956 and 1968, decades ago—in fact,
before I was ever elected to any public
office—the United States promised the
residents of southwestern Colorado
they could count on the Government to
assist them in developing the region by
ensuring an adequate and reliable
water supply for the benefit of the
tribes and the non-Indian community.
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In fact, in 1968, this project was author-
ized at the same time as the central
Arizona project and the central Utah
project, both of which have been com-
pleted.

Even before that, nearly 100 years be-
fore in 1868, the United States made a
treaty that guaranteed the southern
Ute and Ute Mountain Indian tribes of
California a permanent homeland. No
one could suggest this did not include
the right to an adequate water supply.

In 1987, as a freshman Member of the
House of Representatives, I introduced
legislation to settle the Ute water
rights claims. This settlement act was
signed by President Ronald Reagan in
November of 1988. For the next two
Congresses, I worked to obtain the
funding needed to implement this
agreement, as did my colleagues from
New Mexico and Colorado. The 1988 set-
tlement act is currently the law of the
land.

Unfortunately, that law has never
been complied with. When I came to
the Senate, I worked to secure the
funding for the massive environmental
studies needed on the proposed
projects. I have also worked to prevent
misguided attempts to deauthorize or
defund this necessary project. The Fed-
eral Government’s responsibility to
build this project is even more urgent
because the Colorado Ute tribes have
claims to much of the water that is al-
ready being used and has been used for
generations by their non-Indian neigh-
bors.

The urgency of this bill has increased
too because under the 1988 Agreement
the Tribes can go back to court to sue
the Federal Government if the project
was not completed by the year 2000.
That is obviously not going to happen.

The four of us I have fought for the
fulfillment of these promises because I
know what will happen if the Govern-
ment is allowed to forget its promise to
this region and walk away from its
commitment to provide a firm water
supply. Most important, the United
States, the State of Colorado, the two
Ute Tribes, and the non-Indian resi-
dents will spend the next few decades
and millions of dollars in the Federal
courts fighting for the limited water
supply that exists in this region. There
will only be losers in this fight because
the non-Indians will lose the legal
right to use the water, and the Indians
may never have the ability to put the
water to use. The ironic part is that if
this issue ends up in the courts—it will
pit one Federal agency against another
with your tax money paying for attor-
neys on both sides.

As the author of the Colorado Ute In-
dian Water Rights Settlement Act of
1988 and now as the chairman of the
Senate Indian Affairs Committee, I
have an additional responsibility to
make the TUnited States fulfill its
promise to this region.

The Ute Water Rights Settlement
Act of 1988 is a commitment to the Ute
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