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authorizes additional study by the Depart-
ments of Interior and Agriculture on alternative
water supply options. The study would include
water reuse options and emphasizes con-
servation. lts evaluation will be funded by the
federal government at 50 percent with the re-
mainder deriving from non-federal dollars.

The water supply in the border region is in
danger of running well below the amount that
can provide for the people residing in these
areas. This is a serious and on-going concern
in my District of El Paso, Texas and other
areas along the United States/Mexico border
that needs to be addressed. S. 1761 will help
our border communities renew their water sup-
plies.

Mr. Speaker, once again, | encourage my
colleagues to support the passage of this im-
portant legislation.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Nevada
(Mr. GIBBONS) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the Senate bill, S.
1761, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———
CARRIAGE OF NONPROJECT
WATER BY THE MANCOS

PROJECT, COLORADO

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Resources be discharged
from further consideration of the Sen-
ate bill (S. 2594) to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to contract with
the Mancos Water Conservancy Dis-
trict to use the Mancos Project facili-
ties for impounding, storage, diverting,
and carriage of nonproject water for
the purpose of irrigation, domestic,
municipal, industrial, and any other
beneficial purposes, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nevada?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol-
lows:

S. 2594

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. CARRIAGE OF NONPROJECT WATER
BY THE MANCOS PROJECT, COLO-
RADO.

(a) SALE OF EXCESS WATER.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the Act of
August 11, 1939 (commonly known as the
“Water Conservation and Utilization Act’’)
(16 U.S.C. 590y et seq.), if storage or carrying
capacity has been or may be provided in ex-
cess of the requirements of the land to be ir-
rigated under the Mancos Project, Colorado
(referred to in this Act as the ‘‘project’’), the
Secretary of the Interior may, on such terms
as the Secretary determines to be just and
equitable, contract with the Mancos Water
Conservancy District and any of its member
unit contractors for impounding, storage, di-
verting, or carriage of nonproject water for
irrigation, domestic, municipal, industrial,
and any other beneficial purposes, to an ex-
tent not exceeding the excess capacity.

(2) INTERFERENCE.—A contract under para-
graph (1) shall not impair or otherwise inter-
fere with any authorized purpose of the
project.

(3) COST CONSIDERATIONS.—In fixing the
charges under a contract under paragraph
(1), the Secretary shall take into consider-
ation—

(A) the cost of construction and mainte-
nance of the project, by which the non-
project water is to be diverted, impounded,
stored, or carried; and

(B) the canal by which the water is to be
carried.

(4) NO ADDITIONAL CHARGES.—The Mancos
Water Conservancy District shall not impose
a charge for the storage, carriage, or deliv-
ery of the nonproject water in excess of the
charge paid to the United States, except to
such extent as may be reasonably necessary
to cover—

(A) a proportionate share of the project
cost; and

(B) the cost of carriage and delivery of the
nonproject water through the facilities of
the Mancos Water Conservancy District.

(b) WATER RIGHTS OF UNITED STATES NOT
ENLARGED.—Nothing in this Act enlarges or
attempts to enlarge the right of the United
States, under existing law, to control any
water in any State.

The Senate bill was ordered to be
read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

———

CONVEYANCE OF JOE ROWELL
PARK TO DOLORES, COLORADO

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Resources be discharged
from the further consideration of the
Senate bill (S. 1972) to direct the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to convey to the
town of Dolores, Colorado, the current
site of the Joe Rowell Park, and ask
for its immediate consideration in the
House.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nevada?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol-
lows:

S. 1972

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. CONVEYANCE OF JOE ROWELL PARK.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture shall convey to the town of Dolores,
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Colorado, for no consideration, all right,
title, and interest of the United States in
and to the parcel of real property described
in subsection (b), for open space, park, and
recreational purposes.

(b) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The property referred to
in subsection (a) is a parcel of approximately
25 acres of land comprising the site of the
Joe Rowell Park (including all improve-
ments on the land and equipment and other
items of personal property as agreed to by
the Secretary) depicted on the map entitled
“Joe Rowell Park,” dated July 12, 2000.

(2) SURVEY.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The exact acreage and
legal description of the property to be con-
veyed under subsection (a) shall be deter-
mined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary.

(B) CosT.—As a condition of any convey-
ance under this section, the town of Dolores
shall pay the cost of the survey.

(c) POSSIBILITY OF REVERTER.—Title to any
real property acquired by the town of Dolo-
res, Colorado, under this section shall revert
to the United States if the town—

(1) attempts to convey or otherwise trans-
fer ownership of any portion of the property
to any other person;

(2) attempts to encumber the title of the
property; or

(3) permits the use of any portion of the
property for any purpose incompatible with
the purpose described in subsection (a) for
which the property is conveyed.

(d) The map referenced in subsection (b)(1)
shall be on file for public inspection in the
Office of the Chief of the Forest Service at
the Department of Agriculture in Wash-
ington, DC.

The Senate bill was ordered to be
read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

AUTHORIZATION OF USE OF FIS-
CAL YEAR 2001 FUNDS FOR CER-
TAIN COAST GUARD PROJECTS

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5637) to provide that an amount
available for fiscal year 2001 for the De-
partment of Transportation shall be
available to reimburse certain costs in-
curred for clean-up of former Coast
Guard facilities at Cape May, New Jer-
sey, and to authorize the Coast Guard
to transfer funds and authority for
demolition and removal of a structure
at former Coast Guard property in Tra-
verse City, Michigan.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5637

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. COSTS OF CLEAN-UP OF CAPE MAY
LIGHTHOUSE.

Of the funds made available in the Depart-
ment of Transportation and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2001 for environ-
mental compliance and restoration of Coast
Guard facilities, $100,000 shall be available to
reimburse the owner of the former Coast
Guard lighthouse facility at Cape May, New
Jersey, for costs incurred for clean-up of lead
contaminated soil at that facility.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-07-01T15:18:58-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




