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The Pactola Dam and Reservoir is currently 

authorized for both irrigation and municipal 
and industrial use with its costs allocated to 
reflect those uses. Over time, municipal and 
industrial uses have increased while irrigation 
uses have decreased, creating a need to re-
allocate costs better reflecting current usage. 
When the Secretary of the Interior needs to 
reallocate costs from an existing allocation 
where there are multiple uses to a new alloca-
tion with multiple uses in different amounts, 
Congressional approval is required under the 
McGovern Amendment. 

The current language in the Bill under sec-
tion 3 could be read to imply that the Pactola 
Dam and Reservoir is a single purpose, irriga-
tion only project. This interpretation is incorrect 
as the Pactola Dam and Reservoir remain 
multipurpose projects. Both S. 819 and H.R. 
3967 simply reallocate costs from an older 
multi-purpose allocation to a new multi-pur-
pose allocation. This is consistent with the 
McGovern Amendment. 

Some additional clarification is also war-
ranted with respect to the needs of the Ells-
worth Air Force Base. As already stated, this 
legislation allocates additional costs to the mu-
nicipal and industrial component of the Pactola 
Reservoir effectively making available addi-
tional water for municipal and industrial use. It 
is anticipated that Rapid City, South Dakota 
will contract for much of this allocation. Noth-
ing in the legislation should be construed to 
change in any way the Bureau of Reclama-
tion’s and Rapid City’s existing obligations to 
the Ellsworth Air Force Base. 

The definite plan report for this project pre-
pared by the Bureau of Reclamation dated 
June 1952 makes it clear that the Air Force 
would contribute its share of the capital cost of 
the project in advance. The Air Force Appro-
priation for the year 1954 included funds to 
cover the Air Force share of the project. Ac-
cordingly, the Air Force has fully paid its cap-
ital contribution and remains entitled to its 
share of the water without paying additional 
capital cost. Ellsworth Air Force Base currently 
has an allocation of 1810 acre-feet per year of 
water from the project. The Air Force is re-
quired to pay only the reasonable cost of 
transporting, and if appropriate, treating the 
water it uses. Nothing in this legislation is in-
tended to affect the Bureau of Reclamation’s 
obligation to make that water available to Ells-
worth, and nothing is intended to suggest in 
any way that the Air Force Base should pay 
more than the reasonable cost of treating and 
transporting the water. 

In entering revised contracts with Rapid 
City, the Bureau of Reclamation is expected to 
ensure that Rapid City provides the delivery of 
water to the Air Force Base at no more than 
the reasonable cost of treating and trans-
porting the water. 

This legislation is not intended to limit in any 
way the Air Force’s ability to make an ar-
rangement with a party other than Rapid City 
for the delivery of its allocation of water from 
Pactola Reservoir. There may be private par-
ties or others who are able to build a pipeline 
for water delivery at lower cost than using 
Rapid City’s distribution system. Making such 
arrangements is not inconsistent with this leg-
islation or the definite plan report. 

Although Rapid City’s increased demand for 
water is a key consideration supporting this 

legislation, Ellsworth Air Force Base may also 
be obtaining an additional allocation of water 
in the event that the Air Force directs new 
mission to Ellsworth or reconfigures Ells-
worth’s existing mission in such a way that it 
needs additional water beyond the amount it 
has already been allotted. It is Congress’ in-
tent that water from Pactola Reservoir is pro-
vided at no more than the reasonable cost of 
treating and transporting the water without re-
gard to the number of missions at Ellsworth 
Air Force Base. 

With these clarifications in mind, I urge my 
colleagues to support this important legisla-
tion. I have appreciated the opportunity to ad-
vance this legislation on the House Resources 
Committee and would like to thank the Chair-
man and Ranking Member for their support. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, the 
Pactola Dam, located near Rapid City, 
South Dakota, stores water from Rapid 
Creek and is part of the Pick-Sloan 
Missouri Basin Program. This bill au-
thorizes reallocation of a portion of the 
construction costs of the Pactola Dam 
and Reservoir from irrigation purposes 
to municipal and industrial and fish 
and wildlife purposes. 

The effort to reallocate Pactola Dam 
costs stems from the population 
growth around Rapid City, with cor-
responding increases in demand for 
M&I water and decreases in demand for 
irrigation water. Pactola Dam origi-
nally provided water storage for flood 
control, irrigation, and M&I uses. A 40- 
year water service contract between 
the Bureau of Reclamation and Rapid 
City for M&I water expired in 1991. 
Water for Rapid City has been subse-
quently provided under annual con-
tracts. A second 40-year contract be-
tween reclamation and the Rapid Val-
ley Conservancy District for irrigation 
water expired in 2001. The district de-
cided not to renew this contract due to 
decreased irrigation demand and suffi-
cient alternative water sources. Since 
the district no longer needs Pactola 
water, repayment of construction costs 
originally allocated to irrigation can 
be reallocated to M&I uses and fish and 
wildlife purposes. Under law, Congress 
must authorize this reallocation. 

As I close with the Resources Com-
mittee issues today, Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank Lisa Pittman, our chief 
counsel on the Resources Committee, 
for all her hard work during the 109th 
Congress. 

Thank you, Lisa 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
Ms. HERSETH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
RADANOVICH) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 
819. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of 

those voting have responded in the af-
firmative. 

Mr. RADANOVICH. 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 question will be 
postponed. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on the 6 
bills just considered. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

REAUTHORIZING LAKE PONT-
CHARTRAIN BASIN RESTORATION 
PROGRAM 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 6121) to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to reauthorize a 
program relating to the Lake Pont-
chartrain Basin, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 6121 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN BASIN RES-

TORATION REAUTHORIZATION. 
The first section 121 of the Federal Water 

Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1273) (relat-
ing to Lake Pontchartrain Basin) is amended 
in subsection (f) by striking ‘‘2005’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2011’’. 
SEC. 2. TECHNICAL CORRECTION. 

The second section 121 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1274) 
(relating to wet weather watershed pilot 
projects) is redesignated as section 122. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI) and the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume, and I 
rise in strong support of H.R. 6121, to 
reauthorize the Lake Pontchartrain 
Basin Restoration Program. 
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The Lake Pontchartrain Basin is a 

5,000 square mile watershed encom-
passing 16 parishes in Louisiana and 
four Mississippi counties. The area 
comprises the largest estuary in the 
gulf coast region and one of the largest 
estuaries in these United States. 

In 2000, Congress added section 121 to 
the Clean Water Act to establish a 
Lake Pontchartrain Basin Restoration 
Program within EPA. The program au-
thorizes the Environmental Protection 
Agency to help people in Louisiana and 
Mississippi address pollution problems 
affecting Lake Pontchartrain. Now it 
is time to reauthorize the Lake Pont-
chartrain Basin Program. 

H.R. 6121, introduced by Mr. BAKER, 
would reauthorize the Lake Pont-
chartrain Basin Restoration Program 
for an additional 5 years. I would like 
to commend Representative BAKER for 
his efforts to restore the ecological 
health of Lake Pontchartrain, and I 
urge all Members to support this legis-
lation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume, and I too rise in support of H.R. 
6121, the reauthorization of the Lake 
Pontchartrain Basin Program. My good 
friend and colleague from Wisconsin 
gave a clear and convincing summary 
of what the bill is about, and I see no 
reason to actually prolong this. I agree 
with the sentiment, and I strongly sup-
port it. 

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

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further speakers, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
PETRI) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6121. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds of those voting having responded 
in the affirmative) the rules were sus-
pended and the bill was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SENATOR WILLIAM V. ROTH, JR. 
BRIDGE 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the Senate 
bill (S. 1140) to designate the State 
Route 1 Bridge in the State of Dela-
ware as the ‘‘Senator William V. Roth, 
Jr. Bridge’’. 

The Clerk read as follows 
S. 1140 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF SENATOR WILLIAM 

V. ROTH, JR. BRIDGE. 
The State Route 1 Bridge over the Chesa-

peake and Delaware Canal in the State of 
Delaware is designated as the ‘‘Senator Wil-
liam V. Roth, Jr. Bridge’’. 

SEC. 2. REFERENCES. 

Any reference in a law (including regula-
tions), map, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the bridge de-
scribed in section 1 shall be considered to be 
a reference to the Senator William V. Roth, 
Jr. Bridge. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI) and the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
now under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
This bill will designate the State 

Route 1 bridge in the State of Delaware 
as the Senator William V. Roth, Jr. 
Bridge. 

Senator Roth began his public serv-
ice when he was elected to the House in 
1966. He served two terms in the House 
before being elected to the Senate in 
1970, where he served for 30 years. Dur-
ing that time, Bill Roth rose to the 
chairmanship of the Senate Committee 
on Governmental Affairs and the Sen-
ate Finance Committee. Senator Roth 
was a well-known fiscal conservative 
who is probably best known outside his 
home State of Delaware as the creator 
of the individual retirement account 
that bears his name, the Roth IRA. 

I would note that the Senate passed 
this bill by unanimous consent last 
year, and our colleague, Representative 
MIKE CASTLE, has introduced an iden-
tical bill here in the House. Mr. Speak-
er, I urge my colleagues to support S. 
1140. Naming this bridge after Senator 
Roth is a fitting tribute to his many 
years of public service. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume, and I too rise in support of S. 
1140. 

I appreciate the clear analysis from 
my friend from Wisconsin. I would have 
just one other element to add, and that 
is that I think it is particularly fitting 
and appropriate for our committee to 
advance this and to commemorate Sen-
ator Roth. He was keenly interested in 
environmental protection in the course 
of his career and was one of the most 
aggressive and active supporters of 
Amtrak, at a time when, as my col-
league and friend mentioned, Senator 
Roth was a fiscal conservative to the 
bone. 

b 1445 
But he was very clear that invest-

ment in a national rail passenger serv-
ice, Amtrak, was good sound fiscal in-
vestment. It was good for the environ-
ment. It was good for transportation. I 
am only sorry that it is not a railroad 
bridge that we are naming after Sen-
ator Roth, but I am proud to support 
this legislation. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
strong support of S. 1140, legislation to name 
the State Route 1 Bridge over the Chesa-
peake and Delaware Canal in Delaware after 
the late Senator William V. Roth, Jr. 

S. 1140 passed the Senate unanimously in 
June 2005, and as the sponsor of the House 
companion, H.R. 2800, I am pleased to join 
Senators CARPER and BIDEN in offering my full 
support for S. 1140 and to encourage its 
adoption by the House today. 

A leader and dedicated public servant, Sen-
ator Roth served honorably during his years in 
Congress and set a tremendous example for 
future generations of Americans. Best known 
for creating the successful ‘‘Roth IRA,’’ Sen-
ator Roth also fought hard in Congress to im-
prove the quality of transportation in the State 
of Delaware. In the early 1990s, Senator Roth 
played an important role in helping to build the 
State Route 1 Bridge in New Castle County, 
Delaware. 

Senator Roth was first elected to the House 
in 1966, serving two terms, before being elect-
ed to the Senate, where he served for 30 
years. He also won the Bronze Star for his 
service in the U.S. Army during World War II. 
He died in 2003 at the age of 82. 

Nothing in my mind would serve as a better 
tribute to Senator Roth’s many years of dedi-
cated public service than to rename this 
bridge, a true architectural gem in Delaware, 
in his honor. 

I urge all my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting S. 1140. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. PETRI. I have no further speak-
ers, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
PETRI) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 1140. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds of those voting having responded 
in the affirmative) the rules were sus-
pended and the Senate bill was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ANIMAL ENTERPRISE TERRORISM 
ACT 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the Senate bill (S. 3880) to provide 
the Department of Justice the nec-
essary authority to apprehend, pros-
ecute, and convict individuals commit-
ting animal enterprise terror. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
S. 3880 

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