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already. Frankly, as our colleague
from Nevada pointed out, this makes
two one-thousandths of 1 percent,
which is a minuscule part of the State
of Nevada, and so I think this is very
worthwhile legislation. I commend the
gentleman from Nevada for bringing
this to the attention of the House, and
I urge the passage of this legislation.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan). The question is
on the motion offered by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 541.

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. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker,
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.

on

———

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
GROUNDWATER REMEDIATION ACT

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 18) to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior, acting through the Bu-
reau of Reclamation and in coordina-
tion with other Federal, State, and
local government agencies, to partici-
pate in the funding and implementa-
tion of a balanced, long-term ground-
water remediation program in Cali-

fornia, and for other purposes, as
amended.
The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 18

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 ‘“‘Southern
California Groundwater Remediation Act”.
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

For the purposes of this Act:

(1) GROUNDWATER REMEDIATION.—The term
“‘groundwater remediation” means actions
that are necessary to prevent, minimize,
clean up, or mitigate damage to ground-
water.

(2) LOCAL WATER AUTHORITY.—The term
“local water authority’’ means a currently
existing (on the date of the enactment of
this Act) public water district, public water
utility, public water planning agency, mu-
nicipality, or Indian Tribe located within the
natural watershed of the Santa Ana River in
the State of California.

(3) REMEDIATION FUND.—The term ‘‘Reme-
diation Fund” means the Southern Cali-
fornia Groundwater Remediation Fund es-
tablished pursuant to section 3(a).

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’”’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

SEC. 3. SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GROUNDWATER
REMEDIATION.

(a) SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GROUNDWATER
REMEDIATION.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT OF REMEDIATION FUND.—
There shall be established within the Treas-
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ury of the United States an interest bearing
account to be known as the ‘““‘Southern Cali-
fornia Groundwater Remediation Fund”.

(2) ADMINISTRATION OF REMEDIATION FUND.—
The Remediation Fund shall be administered
by the Secretary, acting through the Bureau
of Reclamation. The Secretary shall admin-
ister the Remediation Fund in cooperation
with the local water authority.

(3) PURPOSES OF REMEDIATION FUND.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph
(B), the amounts in the Remediation Fund,
including interest accrued, shall be used by
the Secretary to provide grants to the local
water authority to reimburse the local water
authority for the Federal share of the costs
associated with designing and constructing
groundwater remediation projects to be ad-
ministered by the local water authority.

(B) COST-SHARING LIMITATION.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may not
obligate any funds appropriated to the Re-
mediation Fund in a fiscal year until the
Secretary has deposited into the Remedi-
ation Fund an amount provided by non-Fed-
eral interests sufficient to ensure that at
least 35 percent of any funds obligated by the
Secretary for a groundwater remediation
project are from funds provided to the Sec-
retary for that project by the non-Federal
interests.

(ii) NON-FEDERAL RESPONSIBILITY.—Each
local water authority shall be responsible for
providing the non-Federal amount required
by clause (i) for projects under that local
water authority. The State of California,
local government agencies, and private enti-
ties may provide all or any portion of the
non-Federal amount.

(iii) CREDITS TOWARD NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—
For purposes of clause (ii), the Secretary
shall credit the appropriate local water au-
thority with the value of all prior expendi-
tures by non-Federal interests made after
January 1, 2000, that are compatible with the
purposes of this section, including—

(I) all expenditures made by non-Federal
interests to design and construct ground-
water remediation projects, including ex-
penditures associated with environmental
analyses, and public involvement activities
that were required to implement the ground-
water remediation projects in compliance
with applicable Federal and State laws; and

(IT) all expenditures made by non-Federal
interests to acquire lands, easements, rights-
of-way, relocations, disposal areas, and
water rights that were required to imple-
ment a groundwater remediation project.

(b) COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE LAW.—In
carrying out the activities described in this
section, the Secretary shall comply with any
applicable Federal and State laws.

(c) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER ACTIVITIES.—
Nothing in this section shall be construed to
affect other Federal or State authorities
that are being used or may be used to facili-
tate remediation and protection of the
groundwater the natural watershed of the
Santa Ana River in the State of California.
In carrying out the activities described in
this section, the Secretary shall integrate
such activities with ongoing Federal and
State projects and activities. None of the
funds made available for such activities pur-
suant to this section shall be counted
against any Federal authorization ceiling es-
tablished for any previously authorized Fed-
eral projects or activities.

(d) FINANCIAL STATEMENTS AND AUDITS.—
The Secretary shall ensure that all funds ob-
ligated and disbursed under this Act and ex-
pended by a local water authority, are ac-
counted for in accordance with generally ac-
cepted accounting principles and are sub-
jected to regular audits in accordance with
applicable procedures, manuals, and circu-
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lars of the Department of the Interior and
the Office of Management and Budget.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the
Remediation Fund $50,000,000. Such funds
shall remain available until expended. Sub-
ject to the limitations in section 4, such
funds shall remain available until expended.
SEC. 4. SUNSET OF AUTHORITY.

This Act—

(1) shall take effect on the date of the en-
actment of this Act; and

(2) is repealed effective as of the date that
is 10 years after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) and the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs.
NAPOLITANO) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 18, authored by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
BAcA), authorizes the Secretary of the
Interior to participate in the funding
and implementation of a balanced,
long-term groundwater remediation
program. This bill establishes a limited
Federal fund to resolve groundwater
problems in the Santa Ana, California,
watershed. This area has approxi-
mately 30 major water wells that are
currently shut down or are out of pro-
duction due to groundwater contami-
nation from man-made and naturally-
occurring chemicals. For example, a
local perchlorate plume has impacted
250,000 residents in Rialto, California.

This bill is just one small, but very
important, part of a comprehensive so-
lution to resolve a water emergency.
The House passed identical legislation
in the 108th Congress. I urge my col-
leagues to once again adopt this meas-
ure.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Madam Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Mrs. NAPOLITANO asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Madam Speaker,
we strongly support passage of H.R. 18
which will provide financial assistance
for cleaning up contaminated drinking
water supplies in the Santa Ana River
watershed in Southern California.
There have been many problems in
Southern California as well as in other
parts of the Nation that deal with per-
chlorate, and this is just but one of
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them. We hope that we will be able to
shed some light on how we can do a
better job of assisting our communities
in being able to put that water back to
good use, and that is by working with
the municipalities.

I commend the principal sponsor of
H.R. 18, the gentleman from California
(Mr. BAcA), for his determination and
hard work to get this legislation en-
acted. I also greatly appreciate the
support and leadership demonstrated
by the gentleman from California (Mr.
PoMBO) on this very critical and impor-
tant matter.

Madam Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to
my friend and colleague from Southern
California (Mr. BACA) who has been
very, very adamant about getting this
addressed.

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BACA. First of all, Madam
Speaker, I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN)
for his support and his eloquent presen-
tation of the legislation before us and
as well the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. NAPOLITANO) in support of
this legislation that impacts the State
of California, especially Southern Cali-
fornia, as it pertains to perchlorate.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 18, the Southern California
Groundwater Remediation Act. This
legislation passed the House in Sep-
tember 2004, and it was H.R. 4606.
Today, I fight to protect Southern
Californians from the growing crisis of
perchlorate groundwater contamina-
tion. I reintroduced this legislation as
a long-term solution to help cities in
Southern California remove per-
chlorate from their drinking water and
create safe drinking water.

This bill will authorize $50 million
for groundwater remediation, including
perchlorate cleanup, for most of San
Bernardino, Riverside, and Orange
counties in Southern California. The
funds will be managed by the Depart-
ment of the Interior through the Bu-
reau of Reclamation. Perchlorate is a
main ingredient in rocket fuel that has
been found in drinking water supplies,
lettuce, and even in the milk we drink.

Perchlorate in water supplies is left
over from former military sites, de-
fense contractors, and other industries.
It has been found in 43 States, includ-
ing California. Perchlorate has been
linked to thyroid damage and may be
harmful to infants, developing fetuses,
and the elderly. There are 1.2 million
women of childbearing age in San
Bernardino, Riverside, and Orange
counties who could be at risk from per-
chlorate, and we do not want them to
be at risk. We want to make sure that
there is good-quality drinking water.
Perchlorate has been detected in 186
sources in the counties served by the
Santa Ana River watershed and has
jeopardized the water supplies of over
500,000 residents.

As indicated before, there are 30 wells
that have been contaminated in the
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area. There is a perchlorate plume in
the Inland Empire in California that is
10 miles long and is growing every day,
and that includes my hometown, which
I am a resident of, in Rialto. Per-
chlorate has impacted the daily lives of
all of us, and we want to make sure
that there is safe drinking water in the
area. We have a legal and moral obliga-
tion to provide safe and healthy water
to the families and children who drink
this water every day.

But perchlorate contamination is
more than just a health concern. The
economic cost in providing safe drink-
ing water is becoming more and more
of a burden on our communities. Nine-
ty percent of perchlorate in water
comes from a Federal source. This in-
cludes DOD, NASA, and other Federal
agencies. Innocent, hardworking fami-
lies should not have to pay for feder-
ally created problems or problems for
which no one will take the responsi-
bility.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
18, which is a small price to pay for the
crisis that has been forced on Southern
Californians. I would like to thank the
gentleman from California (Mr. POMBO)
for his leadership and carrying legisla-
tion in the northern portion of Cali-
fornia to deal with the problems that
we have. I would like to thank the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs.
NAPOLITANO), the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CALVERT), the gentleman
from California (Mr. GARY G. MILLER),
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROHRABACHER) for their support of this
critical bill for the health of Southern
California.
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Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I
urge passage of this bill.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Madam Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

We have heard my colleague indicate
how important the cleanup of water is,
and I would urge my colleague from
Georgia (Mr. LINDER), sponsor of H.R.
135, the Twenty-First Century Water
Commission Act of 2005, to consider
that as an issue because that is some-
thing that affects, like the gentleman
stated, 40-some odd States that are be-
ginning to understand the harshness of
reality and that is that we have con-
taminated aquifers and water re-
sources.

So, with that, I thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. BAcA) for bringing
that to our attention. I do support the
bill and hope my colleagues will do
likewise.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan). The question is
on the motion offered by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 18, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)

H1865

the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

COLORADO RIVER INDIAN RES-
ERVATION BOUNDARY CORREC-
TION ACT

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 794) to correct the south
boundary of the Colorado River Indian
Reservation in Arizona, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 794

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE, FINDINGS, PURPOSES.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Colorado River Indian Reservation
Boundary Correction Act”.

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress
lowing:

(1) The Act of March 3, 1865, created the
Colorado River Indian Reservation (herein-
after ‘‘Reservation’) along the Colorado
River in Arizona and California for the “In-
dians of said river and its tributaries”’.

(2) In 1873 and 1874, President Grant issued
Executive Orders to expand the Reservation
southward and to secure its southern bound-
ary at a clearly recognizable geographic lo-
cation in order to forestall non-Indian en-
croachment and conflicts with the Indians of
the Reservation.

(3) In 1875, Mr. Chandler Robbins surveyed
the Reservation (hereinafter ‘‘the Robbins
Survey’) and delineated its new southern
boundary, which included approximately
16,000 additional acres (hereinafter ‘‘the La
Paz lands’’), as part of the Reservation.

(4) On May 15, 1876, President Grant issued
an Executive Order that established the Res-
ervation’s boundaries as those delineated by
the Robbins Survey.

(5) In 1907, as a result of increasingly fre-
quent trespasses by miners and cattle and at
the request of the Bureau of Indian Affairs,
the General Land Office of the United States
provided for a resurvey of the southern and
southeastern areas of the Reservation.

(6) In 1914, the General Land Office accept-
ed and approved a resurvey of the Reserva-
tion conducted by Mr. Guy Harrington in
1912 (hereinafter the ‘“‘Harrington Resurvey’’)
which confirmed the boundaries that were
delineated by the Robbins Survey and estab-
lished by Executive Order in 1876.

(7) On November 19, 1915, the Secretary of
the Interior reversed the decision of the Gen-
eral Land Office to accept the Harrington
Resurvey, and upon his recommendation on
November 22, 1915, President Wilson issued
Executive Order No. 2273 ‘. . . to correct the
error in location said southern boundary line

.’—and thus effectively excluded the La
Paz lands from the Reservation.

(8) Historical evidence compiled by the De-
partment of the Interior supports the conclu-
sion that the reason given by the Secretary
in recommending that the President issue
the 1915 Executive Order—‘‘to correct an
error in locating the southern boundary’—
was itself in error and that the La Paz lands
should not have been excluded from the Res-
ervation.

(9) The La Paz lands continue to hold cul-
tural and historical significance, as well as
economic development potential, for the Col-
orado River Indian tribes, who have consist-
ently sought to have such lands restored to
their Reservation.

finds the fol-
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