

















Suly 10, 2000

The Honorable Trent Lot I'he Honorable Thomas A. Daschle
Majority Leader Minority Leader

United States Senate Untited States Senate

S-230, The Capitol S-221, The Capitol

Washington, D.C. 20510 Washington, D.C. 20510

The Honorable J. Dennis Hastert The Honorable Richard A. Gephardt
Speaker Minority Leader

U.S. House of Representatives < U.S. House of Representatives
H-232, The Capitol H-204, The Capitol

Washington, D.C. 20515 Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Senator Lott, Senator Daschle, Speaker Hastert, and Rep. Gephardt:

As Governors, we have long been involved in and concemed with volunteer efforts in our respective
states. We have seen the progress of young people inspired by older students, the importance of trained

hands helping after a disaster, and the pride of a senior sharing his or her time with a child in need of
mentoring.

For these reasons and many more we write in support of reauthorizing and extending AmeriCorps and
other national service and volunteer programs administered by the Corporation for National Service.

Governors have built an outstanding state-federal partnership in operating national service programs.
Governor-appointed state commissions that direct financial resources and membership within states are
successfully administering AmeriCorps.

As Governors, we recognize the value of national service as a tool in meeting important needs in our

states. We have seen national service at work in our states. We do not want to lose this force for good in
our communities, states, and country.

We fully support the National and Community Service Amendments Act of 2000 and strongly urge
Congress to pass this legislation.

Sincerely,
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Conagress of the Wnited States

. House of Bepresentatives

Hashington BL 20513-0509
%larc 2000

The Honorable Peter J. Visclosky, Ranking Member
Subcommuttee on Energy and Water Development
House Appropnations Committee

1016 Longw orth House Office Building
Washington. DC 20515

RE: FY 2001 Appropnations for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers projects
Dear Ranking Member Visclosky:

As Members of the Northern California Delegation. we are writing to request the
Subcommuttee provide funds in its FY 2001 Energy and Water Development
appropniations bill for two 1999 WRDA-authorized Army Corps of Engineers projects:
$3 million for the wetlands restoration project at the former Hamilton Army
Airfield, and $20 million for the Port of Oakland 30 foot dredging.

In addition, we also support inclusion of the following funds to complete studies
associated with managing these programs and the federal-state Long Tertn Management
Strategy (LTMS) for Dredge Disposal program: $200,000 to complete the LTMS;
$200,000 for a reconnaissance level study to expand the Hamilton project to include
adjacent property; and $200,000 to NOAA to evaluate opportunities for habitat
enhancement using dredged materials in the San Francisco estuary area.

For a decade, a bipartisan consensus has existed among the Northem California
delegation that the economic vitality of the region — and the Nation — depend on the
effective and reliable dredging of northem California’s port facilities. In addition, we
have agreed that the gndlock that has sometimes held up such dredging, which has
resulted in adverse economic impacts, can be broken through innovative dredge disposal
solutions. For this reason, although they are separate projects, the Hamilton and Oakland
projects are vitally and importantly related.

As you know, the Nation's economy and economic growth depends in substantial
measure on our ability to ensure efficient and cost-effective transshipment of the
intermodal freight that carmes so much of our import and export commodities.
Projections indicate that growth of such cargo with nations on the Pacific Rim will
eventually overwhelm the ability of West Coast U.S. ports to handle the traffic
efficiently. Unless capacity on our West Coast expands, such traffic will eventually
migrate to Canada or Mexico, or be bogged down by substantial delays. The Port of



Oakland project 1s a cntical component of a strategy to boost this aspect of our national
infrastructure.

To meet this requirement. the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ proposes to dredge the Pon
of Oakland channels in northern California to a depth of 50 feet. This deepening will
accommodate the newest generations of deep-draft container ships. and allow them to
amve 1n Oakland fully laden with cargo. rather than sailing hight or waiting. inefficiently.
for the tides to create sufficient water to handle the draft of the vessels. At its own
expense, the Port will invest more than seven hundred muillion dollars i1n infrastructure
that will both double the size of its facilities and include a state-of-the-an “joint
intermodal terminal™ facility to facilitate container transfer to rail for transcontinental
shipment. This combination of improvements taken together creates the synergy
necessary to maximize the benefits of the Port of Oakland *“‘gateway™ for the Nation.

The cosubenefit analysis on this project demonstrates the robust return that the Nation
will receive on its investment. This 1s no marginal project -- it is cnucal to our national
economic well-being. Forthis reason. the Corps of Engineers has worked closely with
the Port to move the dredging project forward on an accelerated schedule. Congress
agreed that the project was vital and last year included it in the Water Resources
Development Act of 1999.

In order to get construction started in a manner that is timely to this urgent national
requirement, we must get started in FY 2001 to meet the urgent timetable. To do that,

Congress must appropriate the funds to start construction in the 2001 Fiscal Year
appropriation cycle.

The second project would develop the former Hamilton Army Airfield as a wetland
restoration project. The Corps of Engineers, working with the State Coastal Conservancy
as a local sponsor, would utilize dredge material to restore the property to a tidal marsh.
This is a key element of the federal-state partnership known as the Long Term
Management Strategy for Dredge Disposal.

Earlier this decade, Congress authonzed and appropnated funds to construct the very
successful Sonoma Baylands Wetlands Demonstration Project. That project
demonstrated that we can use dredge matenal to jump-start wetland restoration processes
throughout the Bay. This can lead to critical habitat restoration and provide a proper
balance of growth and environmental protection. One essential element of that plan is to
use matenal at Hamilton from the Oakland harbor-deepening project — the most
significant dredging project in the San Francisco Estuary for some time to come. These
projects constitute one of those areas where industry and the environmental community
have come together in common cause. It is truly a win-win for both, and the Congress
has taken the lead in collaboration with the Corps in moving this strategy forward.

Despite the overwhelming ment of the two projects and the strong support by the Corps
of Engineers, the administration has disappointingly declined to include either project in
its budget submission for FY 2001. We urge the Subcommittee to correct this



unfortunate shortcoming, and put these projects back on schedule as envisioned doing in
WRDA 1999. Very seldom do we have such a clear opportunity to accommodate
cconomic growth and improve the environment simultaneously.

We thank you for your thoughtful consideration of this request. We cannot overstate how
important these projects are to the economic well being of the Nation and our State. They
are modest investments 1n the future of our economy. but ones that will create enormous
dividends for current and future generations of Amencans.

Sincerely.
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cc: Chairman Ron Packard. House Energy and Water Appropnations
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