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BART SFO Extension, is funded by state and
local sources. All of the operating costs on
each extension, including the BART SFO Ex-
tension, are being funded 100 percent locally.
Only the BART SFO Extension is a recipient
of federal capital funds. The project is an ex-
cellent model for federal, state and local co-
operation.

Mr. Speaker, the San Francisco Inter-
national Airport is one of the country’s fastest
growing airports and has undertaken a locally
funded $2.4 billion expansion program which
includes a new international terminal and will
double the size of the existing terminal. By the
year 2006, SFO is projected to increase air
passenger travel by 70 percent, or 51 million
total travelers a year. Without the BART SFO
Extension the impact on traffic congestion and
air pollution along adjacent Bay Area freeways
would be staggering.

The BART SFO Extension is a long-awaited
regional project and is taking shape after more
than two decades of painstaking planning,
consensus-building, and the tireless efforts of
a remarkable partnership forged among local,
regional, state and federal officials and funding
entities. In the past year, significant progress
has been made on the BART SFO Extension.
As a longtime supporter of the BART SFO Ex-
tension, I am pleased to report that construc-
tion is well underway and progressing rapidly.

Mr. Speaker, the recent editorial in the
Chronicle notes that after many years of plan-
ning, analysis, public input and consensus-
building, the scope of the project is well estab-
lished and construction is in high gear. Natu-
rally, cashflow needs are substantial during
the construction phase. In order to keep costs
within budget and avoid expensive increases
in financing costs and construction delays, it is
imperative that BART secure federal appro-
priations consistent with levels identified in the
Full Funding Grant Agreement (FFGA) funding
schedule and as requested by the President in
his budget submitted to the Congress yester-
day.

Mr. Speaker, it is time that we, as federal
partners in this project speak with one voice
and commit the resources promised to deliver
this project. The BART SFO Extension is a
sound investment in our nation’s future trans-
portation infrastructure and I encourage my
colleagues to join me in supporting appropria-
tions that meet the FFGA targets.

KEEP BART-TO-SFO ON TRACK

[From the San Francisco Chronicle, Jan. 11,
1999]

A small group of Peninsula activists con-
tinues to try to stymie BART’s plans to run
train service to San Francisco International
Airport.

Its latest argument is that the $1 billion
project, now under construction, should be
scaled back because it is running over budget
and federal funding is coming in slower than
expected. Specifically, the Coalition for a
One-Stop Terminal (COST) has suggested
that BART should scrap the portion that
would extend service south of the airport, to
a Millbrae station.

Given the importance of this project, we
recently invited representatives of BART
and COST if for an Editorial Board meeting
to debate the issues.

While it was clear that BART does have
some serious budget problems with the
project, it was equally apparent that elimi-
nation of the Millbrae station would not
make any sense from either an economic or
transportation-planning standpoint.

For starters, scaling back the project
would be inviting Congress to reduce the
funding even further. And a perception of
controversy on this project would make it
easier for lawmakers to justify shifting the
money to projects in other regions.

Also, the airlines have agreed to put $113
million into the project. A major revision of
the plans, such as eliminating the Millbrae
extension, would require renegotiation of
that hard-won pact—with the possibility of a
smaller airline contribution.

Moreover, the purpose of this project is to
get air travelers to take mass transit to
SFO. It would seem imperative to have at
least one stop south of the airport. Also, the
Millbrae station would have a convenient
cross-platfom connection with Caltrain.

The debate about the best way to bring
BART to the airport has been settled. It is
time to stop the obstructionist tactics and
make a strong, unified regional pitch for full
congressional funding.

The region’s leaders should be striving to
keep this project on budget and on schedule
for its December 2001 completion.
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ENDANGERED SPECIES REFORM
NOW

HON. WILLIAM M. THOMAS
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 2, 1999
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, when Congress

begins anew this month, I will reintroduce
three bills to reform the Endangered Species
Act, an act that has miserably failed to safe-
guard species while imposing an enormous
burden on American landowners. Republicans
have held the House for four years now but
have yet managed to pass legislation to break
the grip of the so-called environmentalists and
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. The reason
is that oversized and comprehensive bills,
while entirely justified, can not garner the sup-
port needed for passage especially in light of
an antagonistic Administration. Let’s face it.
The Administration has us in stalemate.

The strategy behind my bills is simple. We
need to shake up the debate, take the nego-
tiating victories we have won so far, introduce
some new ideas, and package them in small-
er, easier to pass bills. We need rifle-shot bills
targeted toward specific and clear abuses by
the Federal Government. We can not wait until
we can patch together a political coalition to
rewrite the entire Endangered Species Act.
We need ideas we can win with and give you
relief, now. Here are my bills:

The Fair Land Process Reform bill will en-
sure open and equal access to the decision
making process of federal agencies and allow
landowners to identify and criticize poor deci-
sions from the onset.

Public access to scientific studies and un-
derlying study data and a right for landowners
and commercial interests to join in decision
making process through a formal rule-making
hearing. No more closed decisions using se-
cret information.

A substantial evidence standard for agency
listing decisions and peer review of scientific
date. No more tolerance of inadequate
science.

The Fair Land Management Reform bill will
ensure government pays for obligations it im-
poses on landowners.

Landowner compensation for significant
government takings.

Limit on mitigation requirements imposed by
government. No more giving up 30 acres in
order to use 1 acre of one’s own land.

The Liability Reform bill will stop unfair gov-
ernment penalties against landowners.

No criminal liability for unintended and spec-
ulative takings of endangered species. No
penalty for modifying so-called habitat in which
no endangered species actually exists.

A ‘‘Safe harbor’’ and ‘‘No surprises’’ provi-
sion. No more broken promises and the added
obligations put on landowners.

The Endangered Species Act needs to be
reformed now. These proposals are a fair and
balanced response to the tragic failures of the
current system. I look forward to presenting
my bills at House hearings.
f

TRIBUTE TO FRED MATTEI

HON. LYNN C. WOOLSEY
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 2, 1999

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
pay tribute to an outstanding public servant,
Mr. Fred Mattei, whose life-long commitment
to the City of Petaluma is to be commended.
Fred Mattei died last December at the age of
83 in the city that he loved. I wish to join his
family, friends and colleagues in celebrating
his distinguished life.

Fred Mattei spent most of his life involved in
his family business, located in the heart of
downtown Petaluma. Opened in 1907, Mattei
Bros. became a Petaluma tradition that has
been sadly missed since it closed four years
ago. Mr. Mattei also served on the City Coun-
cil and as Mayor of Petaluma for 15 years.
During his tenure as a member of the City
Council, Mayor Mattei was supportive of the
adoption of the landmark growth control ordi-
nance that was eventually upheld by the U.S.
Supreme Court.

Fred Mattei’s devotion to the community
was admirable. In 1996, he was recognized
for his long service to the community when he
was given the Lifetime Achievement Award at
the annual Petaluma Community Recognition
Awards Ceremony. He worked tirelessly to
support community organizations, including
the Petaluma Rotary Club, the Petaluma
Chamber of Commerce, and the Petaluma
Boys and Girls Club.

Mr. Speaker, it is my distinct honor to pay
tribute to Fred Mattei. His dedication to the
residents of Petaluma will be greatly missed.
I send my very best and my heartfelt sym-
pathy to his family and friends.
f

STOP ILLEGAL STEEL IMPORTS
ACT

HON. BENJAMIN L. CARDIN
OF MARYLAND

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 2, 1999

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I’m so glad to
see so many people from both sides of the
aisle supporting the Stop Illegal Steel Imports
Act today.

Bethlehem Steel in my hometown of Balti-
more and the other great American steel man-
ufacturers have proven that they can take a
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punch and come back strong. The American
steel industry is the Rocky Balboa of the glob-
al market.

None of us will forget those difficult days 15
years ago when American steel was on the
ropes. We had become too content with the
status quo and our overseas competitors ex-
ploited this. But management and unions
worked together and American steel was re-
born.

We have seen real and significant growth
since then. In my district, Beth Steel cranks
out 9,000 to 10,000 tons of quality American
steel a day!

That’s 9,000 to 10,000 tons of quality steel
a day when operating under normal condi-
tions. But these days things are anything but
normal. Steel producers in our country are de-
creasing production, laying off workers, and
reporting losses.

I understand that there are serious eco-
nomic problems around the world—problems
that are already affecting us. But we must pro-
tect our businesses, our employees and our
country first.

The American steel industry has done noth-
ing wrong. It shouldn’t pay the price for other
countries’ mistakes.

I’m proud to be here to stand up for steel
and my friends who produce it. This is an in-
dustry rich in tradition. This is an industry
which literally made this country. From the
Golden Gate Bridge to the Alaskan oil pipe-
line—Baltimore’s Beth Steel has been there.

This industry has proved it can take a
punch. But it shouldn’t have to weather a
storm of low blows, which is what this foreign
dumping amounts to.

This has nothing to do with protectionism.
Insisting that our trading partners adhere to
international law and play by the rules is not
protectionism. I’d call it something much sim-
pler: it’s called fairness.

It’s not fair that Beth Steel lost $23 million
in the last quarter because of these low blows.
The bill we’re here to introduce today would
become the referee in a fair fight.

We want the amount of steel imported into
the United States to return to the rates we
saw last summer when the global steel indus-
try competed on a level playing field.

This industry is being forced to fight with
one arm tied behind its back. It’s taking a
pummeling. Congress should release the other
hand.

Pass this bill, let this industry fight fairly and,
believe me, Rocky will win another.
f

INTRODUCTION OF THE UNIVER-
SITY OF THE DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA EQUAL EDUCATIONAL
STATUS ACT

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 2, 1999

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, today I intro-
duce the University of the District of Columbia
Equal Educational Status Act. The University
of the District of Columbia (UDC) is the only
publicly funded institution of higher education
in the District of Columbia. The District, like
most large cities, has a large population which
requires access to a publicly funded open ad-
missions institution to go to any institution at
all.

Under existing law, UDC is, by definition, a
Historically Black University that qualifies for
Historically Black Colleges and Universities
(HBCU) funds because it meets the three sa-
lient requirements: (1) UDC was created from
colleges established before 1964; (2) it served
primarily black people; and (3) it is an accred-
ited institution. Though technically an HBCU,
UDC was denied the funding benefits of
HBCU status because of a factual error. In the
HBCU provision of Title III, UDC is discussed
in the same section with Howard University,
and it explicitly indicates that the University re-
ceives a direct payment from the federal gov-
ernment. This has never been true, and in any
case, the District itself no longer receives a
federal payment.

The importance of HBCU funding and status
is that there is an annual appropriation for
HBCUs. I have attempted to get HBCU fund-
ing for UDC before. The only reason that UDC
has not been included is that no extra funds
were available to accompany the request, and
the entry of UDC was seen as diminishing the
appropriations available for the 103 existing
HBCUs. I would remove this impediment by
proposing that an amount to be determined
from the $17 million in the President’s budget
for college bound D.C. students be allotted to
UDC. The amount in the President’s budget is
not based on specific underlying assumptions
about the available pool of students to go out-
of-state. The $17 million is sufficient to allow
some funds to go to desperately needed tech-
nology and infrastructure at the University.
This is now possible to satisfy the needs of all
our students—those prepared to go out-of-
state as well as the larger number of students
who will not be able to take advantage of the
scholarship proposal.

I support the proposal of Congressman TOM
DAVIS, Chair of the Subcommittee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia who, acting on suggestions
from District and area business people, is writ-
ing a bill for public and private funds to pay
the difference between in-state and out-of-
state tuition for D.C. residents outside the Dis-
trict. I am pleased that in addition to federal
funds, private business in this area is also
raising funds for this effort. Mr. Davis’ staff
and mine have begun working together on a
joint UDC-scholarships approach. I have also
discussed this idea with Mayor Tony Williams
and have asked and gathered his suggestions
about how funding for UDC should be tar-
geted. Mayor Williams also supports the UDC-
scholarship approach.

Working with the White House, we have
been able to secure funds sufficient not only
for the scholarship proposal but also for the
needs of the majority of D.C. students who
could not possibly take advantage of out-of-
state opportunities. A scholarship—only ap-
proach would leave the largest number of col-
lege bound D.C. students stranded with ac-
cess only to a university severely injured by
the fiscal crisis. I am pleased that with ade-
quate funding, there is no reason to ignore the
demographics of D.C.’s typical student popu-
lation in need of public higher education.

Who is the typical college bound D.C. resi-
dent? The profile of UDC tells the story. Two-
thirds of UDC students work; many are single
parents with obligations to young children;
many go to college after years in the work-
force; others could not afford living expenses
away from D.C.; and many can only attend an
open admissions university. The Davis pro-

posal was never meant to be, nor could it sub-
stitute for, a public university which serves the
residents of this city in this city.

UDC funds would not be used for the oper-
ations of UDC but would be carefully targeted
to urgently needed infrastructure needs that
have no hope of finding the needed priority in
the D.C. budget for years. The city is con-
stantly being asked why our young people are
not being trained for rapidly growing techno-
logical jobs in the region but they are left with
antiquated computers and other hopelessly
out-of-date technology.

Further, deferred maintenance has pro-
duced pitiful results, such as elevators that
don’t work, that are shameful in a public insti-
tution. Part of the reason for UDC’s condition
is that it took an enormously hard hit during
the fiscal crisis. Its budget went from $69,631
million in fiscal year 1994 to $40,148 million
this year, not counting huge reductions that
began early in the decade. In the one year
since February 1, 1998, the number of full-
time faculty has plummeted from 375 to 246,
not counting enormous cuts to which the Uni-
versity has been subjected throughout this
decade.

The University was forced to close for three
months in 1996, a calamity that would have
destroyed most colleges and universities. Yet,
D.C. residents are voting with their feet and
returning to UDC. Despite the University’s
hardships, entering freshmen enrollment rose
dramatically by 70% in only one year, from
661 in fall 1997 to 1125 in fall 1998. Today,
the University’s enrollment of 5,284 rep-
resents, an 11% increase in one year.

Some emphasize the undeniable fact that
UDC needs money. Others indicate that Dis-
trict youngsters need increased opportunities
for higher education, a truism if ever there was
one. However, I told UDC students who visited
the Capitol yesterday that it is wrong to pit in-
dividual justice against institutional justice. I
say the same thing to my colleagues—we
must do the right thing and assure that we
have a win-win for higher education for our
young people in this city.
f

ON THE DEATH OF VIRGINIA GOV.
MILLS GODWIN

HON. HERBERT H. BATEMAN
OF VIRGINIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 2, 1999
Mr. BATEMAN. Mr. Speaker, today in the

borough of Chuckatuck, Mills E. Godwin Jr., a
former Governor of Virginia, was laid to rest.
He was not just a Governor of Virginia, he
was in my view and that of many others, the
greatest Governor of the Commonwealth in
this century.

Mills Godwin served Virginia in the House of
Delegates, in the Senate of Virginia, as Lt.
Governor and then from 1966–1970, as Gov-
ernor for his first term as a Democrat. Later,
after sitting out a term, he was elected to a
second term as Governor, this time as a Re-
publican. Mills Godwin has the distinction of
being the only person twice elected Governor
of Virginia in this century, and is the only per-
son elected Governor of a state once as a
Democrat and once as a Republican.

The first term of Governor Godwin was a
magical time in Virginia. For too long, unrealis-
tic fiscal policies prevented Virginia from in-
vesting in its future by elevating the level of
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