SAMPLE LETTER TO REPUBLICAN MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE TRANSPORTATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

The Honorable XXX
House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure
2163 Rayburn House Office Building

United States House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Rep. *****:

I am writing to request your assistance regarding the unsatisfactory language in section 306 of HR 2830, the Coast Guard Authorization Act of 2007.   Section 306 requires a marine terminal to provide a security system that allows crewmembers of vessels docked at the facility to board and depart from the vessel through the facility at no cost to the individual.

This language does not address who pays the cost of the security screening and the transportation across the terminal property.  However, the report language for section 306 “clarifies” this issue by adding that the cost of the security screening for ships’ crews shall not be paid by the vessel, even though the cost of shore leave is a standard personnel benefit that should be borne by the vessel.

I operate a __________ terminal in ____________.  This facility stores and handles __________ barrels of _____________.  (Personalize for your facility.)   It makes a solid contribution to the economy of your district.

Federal law requires all marine terminals to control access to their property and provide for proper security screening.  It is reasonable for terminals to pay for this expense as it relates to their employees and contractors.  However, terminals should not have to pay the expense of screening and transporting people who leave and board ships, which averages $800 per ship each time one docks at a terminal.  For large terminals handling 20-30 ships per month, the total annual cost could easily exceed $250,000.  This is a personnel cost and a reasonable operating expense that should be borne by the vessel.

HR 2830 was subsequently referred to the House Committee on Homeland Security, which rewrote section 306 in a way that is fair to both terminals and vessel owners.  The amended language in section 306 keeps the fundamental purpose of the original provision, which is to protect the individual crewmember, but it removes the language that imposes on terminals the cost of providing a security system for screening and escorting crewmembers.

Section 306, as reported by the House Homeland Security Committee, is acceptable to me and to other terminal operators.  It is very important that it be retained.   Please ask Ranking Member John Mica, and others who will negotiate the language of the final version of section 306, to accept the language in the Homeland Security Committee’s bill.

It makes no sense to require terminals to pay for the screening, escorting and access controls related to the boarding of and departure from vessels by crewmembers.  Substantial costs for my company are on the line.  Please do not hesitate to contact me for more information about this very important matter.

Sincerely,

