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Mr. Chairman and Senator Sarbanes, I appreciate your convening today’s hearing to consider how to improve our transit programs.  As we work to develop a bill on transit and highway funding, I want to work with the committee to address the needs of rural states like South Dakota. 

Many South Dakotans rely heavily on transit. We have some very low-density areas in our state and yet they need adequate transit service, particularly for senior citizens and the disabled.  South Dakota, with an increasing elderly population, is home to a significant transit-dependent population.  Although the transit program should always have considerable emphasis on big cities, current transit formulas do not adequately meet the needs of rural states like mine.  

Mr. Chairman, I want to address the needs of my state as part of a plan that is good for the country as a whole.  I want to help the Banking Committee grow the program.  The Administration’s SAFETEA proposal, as we know, does not grow the program, and I share the concerns of many over the Administration’s plan to reduce the Federal match for new starts.  I believe that rural transit does not receive a sufficient Federal match and I need help on that so, I certainly intended to stand with my urban friends on their match issue.

I also want to make a few more points on rural transit.  First, it is not enough to just increase funding for the rural program.  The current rural formula just doesn’t get enough money to states like South Dakota that are extremely rural.  We need a per state minimum in some categories and, Mr. Chairman, to do this will not cost very much money.  It is also important to remember that none of the new start money goes to South Dakota.  

Also, Mr. Chairman, South Dakota does participate most years in the discretionary bus program, and I am not comfortable eliminating that program as the Administration has proposed.  To illustrate my point, South Dakota’s share of discretionary bus funding last year was greater than the additional funding that the Administration would send to my state each year through increases in the rural transit program.  

In conclusion, last year, I cosponsored S.2884, which provided a reasonable floor per state under the funding level for the rural program, for the elderly and disabled program, and for small metro areas. Senators Allard, Crapo, Hagel, and Enzi are members of this Committee who also cosponsored that measure. That bill also clarified the ability to use elderly and disabled program funds for operating assistance and would increase the Federal match for operating costs in the rural program. Western states do not have transit match parity with highways, as the highway match in western states is over 80-20 due to the Federal lands adjustment in the highway program. This adjustment should also apply to the transit program, at least for the rural program, the elderly/disabled program, and small metro areas like Sioux Falls and Rapid City.

I want to work with the Chairman and Ranking Member to strengthen public transportation.  I believe that the key concepts I and others advanced last year should and can be accommodated into our work this year.

Thank you.  I look forward to hearing from the witnesses. 

