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• 	 programs funded below request include Title I, a freeze at the FY 2000 enacted level and $416 , 

million below the request; Safe and Drug Free Schools, a freeze at the FY 2000 enacted level and 
$50 million' below the request; America Reads, a freeze at the FY 2000 level and $26 million below 
the reques't; Bilingual Education, a freeze' at the FY 2000 level and $54 million below the request; 
GEAR UP,I a freeze at the FY 2000 level and $125 million below the request; After School, $400 
million below the request; Indian Education, $8 million below the request; and Adult Education 
National ACtivities, $68.5 million below the request; 

• 	 programSlfunded at request inClUde' Comprehensive School Reform, Charter Schools, Pell Grants, 
Work Study, and SEOG. 

• 	 programSlfunded above the request include Special Education State Grants, $110 million above 
the reques't; Voc Ed, $244 million above the request; and TRIO, $35 million above the request. 

The attached t1ble shows the funding levels for all major,programs. , 
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DPC BUDGET PRIORTIES FYOl (In millions of doll.",. 

Bilt Initiative 

CJS 
Nan Gun Enforcement Injt, 

COPS 

Drug T estffreal: Offenders 

Project Reentry 

Str. NICS and Brady Checks 

VAWA 
-----~ ._--- 

Description 01 Request l:l21!!t~ ~J!~~ CQof._ ~nl1,Accept.= 
100 Federal gun prosecutors 0 15 15 0 15 

smart gun research 0 10 0 0 10 

1000 state and local prosecutors 0 150 0 0 150 

<3nti.gun violence media campaign 0 10 0 0 
 "'.
ballistics testing (FBI) 0 10 001 "'. 
total 0 195 15 0 1767 


50,000 new officers 373 650 4354057 650 

State and Local Prosecutors 10 50 0 0 150 

Law Enforcemenl Technology 230 300 230 230 350 

Community Crime Prevention 0 125 0 0 40 

TOTAL 613 1125 595 812 1210 


St~tc Drug Tasting and T reatmen! NA 100 NA NA 50 

Drug Gourts 40 50 40 40 50 

Stlbstancc Abuse Treatment 63 65 63 63 65 

TOTAL 103 215 NA NA 165 


community supervision for 0 60 0 7 20 

released offenders 


NCH1Pw slate criminal history records 35 70 0 33 50 

NIN~Nationallnslanl Notification NA 5 0 0 5 

TOTAL 35 75 0 33 55 


law enforcement partrlefShips and legal 284 296 284 265 __2_~!._ ~ 


assistance-grants _. - - -- -



---- -

Bill Initiative Description FYOO 01 Request House Senate Cant. Min. Accept 

Lab/HHS/Ed 

HHS 
Child Care Dev. Block Grant 1183 2000 1583 2000 2000 

Child Welfare Monitoring 147.9 164.4 147.9 157.1 164.4 

,. 

Title X Family Planning $35 million increase provides family 

planning seNices to an additional 

500,000 dients 

239 274 239 254 254 

VAWA Battered Women'S Shelters 83.6 116.9 101 116.9 116.9 

IDA's/Assets for lndep. Act creation of 20,000 new accounts 10 25 10 10 n/. 

Money for CDC- strenghten 

tobacco control efforts 

state and community based tobacco 

prevention and education programs 

98 103 10~ 103 nfa n/. 

Resp. Reintergration for Young 

Offenders 

n/. 75 14 30 nfa 30 

Substance Abuse Prevention 

& Treatment 

248 219 204 nfa 230 

Education 

Class Size Reduction 1,300 1750 0 o nla 1675 

School Construction 0 1300 0 o nfa 1300 
--_.----- ---- - --._- 0---- _. -- --- 

Title Accountability Grants 134 250 0 o nla 250 


Teacher Quality 358 1000 23 458 458 658 




em Initiativt Description 

Education 
After Schoo! 

Small, Safe and Succesful High Schools 

Reading Excelfcnce Act 

Bilingual Education 

English Uleracy/Civics Initiatives 

Early Childhood Professional Development 

Labor 
Paid Leave Planning Grants to States 

Fathers Wc)rklFamilies Win 

fYOO 

463 

45 

2fl0 

246 

24 

0 

0 

0 

01 Request 

1000 

120 

286 

296 

75 

30 

20 

255 

Hovse 

600 

45 

260 

248 

25 

0 

75 

0 

So.,... C;onf. Min. Accept. 

600 600 900 

0 45 100 

286 286 286 

279 279 279 

o nI. nla 

o n/a 30 

o n/a 20 

o n/a 130 



--- -- -- - - --- --- -------

Bill Initiative Description FYOO 01 Request House Senate Conf. Min. Accept 

Agriculture 
Food Stamp OutreachlEducation 0 10 10 10 nfa 10 

FDA funds 10 continue efforts 34 39 0 a nfa 

10 reduce underage use of tobacco 


NulrilionNJlC 4032 4100 n/a nla nla 4100 

TPO 
Nat'l Gun Enforcement Init. 500 ATF Agents/Inspectors, 94 94 92 n/a 94 

ballistics testing(NIBIN) 

ATF Tob. Compliance efforts efforts to deter iIIegallrafficking/cross- 8 14 8 8 nfa 

border smuggling 


VA/HUD 
Housing Vouchers 347 690 o n/a nal nal 

Voucher Success Fund 0 50 0 o nfa 50 

Transportation 
Double Access to Jobs grants for public transportation for 150 100 100 100 

low-income workers 

c 
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FY 2001 APPROPRIATIONS BILLS: OBJECTIONABLE LANGUAGE ISSUES 
i (status a. of Friday, July 14th) 

CROSSCUTTING ISSUES, 

• Kyoto ProtoCQI. Several FY 2001 appropriations bills include objectionable language 
reiatl,ng to the Kyoto Protocol. Specific ohjections are described below for the following 
bills; AgriculturefRural Devetopment~ Commerce/Justice/State; EnergyfWater 
Development; Fo~eign Operations; Interior; Transportation; and) V A1HUDlIndependent 
Agendes., 

• 

, 

• 	 Elimination of Funding for USDA Undersecretary for Natural Resources and the 
Enyironment (House-passed), Appropriation language in the bill (Title II) would 
frustrate Administration policy and management oversight for the USDA's Natural 
Resources Conservation Service and the Forest Service. This is an unwarranted punitive 
measure, added in a floor amendment to express Members' concerns that USDA should 
be arguing more strongly against rulemaking by the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA), particularly in the recent TMDL rule. 

• 	 coJmunitv Food Security Program (House~passed). Section 732 would prohibit tbe use. 
of funds to carry out a Community Food Security program or any similar activity without 
the prior approvaJ of the Committees on Appropriations. This broad provision would 
hamper the modest ongoing efforts to provide assistance to local governments and 
organizations to address food insecurity faced by low~incorpe families. 

• 	 Floodplain Determinations (HQusc-passed). The Administration objects to section 742. 
which would prohibit the use of funds for floodpJajn determinations carried out as part of 
an ~pplication for a Farm Service Agency aquaculture loan. While the language is 
ambiguous. it appears to be an attempt to prevent consideration of environmental criteria 
from the farm loan decision~making process, and is inconsistent with responsible 
environmental stewardship as codified in Execu~ive Orders on flood plain and wetlands 
ma~agement. For federally-financed aquaculture projects, floodplain determinations are 
a ctitical part of the statutorily-required environmental impact statement process. 
Prohibiting USDA funds from being used for this activity will result in environmental 
impact statements thal do not comply with the National Environmental Policy Act or 
USDA loan procedures, which would likely result in 10an applications that could not be 
approved, 

• 	 FQ&d Safety/Salmonella (House~passed!Senate Committee), The Administration strongly 
objects to the provision in the House and Senate bills that would restrict the 
Administration from fully implementing the Egg Safety Action Plan, hindering our 

I 
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efforts to reduce needless deaths and illness from eggs contaminated with Salmonella 
Enteritidis. The House bill (sec, 748) would require egg producers and packers to be 
reimbursed for the costs of testing eggs for Salmonella Enteritidis, and would restrict the 
testing frequency and threshold used to require pasteurization. The provision does not 
provide any funding to support this requirement, which FDA estimates would cost about 
$10 million per year. Other industries already take financial responsibility for their own 
testing requirements, such as testing for Listeria in hot dogs and E. coli in hamburger. 
The Senate bill (Title I, Food Safety and Inspection) would prohibit the Food Safety and 
[nspection Service from conducting shell egg surveillance under the Egg Products 
Inspection Act and is also objectionable. 

• 	 Food and Nutrition Service/Economie Research SeO'iee mouse-Pllssed/Senate 
Committee). Both bills (Title IV in House and Senate) prohibit use of Food Stamp, Child 
Nutrition or Special SuppJemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Children 
(WIC) funds for research PUIllOS.', To address program integrity and performance issues 
properly, it is crucial that research on nutrition programs also occur in the context of the 
programs' administration. 

! 
• Ft R~no (OK) Research Facility {Senate.Committee). The Senate bill rider (sec, 733) 

would prohibit the Secretary nf Agriculture, under the Federal Surplus Property Act, from 
transferring certain Agricultural Research Service (ARS) lands in Oklahoma without" 
congressionaJ authorization. This provision would unnecessarily restrict the transfer of 
these lands (or higher-priority purposes (including to the Interior Department to be held 
in trust for an Indian tribe), if the Secretary of Agriculture determines the lands are In 
excess of ARS needs. The USDA's report of its Strategic Planning Task Force on USDA 
research facilities is still pending, and this provision would unduly limit USDA+s 
flexibility in considering the Task Force's report. 

! 

• 	 International Programs and Trade Sanctions (Senate Committee). The President believes 
that food and other human necessities should not be used as a tool of foreign poltcy 
except under extraordinary circumstances. On AprH 28. 1999, the Administration 
anno.unced that the United States would exempt commercial sales of agricultural 
commodities and products for humanitarian purposes, as well as medicine and medical 
equipment. from future unilateral Executive Branch economic sanctions regimes ~- un1ess 
the President determines our national interest requires otherwise. The President has 
extended this policy to existing sanctions on a case~by.case basis, Although the 
Administration shares an interest in generaJly c:xempting agricultural commodities from 
sanctions, the Administration strongly objects to Title IV ofthe Senate bill, which would 
seriously limit the President's ability to implement foreign policy and would have grave 
implications for our nonproliferation. counterterrorism, and counternarcotics initiatives. ,, 

I 
• 	 K~Qt9 Protocol (Houle-passed), The Administration opposes billlanguagc (sec, 734) 

rela~ing to the Kyoto Protocol. The bili language1 which purports to prohibit 
implementation of the Kyoto Protocol, is unnecessary as the Administration has no 
intention of implementing in Protocol prior to ratification. 

2 



I 
• Apportionment Guidance (House-passed). House' report language would direct the 

" Secreiary ofAgriculture to submit simultaneously to the Congress and OMS copies of.' apportionment requests for funding to implement certain emergency plant and pest 
disease declarations. The consideration ofthese apportionment requests solely within the 
Executive Branch is necessary for effective exchange of information and views, for the 
samelreasons that apply to the intra-Administration development of the annual President's 
budget 

I 
• 	 Funding for Invasive SpeCi(;:LQ!ltbreaksJHouse~passed/Senate Committee), Both the 

House and Senate bills (Title I, Animal and Plant Healtb Inspection Service in each bill) 
switch requested funding to combat ongoing plant pests and diseases from discretionary 
to mandatory, which appears to be a "gimmick" to stay within the unrealistic 
congressional discretionary spending allocation. The Administration places a high 
priority on fighting plant pests and diseases, especially when they are invasive species 
that could be eradicated before becoming an established threat. To combat sudden 
outbreaks of invasive species, the Administration has used emergency transfers through 
the Commodity Credit Corporation (Ccq at a level that is much higher than the two 
prev~ous Administrations combined. The Administration has sent to the Congress 
guid~Hnes that will help direct future responses to these threats. To addre~ ongoing 
plant pest and disease outbreaks, the Administration has proposed substantial 
appropriations in the FY 2001 Budget. Neither the House or Senate FY 2001 bills 
provide these appropriations, which will cause these threats to be addressed in 
"emergency" spending through CCC, despite the fact that these activities that can no 
longer be considered unforeseen. 

I 
• 	 Strehmlining USDA County Office Administrative Processes (Senate Committee), 

Sec~ion 734 of the bilI wouid block USDA from implementing a common information 
technology support staff to service the entire county-based field organization. The 
provision would require the over 6,000 county offices of the Fann Service Agency. 
Natural Resources Conservation Service, and Rural Development mission areas to 
maintain separate and redund.ant administrative support units for infonnation technology, 
accounting; and personneJ services. It would maintain the "slove-piped" culture of the 
separate agencies. and would result in increased costs and ineffiCiencies. 

I 

• 	 FDA Prescription Drug Enforcement (House-passed), The House has passed two 
amendments that change the FDA's authority related to prescription drugs brought into 
the United States from .other countries. The inadequacy of access to affordabJe 
prescription drugs in the country has left many Americans with no other option other than 
to go abroad to obtain affordable medications. This situation is unacceptable and we 
shouid take steps to address it by passing an optional Medicare prescription drug benefit 
for;oJder Americans and eligible peopJe with disabilities. However. the House·passed 
am~ndments go too far by severely limiting FDA oversight of prescription drugs 
imported by wholesalers and other large companies. This could result in s.eniors 
pu~chasing drugs that are counterfeit, mislabeled, or otherwise adulterated. 

3 
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, 
COMMERCE/JUSTICEISTATE 

I 
Tobacco Litigation Support (House-passed), The Administration is pleased that the bill 
allows client agencies to continue to reimburse the Department of Justice for its ongoing, 
tobacco litigation, However. the House-passed bill includes technical provisions (sec., 	 . 
605) that would require advance notification to the Appropriations Committee prior to the 
Depaftment utili7.ing funds from the Bealth Care Fraud and Abuse Control Account 
(BCFAC) and from agency reimbursements. 

, 
• 	 Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty (H9use~passed)' As the Administration has said~ the MOU 

referred to in section 623 ofthe House bill win not be implemented without Senate 
approval; however, we will continue to meet with other states in the Stan;;ling 
Consultative Commission (SeC) to discuss Treaty~related issues. Such participation 
would ofCOurse not be prohibited under the House provision. (Twice·yearly meetings of 
the sec are required under the Treaty. which was agreed to by the Senate in 1972 by a 
vote ~f 88 to 2. The sec deals with Treaty-related issues and works to resolve disputes 
and ensure compliance.) 

• 	 Bureau ofPrisQnsfAbortion Funding Re~tr.ictions (House-passed). The bill (sec. 103) 
would prohibit the Bureau of Prisons from funding abortions except in cases of rape or 
where the life of the mother is endangered. The Administration strongly urges that this 
provision be stricken. The Department of Justice believes that there is a great likelihood' 
that this provision would be held unconstitutional. 

.. Decenn~al Census FramewQrks/Reprogrnmming CHouse-passed}. The biII appropriates 
funding for the Decennial Census into nine categories or frameworks (e.g., Field Data 
Collection and Support Systems; Automated Data Processing and Telecommunications), 
making it subject tq the reprogramming requirements of section 605 of the 
Commerce/Justice/State appropriations bill. This congressional micromanagement 
imposes unnecessary restrictions on the Census Bureau's ability to manage the program 

, and respond to the changing environment. Last year, the House ~greed to alter the 
reprogramming requirements of section 605 for more flexible/expedited review of census 
repro~ramming requests. 

• 	 Departmental Management (House-passed), The bHl contains two unrequested 
authorization provisions that would significantly affect the management and operation of 
the Department of State. Section 403 would limit the number of Deputy Assistant 
Secretaries ~o 71 and constrain the Departmentls ability to meet current management 
requirements. Section 405 would create a new position} the Deputy Secretary for 
Management and Resources. The Secretary of State has identified an immediate need for 
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the crbation of an additional Under Secretary position for Security, Law Enforcement and 
Counterterrorism. Vie oppose the creation of a second Deputy. and believe that any other 
organ~zationa1 changes should be addressed through the authorization process. 

i 
• 	 Foreign Policy Issues (HQyse~passed). A number of provisions regarding the conduct of 

foreign affairs raise constitutional concerns. Section 610 regarding Vietnam would 
unconstitutionally constrain the President's authority with respect to the conduct of 
djplomacy. In addition, two provisions would unconstitutionally constrain the 
President's authority as Commander-in-Chiefand authority with respect to the conduct of 
diplomacy: Section 609) which relates to command and control of U.N. peacekeeping 
efforts; and, Ianguage in the Contributions for International Peacekeeping Activities that 
would require a report to Congress prior to voting for a U.N. Peacekeeping mission, 

I 
• 	 Contributions to International Organizations ((-louse-passed), The Administration 

strongly opposes a provision (Title IV) that would withhold SIOO million in U.N. dues 
pending a semi-annual budget certification. This provision would only serve to handicap 
U,N. finances. delay payment of our assessment by as much as 20 months, and undennine 
the Administration's campaign to lower the U,N. assessment rate ceilings for both the , 
U.N. regular budget and for peacekeeping. \Ve share the House's commitrpent to strict 
budg~t discipline at the United Nations and have worked hard to reduce the u:~. 's 
proposed operations budget to a level less than $3 million above that for the 199&-! 999 
bienniurn. We will continue to insist, as we have successfully done in the past, that any 
progr~rn increases in the United Nations be fully offset by program decreases. 

I 
• 	 Kyoto Protocol (House-passed). The Administration opposes bill language (sec. (22) 

relating to the Kyoto Protocol. The bill language, which purports to prohibit 
impJc,mentation of the Kyoto Protocol, is unnec~ssary as the Administration has no 
intention ofimplementing the Protocol prior to ratification. 

1 

• 	 Pacific CQastal Salmon RecQverylNational Oceanic and Atmosoheric Administration 
(House-passed). The bill provides funding for salmon restoration and implementation of 
the P~cific Salmon Treaty, but language in the account makes the funds "subject to· 
expre~s authorization," The Administration believes that this language is unnecessary 
and s~ould be deleted. as funding is. 8\.!thorized under. the provisions of the Endangered 
Spcci,es Act and the Pacific Salmon Treaty Act. 

I 
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DEFENSE 
I. ':0 Tob~~.Q..Litigation (House-passed). The Administration believes strongly that the 

Government should recover the costs it has incurred treating smoking-related illnesses. 
The Department of Defense spends hundreds ofmiUions ofdoUars each yeano treat 
tobacco~related illnesses and has provided a modest level of support to the litigation 
effQrtlrelative to the potentially significant recoveries. The Department of Defense 
funding is'making a critical contribution to the Government's to~acco litigation effort. 
The Administration strongly opposes any attempts by Congress to hamper the 
Department ofDefense~s.ability to support the tobacco litigation using current statutory 
authorities. The House report contains such language~ which would require prior 
congressional approval of any reimbursement provided by the Department of Defense to 
another agency to support the Government's litigation to recover the Federal costs of 
tobacco-related illnesses. 

• 	 NatiQnal Missile Defense CNMD),Contracl Notificp.tion Requirement (SenatcMpassed). 
The bill includes a provision (sec, 8116) that requires the Ballistic Missile Dcfense 
Organization (BMOO) and its subordinate offices and associated contractors, including 
the Lead System Integrator. to notify congressional defense committees 30, days prior to 
issuing any type of information or proposal solicitation under the NMD Program. This 
requirement would likely cause significant program.delays throughout the construction 
and deployment ofthe NMD system since this provision could be interpreted to apply to . 
any modifications or changes to soli~italions or information. regardless of scope, The 
flow of information among the active participants in a development and procurement 
effort of this size is voluminous, with short turn~around modifications and changes a 
frequent occurrence. Under this provision. any contractual change, no matter how minor, 
could impose a non-negotiable JO~day delay before being implemented. The overall 
impact of the language could have severe cost and schedule impacts. 

• 	 Use QfCertain Pesticides [Senate-passed). Section 8164 of the bill prohibits the use of 
appropriated funds for the preventive application ofcertain pesticides in Department of 
Defense (DoD) areas: that may be used by children. The House bin included no similar 
provision. orvrn is concerned that this language may be unnecessarily restrictive (Le., it 
may restrict the use ofpesticides that scientific review has deemed safe for use). The 
DoD fears this may limit their ability to protect against certain pests (particularly 
termites) and may limit their ability to respond to emerging health risks, The EPA, who 
favorS: the intent of this provision. is working with DoD to provide an appropriate 
revisi,on that would protect the health ofchildren more effectively, 
Note: Boxer has indicated a desire to insert this language in multiple appropriations bills ' ,
th1S year. 	 . 

I 
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. " ENERGYIWATER DEVELOPMENT 
l .' 

Kyot~ Pro!o~ol (House-passed). The Administration opposes bill language (sec. 605) 
that purports to prohibit the implementation or the Kyoto ProtocoL The language is 
unnecessary, as the Administration has no intent of implementing the Protocol prior to 
congressional ratification. .. 

.• 	 National NucleJ!t Security Nhninistration-Dual-Hatted Personnel (House-unssed). 
,section 608 would prevent all assignments or details of employees to or from the 
Natio~al Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA) and the rest of the Department, even 
when1there would be no concurrent performance ofduties in the two positions of the 
employees. The Administration can accept. in principle, legislation intended to terminate 
the 19 specified «dual-hatted" NNSA assignments now in effect. However. the 
AdmInistrator of the NNSA must retain the ability to employ al1 the resources of the 
Depaf!ment as he judges necessary to meet his national security responsibilities, At the 
very least, the Administrator should be provided with the authority to add to the 
exceptions in section 608(b). 

I 
• 	 Polygraph Examination 01ouse~passcd)' Section 607 would make it illegn;t to pay the 

salary ofany employee at Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL) who has failed to 
undergo a polygraph examination pursuant to section 31 54(e) of Public Law 106·65 .. 
Secti9n 3154(e) denies the Secretary of Energy the authority to permit an employee or 
contractor to have continued access to a Special Access Program (SAP) or the Personnel 
Security Assurance Program (PSAP) unless that employee or contractor undergoes a 
counterinteHigence polygraph within certain specific-,d time periods. Access to a SAP or 
PSAP requires the successful completion of a counterintelligence polygraph examination, 
RefuJal to take a counterintelligence polygraph examination results in the denial or 
revoc:ation of the access for which the polygraph examination is required, There are 
many' positions at LANL that do not require aCcess to a SAP or PSAP. If a Department 
of Energy (DOE) employee refuses to take a counterintelligence polygraph examination, 
DOE,may reassign or realign the individual's duties, within the local commuting area, or 
take other action, consistent with that denial of access, It would he inappropriate, 
therefore. to withhold the salary of an individual simply because he or she refuses to 
submit to a polygraph. The Department believes that the provision should be deleted. 

FOREIGN OPERATIONS 

Note: Section number cites for amendments added on the Senate Floor will be provided upon our 
receipt of the Senate-passed bill. 
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I 
I·. Kosovo Burdensharing (House Committee/Senate-passed). The Senate bin makes any 

" , United States obligations contingent on certification that U.S. contributions do not exceed 
" 15 peicent of total obligations and expenditures by all donors (Title [1, Assistance for 

Eastern Europe and the Baltic States). The House language limits funds to 15 percent of 
the total reSOurCeS pledged by all donors for calendar year 2001 for assistance to Kosovo. 
Both i-equirements would cede U.S. sovereignty to foreign nations: by handcuffing our 
contrihutions to their contributions, calling U.S. credibility and commitments into 
question, 

• 	 . KyotJ ProtQCQI (House CommitreeISen.te·passed}. Language in both biJIs (sec. 577 and 
sec. 516, respectively) purports to prohibit implementation of the Kyoto Protocol. This is 
unnecessary. as the Administration has no intention ofimplementing the Protocol prior to 
ratification. The Senate provision could be read to prevent the United States from 
negotiating with foreign governments, making it inconsistent with the President's 
Constitutional authority. The House language. which specifies that it does not apply to 
activities otherwise authorized by law, is preferable. 

• 	 Authorization fOT Population Planning "Mexico City" (HollseMpassedl. The bill (sec. 
587) contains objectionable Janguage to which the Administration Telucta~~ly agreed last 
year which maintain the unnecessary restrictions on international family planning 
providers. As the Administration has slated before. we should not impose limitations on 
foreign nongovernmental organization's use of their own money or their ability to 
participate in the democratic process in their own countries. 

.. 	 Russia_Assistance Restric;;.ti.QJ1s (Scnate~passed!' The Senate bill would cut offaU 
assistance to the Government of Russia unless it cooperates with international 
investigations ofallegations of war crimes and atrocities and provides full access to 
international nongovernmental organizations providing humanitarian reliefto refugees 
and internally displaced persons (IDPs) in Chechnya. This language (Title II, Assistance 
for the Independent States) could force the U.S. Government to end programs such as the 
Expanded Threat Reduction Initiative (ETRI) and programs to combat the spread ofTB 
and HIVIAlDS .. programs clearly in our national interest. 

• 	 With~olding of Payment to the International Financial Institutions (House 
Committee/Senate-passed). Similar language in both bills (sec. 591 in the House and an 
amendment in the Senate) conditions the payment of 10 percent of the u.s. contributions 
to international financial institutions On specific and problematic changes in procurement 
and financial management. Such an amendment would hinder U.S. efforts to reach the 
intern~tional consensus needed to push for such reforms. 

A second provision (amendment added in the Senate) would instruct Treasury to oppose 
U.S. multilateral assistance and reduce bilateral assistance to Russia by the amount of , 

, 
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, 
assistance provided by Russia to Serbia. This language would weaken our bilateral aid

" 

progr~am which supports regional democratic and economic initiatives; moreover, because 
ofthe small scale ofour assistance. these restrictions would not be an effective means of 
forcing Russia to cut off assistance to Serbia, In addition, the language would "suspend!! 
Export-Import Bank and OPlC programs, which could be interpreted as a breach of 
contract by tenninating existing Russia loans and guarantees, Such an amendment could 
deter the private sector from using Ex~Im Bank and OPIC programs. Despite the above 
provisions. a Presidential "national interest waiver" is provided for all of these sanctions. 

INTERIOR 

• 	 Interior Columbia Basin Ecosystem Management Proiect (ICBEMP) (House-passed). 
This rider (sec. 334) would prohibit the expenditure of funds to complete lCBEMP until 
the Departments of Agriculture and the Interior complete a regulatory flexibility analysis 
pursuant to the Small Business Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act (SBREFA). an 
anaiysis which is not required for any other land management plan revisions, The effect 
ofadding this new analytical requirement would be to block a final Supplementai 
Environmentallmpact Statement (SEIS) and Record of Decision from being issued 
before the end of FY 2000. Blocking the completion of the lCBEMP, after seven years of 
work and approximately $50 minion in scientific analysis and public hearings, would halt 
efforts to improve Federal land management in the Columbia River Basin to better 
protect rangeland, forest land~ wildlife,> and fish habitat It 'would also make more likely It 
court decree mandating management plan changes and halting the production of goods 
and services on Federal lands in the meantime. Although the SEIS analyzed impaclS on 
econ~mic activity, community stability, community resiliency and isolated communities. 
Federal land management plan revisions have never been required to prepare these small 
business analyses. Moreover, the FY 2000 Appropriations included an Interior 
Appropriations rider that required that the Departments of Agriculture. Commerce, Dnd 
the Interior to prepare a separate report that estimates the "economic and social 
conditions, culture and customs. of the communities at the sub·basin level, II The agencies 
issued the required report in April 2000, with a reqUIred 120~day comment period 
following, The Senate Committee bHl includes no provision, 

I 

• 	 Grazing Permits (House .. passed/Senate Committee}, The bill includes a provision (sec. 
116) that would provide the Secretary of the Interior the discretionary authority to extend 
for up to 10 years any pennit to graze livestock on public lands that expires in FY 2001, 
pending completion of environmental reviews under the National Environmental Policy 
Aet (NEPA). The Senate Committee bill includes a provision (sec. 116) that 
automatica1ly extends the permits with no Secretarial discretion to renew. There is no, 
demonstrated need for the provisions because the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
will c10mplete in FY 2001 the processing of all permits scheduled to expire· in that fiscal 

! 
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year. :The provisions would give an incentive for grazing operations with a poor 
environmental record to delay processing NEPA compliance in hopes of winning an 
autom1atic renewal.. , 

• 	 KyotQ Protocol (House.passed). The bill includes a provision (sec. 576), which purports 
to prohibit implementation of the Kyoto Protoco1. It is unnecessary as the Administration 
has no intention of implementing the Protocol prior to ratification. To the extent that this 
section could be read to prevent the United States from negotiating with foreign 
governments, it would be inconsistent with the President's Constitutional authority. 

• 	 Pennsylvania Avenue [House~p@:?sed/Senate Committee). The provisions in both bills 
(sec. 325 and sec. 324, respectively) continue the prohibition on the use of funds to make 
improvements to Pepnsytvania Avenue in front of the White House for planning, design, 
or construetion of improvements without the advance approval of the House and Senate 
Committee on Appropriations, thereby preventing the National Park Service from 
working with all affected parties to develop preliminary options and review design 
altem~tives before submitting a funding proposal to Congress. 

Establishment of A New National Wildlife Refuge (House-passed/Senate ~ommittee). 
The House~passed and Senate Committee bills (sec. J19) include a micromanagement 
restriction on the use of funds to establish new National Wildlife Refuge (NWR) on the 
Kankakee River' in Illinois and Indiana. Tbis restriction would infringe on the Interior , 	 . 
Department's ability to protect and preserve migratory bird species and circumvent the 
existi~g public process for establishing refuges. The proposed Grand Kankakee Marsh 
N\VRihas been planned as a part ofa coHaborative effort with the Army Corps of 
Engineers and the States to address the needs of agriculture, flood control! and wildlife 
habita,t. The open process for incorporating public comments and finding an equitable 
soluti(;m would be undermined by this legislative rider. House Floor action deleted a 
similar objectionable rider affecting a new refuge on the North Delta of San Francisco 
Bay (CA). 

,
• 	 Wilderness Inventory Activities (House-passed). Appropriations report language would 

deny funds for any addjtional wilderness reinventory activities unless the Interior 
Department requests a reprogramming for such funds. The Interior Department regularly 
does such inventories as part of its base wilderness management program. Although the 
report language is ambiguous and uncJear~ it could have the effect of undoing existing 
autho~ty to conduct such activities. The Senate Committee bill includes no provision. 

• 	 Tribal Contract Moratorium (House-passed). The bill includes a provision (sec. 331) that 
would place a one-year moratorium on the Bureau of Indian Affairs and Indian Health 
Service from entering into new or expanded self-determination contracts or compacts 
with Tribes. This provision WQuld interfere with the long~standing objective oftribal 

10 



" 

• 

• 

self~determination and self~govemance and would be contrary to the govemment~to~, 
government policy the Federal Government has with Tribes. The Congress approved 
such a moratorium over Administration a~d tribal objection~ for FY 1999, but did not 
continue it into FY 2000, The Senate Committee biU includes no provision. 

Lead Mining in Mark Twaio National Forest (MOl (Seo". Commitlee). The bill 
includes a provision (sec. 335) that would not allow the Interior Secretary in FY 2001 to 
withdraw lands to prevent lead mining and also prohibit issuing any new prospecting 
permits. The provision is similar to that enacted in FY 2000, and would again ·override 
the Interior Secretary's authQrity under the Federal Lands Policy and Management Act of 
1976 to withdraw lands from mineral development for environmental reasons. The Mark 
Twain National Forest borders the Ozark National Scenic Riverways National Park. 

• 	 Fees for Right-of-Way Uses (ROW) Across Public Lands (Sen.te Committee). The bill 
includes a provision (sec. 339) that would prohibit the Departments of Agriculture and 
Interior from collecting fair market value and proceeding with a rule-making to update an 
outdated 1987 ROW fee schedule for linear features including fiberoptics, utility 
corrl~ors, roads. etc. The Federal Lands Policy and Management Act of 1976 requires 
the collection of fair market value. The rule-making will have the greatest impact on 
fiberoptie charges since this technology was not widely used in 1987. The House-passed 
bin i~cJudes no provjsion. . 

, 
Tribal Priority Allocations rnA' in the State ofAlaska (Senate Committee). The bill 
includes a provision (sec, 118) that would prohibit direct distribution ofTPA funds to 
Tribes in Alaska with memberships of les.s. than 25 individuals.. Funds otherwise: 
provided directly to these small tribes in Alaska would be redistributed to each tribes' 
regional Alaska Native nonprofit corporations, which would then determine how to 
expe~d TPA funds. This provision is contrary to the government~to-government policy 
the F~dera) Government has with Tribes and could potentially set a minimum 
membership threshold for tribal self-detennination. The House-passed bill includes no 
provision. 

• 	 Taking Land intorrusl for Shoal water Indians (WA) (Sen.Ie Committee). The bill 
includes a provision (sec, 121) that would continue the prohibition on the use of funds to 
Iran,fer tribal land into trust status for the Shoalwater Bay Tribe until all legally 
enforceable tax, zoning. and economic development issues between the tribe and local 
government are agreed upon. The provision restricts Secretarial authority and essentially 
grants a local government a veto over taking tribal land into trust. The House-passed bill 
includes no provision. 
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• 	 Endangered Species Acl (ESAl Tribal Trealy Righls (Senale Committee). The bill (sec. 

122) eontinues a FY 2000 provision that allows funds to be expended to implement a 
Secretarial Order with the exception of two provisions that some congressional members 
believe give preferential treatment to Indian activities and tribal lands - when 
determining conservation restrictions for listed species and designation ofcritical habitat 
- at the expense of non-tribal lands. The non-legally binding order sets out Federal roles 
and responsibilities conducting ESA requirements that affect Tribes and tribal lands. The 
House-passed bill includes no provision. 

• 	 Qrizzlv Reintroduction (Senate Committee). Senate report language would prohibit 
physical reintroduclion of grizzly bears inlo the Selway-Bitterroot Ecosystem (lDIMO) 
during fY 2001 prior to the completion ofa peer review linked to a finding that there is 
"conclusive evidence" that the recovery area can support the grizzly Corps of Engineers' 
Modified Water Deliveries project, designed to increase flows to the eastern part of the 
national park. This language limits the Department's ability to assist the State in 
imple~enting a sustainable solution to this longstanding impediment to Everglades 
restoration. The House~passed bill includes no provision. 

I, 
• 	 Gray WolfRecoverv (Senate Committee), Senate report language directs ~nterior's Fish 

and Wildlife Service to return gray wolves that stray into Oregon back to the appropriate 
experimental recovery area in Idaho. This language would interfere with the wolf 
recovery program by focusing resources on tracking, capturing. and returning wolves to ' 
rdaho~ whether or not they cause_problems in Oregon. The House-passed bill includes no 
provi~ion. 

I 
• 	 everglades NatiQnal Park (ELl Wa[ersh~d Restoration (House-passed), The bill includes 

appropriations language prohibiting funds to be used to acquire land in the Eight and 
One-Half Square Mile Area Orlhe Everglades watershed. The area is part oflh. natural 
hydrology ofthe Everglades and is in the path of the Army Corps of Engineers' Modified 
Water Ddiveries project. designed to increase flows to the eastern part of the national 
park, This language limits the Department's ability to assist the State in implemeniing a 
sustainable solution to this longstanding impediment to Everglades restoration, The 
Senate Committee includes no provision. 

• 	 Urban Resources Partnership (URP) (House-passed). Appropriation language in the bill 
(Title U) restricts the Forest Service's State and Private Forestry appropriation from 
carrying out any activity related to the URP or successor programs. The program, part of 
the Lands Legacy initiative, delivers techniCal assistance and funding for natural resource 
proje~ts in under-served urban communities. The URP helps to focus cooperative 
forestry efforts in under-served urban areas and supports the Administration's 
Envirhnmental Justice goais. " , 
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• 	 E~Datlding Stewardship Pilot Projects (Sen'te Committee). This provision (sec. 336) 
woul4 authorize the Forest Service to enter into an additional 28 stewardship "end~resuit" 
contracts nationwide. An FY 1999 Interior rider authorized 28 pHot projects. The agency 
has- yet to implement the Congressional direction to include multi~party monitoring of the 
individual projects, and to evaluate their effectiveness. Each stewardship contract could 
cover' an entire forest~ potentially greatly expanding timber production. 

Recreation Fee Exemptions (Senate Committee). -Section 338 would exempt residents 
who five within the White Mountain National Forest in New Hampshire from paying 
recre~tjon fees. The exemption would set an improper precedent of requiring some 
Americans to pay more than others to use the same Federal lands. 

• 	 White River (CO) National Forest Land Management Plan (Senate Committee). Section 
341 requires impiementation of a regulatory flexibility analysis for the White River 
National Forest in Colorado (same requirement as tn the House ICBEMP rider). This 
requirement unnecessarily delays the forest plan revision, A rider on last year's 
appropriations bill helped extend the comment period on the .draft plan to a total of 270 
days. This requirement undennines local. ·coUaborative planning. 

• 	 Exemption from Roadtess Area Protections (Senate Committee). This exemption (sec. 
342) prevents the Forest Service from protecting rQadless areas in New Hampshire's 
White Mountain National Forest through its roadlcss area conservation proposaL This 
exemption would, on a piecemeal basis. undermine the foudless, proposa1. 

• 	 Excessive Timber Targets (Senate Committee). The appropriation language in Title II 
seeks to require the Forest Service to achieve an excessive timber target. The language 
"requ,ires" that the agency reprogram funds to achieve a timber target, which is likely 
unconstitutional. The provision could divert funding from priority programs like fish and 
wildlife management to increase timber sales, 

• 	 Micromanagcment afForest Service Organizational Structure (House-passed'!. The 
report language limits the size of the Forest Service's Chief Financial Officer (CFO) 
organization, It restricts the size of the CFO's staff and limits the agency's ability to 
adequate perform the financial management reforms. 

I 


I 

• 	 Restriction on Revising Forest Plans (House-'nassed/Senate Committee). The provision 

would limit the use of funds to revise or craft new forest plans until the pending final 
Forest Planning rule (to be promulgated this fiscal year) is completed (sec. 321 of the 
Hou~e bill and sec. 320 of the Senate). This provision is similar to riders enacted in FY 
1998,-2000 Interior appropriations bills, and should be moot if the ruJe is issued on 
schedule. 	 . 
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LABORIIIHSIEDUCATlON 

.' 
• 	 Abortion (House and Senate~passedl. The Administration objects to sections 508 and 

509 of the bills, which would prohibit the use offunds for abortion, The Administration 
believes that abortion should be safe, legal, and rare. These provisions would continue to , 
limit the range of conditions under which a woman~s health would permit access to 
abortion services. Furthermore, section 509 requires a physician to make a IcgaI 
determination that these conditions have been met. , 
America's Tests (House-Passed), The Administration objects to the language limitation· o 	in the House bill (sec, 305) that would bring a halt to the President's efforts to help States 
and parents raise academic standards through any federally-sponsored national test 
Including the Administrationts proposed voluntary national teb1. The House language 
would prohibit the development, pilot testing, field testing. implementation, 
administration. and distribution of the tests unless expHcitly authorized. The language 
prohibition prevents Federa1 efforts to promote high standards for all student~. (Neither 
the House nor the Senate provide funds for America's Tests, which would help 
princjpals, teachers, and parents know how welJ students are doing compared to 
ehalJenglng academic standards in reading and math.) 

Child Care and Development ak)ck Gragt (House and Senate-passed), The bm does not 
include language for the $50 million set~aside requested in that the President's budget 
requested for infant and toddler quality activities, while the Senate provides $100 million, 
Neither bill includes language 10 set aside $10 million for child care research, 
demonstration and evaluation activities and $500.000 for a child care services hotline. 
The exclusion of this language shortchanges Administration efforts to improve the 
quality) afford ability and accessibility of child care, 

• 	 l2r;panment ofEducatjon Qne-:(>et:cent Transfer Authority (House-passed).> The House 
bill would eliminate the Department of Education's authority to transfer funds between 
appropriations, The Department has used its transfer authority only once, in response to a 
congressional request to find funding for the agency's fi:nanciat audit, 

Ergonomics (House and Senate~passed). The Administration strongly opposes provisions 
in the House and Senate bills (sec. 103 and see, 105, respectively). which would prohibit 
OSHA from expending any funds to finalize its standard to protect the Nation's workers 
from ~rgonomic injurie.<;. After more than 10 years of experience with ergonomic 
guidelines, exhaustive scientific study, five months ofpubHc comment and public 
hearings on the proposed regulations, and millions of unnecessary injuries, the 
Administration beHeves that it is clearly time to move forward to finalize this regulation. 
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• 	 Internet Ac££ss in Schools and Libraries (House and Senatc·passed). The Administration 
objects to the amendments to the House and Senate hills (see. 304 and sec 601, 
respectively) that would mandate the use of. particular type of technology to protect 
mino;s in schools and tibraries from access to illegal and inappropriate materials. 
Curre'ntJy. schools and libraries use a wide range oftechnology tools and monitoring 
techniques to ensure that children do not encounter inappropriate material and dangerous 
situations while online. R,ecent studies confirm that virtually all schools that have 
Internet access have acceptable use policies in place. While the Administration strongly 
supports efforts to ensure that schools and libraries protect minors from inappropriate 
materials. the Federal Government should not mandate a particular type of technology. 
such as fihering or blocking software, in a dynamically changing technology 
environment. The Administration continues to support language that. before mandating a 
technical solution. would allow schools and libraries first to develop acceptable use plans 
at the local level, and then to certify implementation of these plans. 

• 	 Medicare Competitjve Pricing Demo Project {Senate Committee), The Senate bill (sec. 
214) includes language that would prevent funds from being ~sed to administer the 
Medicare+Choice Competitive Pricing Demonstration Project. This demonstration was 
passed by the Congress as part of the Balanced Budget Act in order to proyide valuable 
information regarding the use ofcompetitive pricing methodologies in Medicare managed 
care. The information that could be learned from this demonstration is particularly 
relev~t as the important task .ofreforming Medicare is considered . 

. 
Medicare Lockbox (Senate-passed) . Title VlIl of the Senate-passed bill includes two 
competing versions of a Medicare lockbox. Section 805. the version of the lockbox 
proposed hy Senator Ashcroft, indudes several ohjectionable provisions. h places the 
Medi~e HI Trust Fund surpluses off~budg~t. not the entire Trust Fund as proposed by 
the President. Section 805 also indudes a prohibition on resolutions that "set forth" an 
on~budget deficit, rather than resolutions that would cause or increa.~e an on-budget 
deficit. Thjs could force Congress to propose budget resolutions that correct an on
budge't deficit caused by an economic slowdown. even if those policies would be likely to 
fUl1hcr slow the economy. Finally, the legislation would prohibit the President from 
proposing a budget that recommends an on~budget ~ficit. This would be inconsistent 
with the Presidenfs constitutional authority to "recommend to [Congress'] Consideration 
such ~ea.!.jures as he shall judge necessary and expedient.oI 

• 	 . Needle Exchange (House-passed). The FY 200! Budget ineludes language that would 
restore the Secretary ofHHS's authority to waive the ban on Federal funds for needle 
exchange programs if she certifies that needle exchanges both decrease the spread of 
H1V. and do not increase the use of illegal drugs, This waiver authority is not in current 
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law, ~ut it was in law between 1994 and 1999. The associated general provision in the 
House bill (sec. 505) does not include such language. The Senate Committee bill 
includes this waiver authority, 

i 
• 	 HHS One-Per,~nt Transfer Authority (House-passed}. The Administration objects to the 

Secretary of Health and Human Services reduction in the transfer authority, The House 
bill (sec. 206) would exclude the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention from this 
authority, limiting the Secretary's flexibility to address emerging issues. 

, 

. . 	 Unigt\' Hell),t. Identifier (House-passed/Senate Committee\. The Senate bill (sec. 514) . 
would prohibit the use offunds to promulgate a unique health identifier for individuals 
(as required by the Health 1nsumnce Portability and Accountability Act of 1996) "until 
legislation is enacted specifically approving the standard." This provision is unnecessary, 
as the' Administration has pubHc]y stated its policy not to implement the unique health 
identifier "untIl comprehensive privacy protections are in place." The House bill (sec. 
519) {...Duld prohibit the use offunds to promulgate or adopt any final standard under 
secti6n 1173(b) Dfthe Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1320d·2(b)). This includes not 
only the unique health identifier for individuals, but also identifiers for employers, health 
plans:and health providers. These identifiers were required by the Health ~nsllrance 
Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 (HfAA) to increase efficiency throughout the 
healtJ1care system~ and are scheduled to be published in the Federal Register this summer, 
Based on the report language, we believe that the House intended to prohibit the unique 
health identifier only as the Senate did, but may have mistakenly included bill language 
that i$ too broad, A prohibition on all HIAA identifiers would be a serious language 
issue,~ 

, 
• 	 Patlents~ Bill of Rights (Senate-passed). The bill includes a modified version of the 

Senale's Patients' Bill ofitights fTitle XX!I). These provisions are unacceptable, 
primarily because they apply onJy to a subset of Americans with health insurance and 
provide inadequate protection for those they cover. Furthermore, these me~sures would 
eliminate some of the limited accountability provisions now in State law, In addition; the , 
bill includes expensive, inefficient heaHh care tax proposais like Medical Savings' 
Acco~nts and a tax deduction for individually-purchased health insurance. The 
Administration urges Congress to pass a strong, enforceable Patients' Bill of Rights like 
the Dingell-Nol'Wood bill passed by the House last year. 

• 	 [This language may be deleted front the LJHHS conference letterl National Institutes 
of Health (N1H}(House and Senate-passed}. Both bills contain language related to the 
issue of appropriate return on Federal investments in biomedical research. The 
Adm~nistration agrees with the Congress that this is an important issue that merits further 
examination. However~ we are very concerned about the provision in the Senate biB that 
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prohibits the use ofhealth funding if the Director of NIH fails to provide to Congress a '. 
propOsal for a reasonable rate ofreturn on NIH research by March 31 , 200!. The .. 
Admi,nistration wants to work with Congress to develop a process. by which HHS can 
examine the issue and report to Congress within an appropriate timefram~, 

• 	 EmeJency Contraception (Senate~~assed). The Administrati~n is concerned about the 
restriCtion (sec, 517) of public health funds for emergency contraception health care 
servi~es in primary and secondary schools. Publicly funded health clinics will continue 
to encourage sexual abstinence and responsible contraception use among teenagers. 
Taking action to decrease emergency contraception, services could hatt or reverse the 
decline in adolescent pregnancy. 

• 	 Usc QfRestraintsfSecluston (Senate-pa~sed). The current amendment (sec. 518) on the 
rights of residents of certain health care facilities contains several inconsistencies with 
current HCFA regulations governing Medicare and Medicaid facilities. Most notably, the 
amendment takes a uniform approach, wbi~e current HCFA regulations address the usc of 
restraints and seclusion on a facility-by~facjJity basis. We would like to work with 
Congress to address these inconsistencies while furthering the enhanced reporting and 
other objectives of the proposed amendment. 

TRANSPORTATION 

• 	 CorpQrate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE': Standards (House~passed)' In recent years, 
the United States has significantly increased transportation fuel consumption, 
consequently; there has been a corresponding increase in U.S. energy vulnerability, In 
the past five years the Department of Transportation has been banned from fully 
analyzing this important issue as a result of prohibitIons on working on CAFE standards 
enacted by the Congress. The Administration strongly opposes the House provision (sec. 
318) that continues this prohibition. In the past, CAFE standards have resulted in a 
doubling ofthe fuef economy ofthe car fleet, reducing our dependence on foreign oil and 
saving the Nation billions of gallons ofoil and the consumer. billions ofdollars. 
Continuing this misguided prohibition would contribute to more energy consumption, 
and therefore would increase both environmenta1 and energy security risks. The Senate 
did not include the House prohibition in its version ofthe bill, rather they instructed the 
conferees to accept the House provision and commissioned a National Academy of 
Sciences study of the safety. employment, and economic impacts of CAFE: standards. 
The Senate also resolved that a joint resolution to approve a change in the regulation 
would be required by the Congress if the Administration were to promulgate a rule 
changing the CAFE standards during the fiscal year. 
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• 	 KyotJ Protocol (Senate-passed), The Administration strongly objects to sec. 337 of the 
Senate bill. Seclion 337 would prevent funds from being used to impiement the Kyoto 
proto6ol. The Administration has no intent to implement the Protocol prior to 
congr~ssional ratification, 

·, 	
Motor Carriers Hours~of~Service Rule (Senate-passed), The Administration strongly 
objects 10 sec. 335 of the bill. Section 335 would prohibit any further action on the part 
of the Department of Transportation regarding the proposed motor carrier's hours-of
servic1e rule. This provision would end the Department's regulatory efforts to address 
driver fatigue. a critical part of actions underway to reduce motor carrier fatalities. 

• 	 Translrtation Us~t Fees (Senate-Ilassed). Section 338 of the bill would effectively 
require the President to submit a budget proposal to the Congress that identifies 
prospective spending cuts in the event Congress does not enact a portion of the 
President's overall budget proposal. Such a requirement that the President spell out for 
the C90gress his fallback position in the budget negotiatio'n process conflicts with the 
Constitution's separation of executive and legislative powers, and, specifically, with the 
Presi4ent's constitutional authority to "recommend" to Congress "such Measures as he 
shall judge necessary and expedient!! (U.S, Constitution. Article II, Sectiol'l; three). The 
Department of Justice has advised that, jfenacted. the President will interPret this 

• I • 	 • 
provJ~Jon as precatory. 

VAIHUDIINDEPENDENT AGENCIES , 

• Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) FTE {House~passed)' The Administration 
opposes the limit included in House report language of22 FTEs for CEQ, instead of the 
26 estimated FTEs that were requested. This limitation would hamper CEQ's ability to 
provide for the optimal level of staff to run the agency efficiently. 

I 
• 	 EPA:; Dredging ofContamit1~ted Sediments (House-passed). The Administration 

strongly opposes report language aimed at restricting EPA's ability to cleanup 
'contaminated sediments, which could seriously impede cleanup of Superfund sites and 
othericontaminated sediment sites across the country. 

I 

i


• 	 EPA: Air Quality Designations (HQuse·passedl. The Administration strongly opposes 
section 426. which would stop the process of designating and informing the public about 
areasinot attaining dean air standards until resolution of pending litigation, thereby 
delaying achievement of cleaner air. This provision would block initial procedural steps 
need~d to dean the Nation's air that the court has allowed to proceed pending resolution 
of litigation relate-d to new clean air standards. 
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• EPA;i Pesticide Tolerance Fees (House-passed). Section 423 oflhe bill would prevent , 
impIe'mentation of a statutorily required rule to charge pesticide tolerance fees. This 
language would cripple efforts to protect the pubric from dangerous pesticides by 
preventing collection of user fees intended to fund a major portion of the tolerance 
reassessment program in FY 200I. 

• 	 EPA;! Radon (House-pali~d). House report language (Title III) intends to prevent EPA 
from fulfilling its obligations under the bipartisan Safe Drinking Water Act Amendments 
of 1996 to develop protective standards for radon in drinking water, which the National 
Academy of Sciences has confirmed poses a cancer risk, The House language attempts to 
thwart EPA's efforts to protect public health, while providing the States with statutorily 
authorized flexibility to use a mutti~media approach in 1imiting the publjc' exposure to 
radon.• 

I 
I 

• 	 EPA: Title vr Interim Guidance (House-passed), The bilI retains language within EPA's 
Environmental Programs and Management account prohibiting the use of funds to, 
implement or administer the interim guidance issued by EPA in 1998 relating to Title VI 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (Interim Guidance for Investigating Title VI 
Administrative Complaints Challenging Permits) until guidance is finalized. The 
language restricts EPA' s ability to process and resolve complaints effecti vely. 

HUD' Administration of the Communities for Safer Guns Coalition (House~passed) The' 
Administration objects to bill language (sec. 427) that would prohibit HUD from 
administering the Communities for Safer Guns Coalition, a partnership with over 500 
communities pledged to supporting firearms procurement from responsible gun 
manufacturers which make safer, high quality guns and which work to keep guns out of 
the hands ofcriminals and children. 

• 	 Micrlmanagcment ofHUD Operations (House~passed) . The Ad~inistration objects to a 
provision in the bill (sec. 421) whkh delays expenditures for training, technical 
assistance, and management improvements until HUD provides to the Committees on 
Appr9priations a description of each proposed activity and a budget estimate of the costs 
associated with each activity. The funds for these activities should be provided ~~ free of 
miero-management - to permit proper stewardship of HUD resources and prompt 
deJiv~ of services to those in need, 

I 
• 	 );:?A:' Kyoto Protocol (House-passed). The Administration opposes language within the 

Environmental Programs and Management account relating to the Kyoto Protocol. The 
bill hinguage, which purports to prohibit implementation of the Kyoto Protocol, is 
unnecessary as the Administration has no intent of implementing the Protocol prior to 
congressional ratification, 
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• 	 EPA: Non-Source Water Pollution Rule (FY 20QQ Emergency Supplemental ActIHouse. 
, . 	 passed'" The Administration strongly urges lhe repeal of language in the FY 2000 

Emergency Supplemental Act that would block finalization and implementation of a 
revision to EPA's pending Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) water pollution rule, 
which is intended to provide an effective. common-sense framework for cleaning up 
rema~nlng polluted waters. Both the provision in the Supplemental Act and a similar 
provision in the House-passed V AIHUD bill (Title III, Environmental Programs and 
Management) would significantly slow efforts 10 clean up the almost 20,000 bodies of 
water nationwide that States have identified as still too polluted for fishing or swimming. 
Stronger TMOL regulations are critical to delivering on the promise of the original Clean 
Water Act. 

I 
• 	 NASA--U,S, Air Force Joint Research Projec" (House-passed). Section 425 would 

prohibit the expenditure of any funds for joint NASA and U.s. Air Force research 
projects. NASA is directed to terminate all joint aeronautics a'nd space related research 
programs with the Air Force. This limitation would greatly impair NASA and Air Force 
research efforts in aeronautics and space technology, forcing unnecessary duplication of 
efforts between both agencies, . 
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FY 2001 Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations BiU 

July 24,2000 

ltem Hl!U!le_ Senate 

• !lazrudous Fuel Redu<ti... Mandate X 

\, 


Landing Strip Requirements X
'\ • 
• ICBllMP (W AlORJIDIM1) Delay X 


• Indilm Ooming Rule Prohibition X 


• Ny. County (NY) Land Conveyance Chonges X 


• White Mt (NH) Roadl.... Exemption X 


• Kyoto Pro~ocol Limitation X X 


• Tribal Contract I1>ratorium X 
.... oJ 

• Fiber Optic. Rule Prohibition X 


• Grazing Pmmu Extension 07 X 


• Stewardship Pilot Project Expansion X 


• , 
, 

Tribal Priority Allocation Requirements - Alaska )( 

• Mark Twain (MO) National Forest Land Withdrawal and , Lead Mining Probibitions X 


• White River (CO) Nationa! Forest Fo,",,! Plan Delay X 
'" 
• Mandated Tisnber Volume X 


• Urban Resourees Pattnmbip (USDA) Prohibition X 


• White Mt. (NH) Fee Exemption X 


• Restrictions on National Fore.u-Planning 07 07 

• Limillltions on Prescribed Bwns X 


• ShoWwutcr Bay (WA) Trust Land Prohibition X 


• Everglades Language O? 

• Alaska Red Cedar Export Requirements O? 01 

I 


X = objectinnable 
o = included but in a non-objectionable vCfsion 
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'  FY 2Q01 Funding Issues -' 
(Budget authority in millions) 

AgenjiyJPrpgram 

Agriculture!Rural Development 

NRES: 

Agrr;:;t.l.m 

Food Safety [nitiative (USOA) 

Rural Development ... -......., .... , .......... ." .... 


Clean Water Action Plan .. , , .................... ,. w 


Common Computil'l9 Environl'l"lertt .... , .. ' .... " ... 

Clim"te Change (incl. CCTI) ........ , ...•.... _ n, .. 


Mandatory Pl'iee Reporting/livestock Coo~ntratlon 

Farm Loans.•. "', .., " ... , .... " ... " .............. "."" ..... " ... 


Outreach for Socially4)isad'iantaged Fanners ..,., .... ". 

Research, Education, and Extension" .. "." .............. 

FY 2001 Rese3reh initiatives"' .................. ,,' " ..... 


BIotechnology ....... ., .. , ........ : ... ", ... ",,, ............. 


---	 -----. - --. 
Invasive Species .......•... " ,.................. 


Subtotal, NRE$, .................." ..•.•• " ......., ... ,,, ...... ,. 


7l28120oo 

1:17 PM 

g}dalalD1end{jame 1<1. 

FY 2001} FY 2001 House Stmate Admin. Possible H9~_t:e From: SenM!J from: 
Enacted ~ Action Agtian ~ Cnf. Enaeltd. ProAA~d Enact_~!1 ProPOSft!t 

136 165 144 .65 5 -2' 27 

sa3 628 738 792 -145 -90 -9' -36 

2,267 2,560 2,397 2,520 '30 .153 253 -40 

57 105 71 78 " -34 2' -27 

13 75 ,5 25 12 -50 12 -50 

36 76 37 45 -39 9 . -31 

7 12 7 -0 -4• 
261 	 .66 166 107 -75 -.54 -79 

_73 .0 3 3 -7 

2,134 2,206 2,004 2,212 ~130 -202 7$ 6 
159 324 153 179 .. -171 20 -145 

57 	 94 62 60 5 -32 3 -34 

- -·t7S-- ---- -~~-468 52. - ... 	 21 ---39'· -----1 -53 
--	 ,..~,483 7,169 6,3:1& 6,S69 .167 -853 	 -000 

p,"" 1 



" 
FY 2001 Funding Issues 

{Budget authority it1 milliolls) 
7i2ll12OOO 

1:17 PM 

gJWrta/Ul~ame.)(j~ 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House Senate Admin. Possibto HooD. From: Senate From: 
Ertacted Proposed ~ Action AIL Cnf. EtUletM Propoivd EnacWd Proposed 

Mlmcy!Proqral!l 

Health: 

HH$ 

FDA PtOgram LeveL '" ..................--" .... 
Tobacco EnforcementAdi'lities {FDA) ..• ", .. , ,., ... o. 
Food nfe1y............... , .. , .................. " .. ,. ............. 
Bloterriosm (FOA)." ......... _...• , '" ", ............... ," ,., ... 
Adverse event reporting ...... ," ,., ,'...........". ",',. 
In\efl'!et Dtug Sales", .... ,"", ........., , .. '" ., ..............., 

Subtotal, Health.", ...,......."" ...............,..,............... 

1,050 
34 

lsa 
6 

31 

1,311 

1,220 
39 

2.6 
12 
47 
.0 

1,548 

j,l29 

216 
12 
47

•• 
1,416 

1,099 

218 

31 

1,'" 

79 
·34 
30 

4 
16 
.0 

,OS 

·9' 
·39 

-130 

4. 
.:14 
30 
-8 

37 

.121 
·3. 

-12 .,. 
·10 

·198 

Other AgJRura! development programs•.••.•••••• ,", •••• 

Totat, AgricultlJnt/Rural Developmont, ................. 

&.816 

14,610 

6,638 

15,353 

7,043 

14,115 

6,874 

14,891 

221 

'65 

4<)5 

-1518 
" 

2.' 
23. 

.." 

-- -,-- _.._---- ,---
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FY 2001 Funding fssues 
{Budget authOrity in millions) 

Agency/program 

CQmmerceJJustice/Sate 

GGF; 

Q2.mm(fr~ 

NIST ATP program leveL 
Sources of funds 

New8A , .. , ........... 

carryover., . 


~ !'fJY[!Qs 

PliO( awards and admin. 

New Awards........ , 


NOAA Salmon. lands l~1iIQV, 8. Fisheries 

PacifIC Selmon troaty (funded in State dep8lfment) ... 

Lands Legacy., ............ ".. _ 
Salmoo Recovery fund 
Coral reafs, estuar. Reserves, marine sanctuaries., 

Coastal Zooe Managemen1 grants. 
Coastal impact assistance fund ............... , 

Endangered Species Act activities .. 

Fishery management., ,., H ................................ .. 


Digital Divide (NTIA} 

Technology opportunitcs prQgram 
-- ¥. Home internet access................. .. 

International Trade Admin .... 

Mal1\ct Access CompUance 

Import Admin. ............... " 


712812000 

1.17 PM 

g:klata/ll1 endlllllrMl Jdt, 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House Se.... Admin. Possible House From: Senjdllo From: 
Enacte~_ ~ust ActiQ(l A~llim 6!l, 9nf. ~.~ ~.rop~ E.n.i.d!l5t PI])J:il).ust 

211 200 199 ~211 ·200 ·12 ·1 

142 
69 

178 
2. 

154 
45 

·142 
·69 

~176 

·24 
12 .,. ·22 

21 

160 
51 

135 
65 

134 
65 

·150 
.", 

·135 
-65 

·26 
I. 

·1 

10 60 80 ·10 ·60 50 

165 429 159 ,., -6 -270 16 -248 
58 100 58 58 ·42 -42 
44 
59 

70 
159 

38 
62 

57 
65 

-6 
3 

·32 
·97 

13 
6 

~13 . .,.. 
100 ~100 ·100 

43 55 43 48 ·12 5 ·7 

223 240 212 270 ·11 .,. 47 31l 

,. 45 
____ 50__~~~ 

16 16 ·29 

---.--.:~. 

·29 
..___--=§IL 

307 
20 
32 

352 
27.. 318 

20 
32 

316 
26 
41 

11 -34., 
·12 

9 
6 
9 

·36 
., 
·3 

Statj.f?tical infmstM;:tprfl! 
Economic and Statistics Administration 49 55 49 54 -S 5 ·1 
Bureau of the Census (non-dec:ennial) ... 282 326 278 304 -4 -48 22 ·22 

P-<lge3 
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FY 2001 Funding Issues 
(Budget authority In millions) 

.• 

712812000 

1:11 PM 

g~lftOdl:la<m!,J<l. 

FY 2000 FY 2tM)1 tiouse Senate Admin. Possible !:tQU,~e from: ~enate From; 
Enacte4 Proposed Aetlort Aetiol'l Alt, Cnf. Enacted Proposed Enacted ProPQsed 

, ASI!ncylProg~m 

NatlOna! Secunty 
Chemical Weapons C01'lvention Compliance (BXA) '" 1 a 2 4 ... 3 .. 
CritlC8;llnfraslnJciure Assurance Office (BXA) .....,. 3 6 3 3 ·3 -3 
Expert Review team (NISH......................,.... . 5 .. ·5 
Institute for Info. Infrlasttvdure protection (NISI) SO ·50 ~ 

NTIA: OTV Transition for Public Brdcstrs ........ , . 26 110 31 50 5 .,. 24 ..0 


Economic DeWilopment Admin ...... ,. " ... ' ... 3Il8 447 398 10 ..9 ·138 ~'97"0 
Native Americans., .... , .... , '"" ......... ",. a" n "9
...... . ... 
Dellainitiative." ........... " ......... ,............ . 10 ·'0 ·1. 
Broad band......... ,., .... :..................... "n ..",., ••• 23 ·23 -23 
Office tit Comm. EconomtcAQjl,lslenL ...•... ,. ...... . 10 -'0 -'0 

NOM Disaster, Climate cha~J!nd Clean Water prOQr.I:!IlJ 
Global Disaster Info Network ...........•. 5 ·5 -5 
GLOBE..... . ............. " •.. 3 5 ·3 ·5 ·3 .. 
Climate setvices and research " .. 2. • .,. 9 ·1' 
Clean Water Action Plan .... " ........... ",n.H. 15 22 15 16 -7 1 .e 

NQM Procurement (PAC) and PfQgram suppQtl 
Fishery l'e$earch vessel flt-ouL ..... ,>, , •• 51 e ·51 .e -43•NWS radiosonde replacement 7 7 2 7 ·5 ·5H ........................ .. 


Minorily serving institutions,,, .. ,.,, , ...... , ... 17 ·17 -17d ....... "' ... 


Security, Departmental mMagemenl, IG ... 52 74 52 67 -22 15 ·7 

PTO.. " ............ , , ..... " ....... .. ~116 -113 -247 -113 ·\31 ·134 3 


P~e4 



--- -------

712812000 

FY 2C01 Funding IHues 
(Budget authority in millions) 

1:17PM 

\J1tfatalO 111!rI~m 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House Senate Admin. Possiblo ~lIse From: Senati Frpm: 
~!!!YJ~d Pro~Jttl Action A~t!Qn AIL Cnt Enaeted PropOSed Enacted Proposed 

AgeneylProgffm 

Jusl~ 

COPS121st CenlUfy Policing InitiatiVe.................... 913 1,m 745' 832 -168 -590 

.$9W~S of funds 


New SA 595 1,335 5.5 812 -740 

Carryover... 318 150 20 ~168 150 


Use~tof funds 

Hiring (new BA).. ,.". . .......... . 313 422 371 405 -, -51 

Hiring {from carryover)". n 108 -'108
- .......... . 

Prosecutors 10 200 -10 -200 

TeChnology (inClUdes OJP Tech, Program). 246 385 243 245 -3 ~142 


Management & Admin........ ", ... ""' H... .. .......... .. 30 36 30 30 -6 

Communit)' PreventIOn ............ .. ...... ".- 135 -135
" Other (Indians, Methamp" safe sctiools, etc.) 146 157 101 152 -45 -56 


Civil Rights Division.... , ............ . .2 98 86 12 4 -12 


Terrorism Enhal'liCemerrts........ , .. ,. 158 31 -158 


Immigration and Naturalization Service.... 2,992 3,305 3,232 3,028 240 ~73 

US Parole Commission."' ......... .. 9 9 9 7 


,Pardon Attorney........... . 2 2 


Anti·Trust DIVision program leveL 110 134 113 121 3 ~21 

Indian COi.Intry Law Enforcement ... 195 279 107 200 ·88 ·172 

NOrES; See also Nauve Amerk'.an crosscut 


~----~ 

P;;lge b 

http:Amerk'.an


FY 2001 Funding I$$oes 
(Budget authority in milUonsl 

71i812000 

1~HPM 
lI:ldaialO 11I!~J\l. 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House Senate Aemln. Possible HQuse from: Senate From; 
Enaeted Proposed A£llim Actio" AIL Cnf. Enacted ProPOSed Enacted Proposed 

AgenCY1P~ 

,Re-entry Initiative (non*&ddj ... 6() -SO 7 ·53 
Drug tstngI'lftmnV intl'lrl1lM.1rug-free jailslre..enlry ..•.• 25 ·25 ·25 
COPS community prevention ............. .,.... . ........ 35 ·35 ·35,Prison gran: pl1)9t<l1lL ...................... .................. 7 7 


Dmg Testing & Interveflti¢n (stop drugs & stop aime).. 103 190 103 103 ·8' <I, 
Drug Courts ..... , ... "", ... , ..... "' ........................ PO" 40 50 '0 40 ·10 ·10*'" 
Reslderrtlal $ubstance al;II,1~ treatment. ............ " ... 65 63 ·2 ·2
6' 6' 
Orug testing j trtmrrt I intrvntn I drug-free tails I re-enlr 75 ·75 - ·75 

SCM?.................... , ......... " ..................... 585 600 565 50 ·15 ·535 -550 


,OelenUo(l Trustee. , ...................................... 2<; -25 -26 


Federal Prisoner Detention ........................ ,' 525 5.7 5.7 539 72 14 
 ." 
US Attotneys ... , ....... " .............. ,........................ 1.119 1,293 1,247 1,159 68 -4. ·20 ·,34 


Narrowband communications .. , .......... ,. .. , ........... 103 95 <I ·93 102 17
'68 20' 

Te1ephooe carner Comphance (GALEA) ............. 196 210 27S 62 68 ·196 -2tO 

Fct. 751",,, .......... ., .... ,,, .................. 7 lOS 137 130 32 ·7 -105 

Fe!. 054 (CJS bill) ........... ,...... ,.............. ,........ B 141 133 141 ·S 
_..Fe!. 054 (Defe!'!" bill) ..... , .. , ...........n.' .... 105 -105 -105 

2000 Supplemental.. ........................... H".. 161 -181 -151 


SSA 

New Marl<et$ Initiative 
- ~~-' -Bu$Unk: ..... ":' ... ';: .. ;":-0'...:::,,;..,. 2_ 7 2 ., -7 ·5 

-6- ,- - --:22New Markets Venture Cap . ..... , .............., ..... , ........ 6 22 -6 ·22 

New Markets Te<:tI Asst ............................ , ......... 9 30 -9 -30 -30
-. 
Prime .. , ,,, ................... ,............ ,............ ,. -15 ·15
'5 
Micro1oans ... , ........ 5 2 3 2 ·3 3 ·2n ................. ,." , ........ " .......... 


MiCf!:lloans Tech. assistance.............. 23 45 23 10 ·22 ·13 -35
,00 ............ ' .. 


Native American seDC... " ............. ,... ,................ 3 -3 ·3 

TaleS...... ,,, ............................. 2 ·2 ·2 
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FY 2001 Funding Issue' 
(8ud~ authority tn milltol"ls) 

7128r.moo 
1:17PM 

Q:ldatafOl~:lme xls 

FY2000 FY 2001 House Senate Admin. Possible House frn:m: ~natt 'from: 
~~acted P!'Ql!osed Action Action All Cnf. ~n~cted Proposod Enjl~ PropQ:$t;d 

AgencvlProg1'1lm 

Smatl Bu§jness Loan E:t29~m Fundif1q 

7(a1.......... " ....................................... lOa 1<3 1\' 134 6 ,29 2. -9 


{a} IO;;!ln volume .. ,"",,'" .•.•..... " .. 'n .......... 9,750 11,500 9,200 10,00£) -500 ·2,300 220 w1.500 

SB1C ..• ,•• ""'H.','......... , , ... " ................. " ........... 24 2. 23 26 .1 -3 2 


Mli!nagemenllmli1!:2vamenls 

SySlems modernization .. ,., .. ..... " ... ,,, ....... e 13 6 6 ·5 ·5 

SEAT management... ,.. , ............. "" ... , ..... o. 7 -1 -7 

Workforce transformation............. "" " ..........•, .., ... , -4 -4 


QtA's 

EEOC ............ ",.,... ·'"'"",".H' 26' 322 291 295 10 ,31 14 -27 


FCC Operations (net SA). , ............ .......... , .. 2, 37 8 31 -16 -29 13 


Legal Services CoTporahOtl (lSe) ....... " ........... 304- 340 275 :l1lO -29 -65 ... -40 


FTC program leveL......... ,...................... ,..... ,. 125 165 135 160 10 .JO 35 ,5 


Subtotal, GG&F ..... ,..............",,, .......................... 8,178 10,621 8,089 1,_ ... -2,532 -215 ·2,658 


NSIA: 

Stale 

Contfibutions to International Peacekeeping .. 49. 73. 496 500 ·241 2 ·239 

Rc$Cisslon ofFY 2000 Balances.,., ................ , .. , .. , -213- -213 ·213 


. - --, Additional UN Arrearage Payments ............ , .• 351 - 102 ·351 -249 102 

. -~----"-

Security and Ma(nlenanc:e of U.S, Missions"."" ... , .... _. 135 1,079 1,065 ,., 33() -'4 -297 

Worldwide security upgrades and ronstruction". 300 ... ... 365 65" ·263
"'.Operations....... " ............ , ........... '", ...... W"'" .. 'wo .... 435 4" 417 411 ,16 ,14 ,18 -14 
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FY 2001 Funding lsaues 
(Budget authority in mUllons) 

712812000 

'1:11PM 
gJd3tWOI"~ ¥1$ 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House Senate Admin. Possible House: From: Senate Fr2t!'l: 
~na~ PrgpOS-I!d Action ~~ti!m e.!!, enf. I;flttS!!!! ProP9$e:~ Enacte-d ~ed 

AgencyfProgram 

Diplomatic and Consular Programs•.. 2,824 3,104 3,089 3,148 265 ·15 32' 44n .... 

Worldwide security recurring costs & upgrades ........ 2;4 "0 "0 273 156 19 .1:,\7 
Operations....... ,. ." ,.............. 2,570 2,694 2,679 2,815 109 ·15 245 
Pacific $almotl lreaty agreement., ., ..... eo 60 '"60 .,,,,,·25 ·'00 ·25 ·25 ·100 

Contributions to lntem;stional Organiz.;stiQns •.............. 

Unrequested Funds ror new NATO building" ............. , 


International Broadeasting {operations only) .......... ,.'" 


IntematiCnal Boundary aruiWater Commission........... 


Intematllmal Fisheries Commi$SiOfl .................. , ........ 


The Asla Foundation ........ '".", .. , ....................... 


Exchanges ..... ............ ............ 


East West Center ............... 


North Sooth Center.. 

INOTES: Senate biN il\dudes $2 milijOfl. 

Subtotal, NSIA..............." ............,",., ................ 

Other CJS programs............................................. 
••__ _ w~ _ ___ 

~ --, ... 
Subtotal, CommereeIJusticeJ$tate, ....................... 


t)86 

312 

25 

15 

8 

20' 

12 

2 

5,932 

24,221 

38,337 

923 

405 

34 

" 

10 

225 

13 

2 

6,553 

20,651 

31.825 

881 

420 

25 

15 

8 

214 

6,215 

21,146 

35,450 

944 
5. 

388 

34 

,. 


225 

" 


6,212 

20,554 

34,729 

·5 

.. 


'0 

·12 

·2 

283 

--3.081 
~--

-2,887 

-42 

15 

·9 

-4 

·2 

·11 

·13 

·2 

-338 

.95 

-2,375 

58 21 
56 56 

16 ·17 

• 
• 
-8 ·10 

21 

2 1 

·2 ., 
·341'30 


003,673 ·97 

~ ---.---,---~~. 

·3,608 -3,096 
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FY 2001 Funding Issues 
(B1.ldgel authority in millions) 

:manooo 
1:17 PM 

o'ldaWOtel'\dgtrr>eJd. 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House $en.te Admin. Possible House From: $elute From: 
En.ctgd Proposed Action Action Alt. enf. {;_naded frop9!ed Enacted Proposed 

AgqnQvJProgram 

District of Cotumbla 

Federal payment to DC OJurts. operalng expenses 91 98 97 6 -, 
Federar payment to DC -courts, capital expenses .. , .. , ... 8 5 3 -5 -, 
Oerern:ier Services in the DC courts,., .. ,., 33 3$ 34 -4 

Federal support tor New York Ave Metro........ , .... , ....... 25 3 3 -22 

Federal payment for DC resident tuition support. ....... 17 17 13 .. -4 

Fedeta! support for remedial.!Oo a1 Poplar Point., .,. ..... 10 -10 

National Museum of American musiC .................... . 3 -3 
jNOTES: House bill mrdUtles $250,000 for m lI'"Iiliative. 

lneentlves fOf" adoption of fostar children ... , ... <, " .... 5 5 -5 -S 

m ,.. ,.. ,.Othor DC programs.........." •• "" ................." .. " .. " ·28 


Total, OlstriQt of Columbia .... ", ......... , .. ,.: .......... . ... ... .,. .,12 ·26 
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FY 2001 Funding IS$ues 
(Budget authority in millions) 

712812000 

1'17 ~M 

lrld.taI01~.JdI 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House Senate Admin. Possible House From: SenatttFrom:. 
Ena~ ProPb~ ~ Ac§ig;n !!l, £IlL EruUtted Prgposed Enact~ Pro~sed 

Agency/program 

Enet9yIWater Development 

NRES: 

~ 

Science ...............•. , ,""' .. ' "" juaa 3,151 2,831 2.870 4l ·320 62 ·281 
Spallation Neutroo Source .. , ... , 116 2., 100 222 .IS ~Hf1, 104 ·59 
other Science .... 2,670 2,870 2,731 2,648 61 -139 -22 ~222 

So!ar and RenCW<)ble Energy, ..... ,,". 310 410 343 3.7 33 ...7 87 -13 

Natianallgnitlon Facility {construl;:tiOrt only). 20. • 74 74 ~174 -135 ·174 ·135'4' 
Enrich., Decont. 8. Oecom. (Portsmouth, Paducah) .. '49 :)03 260 296 11 -43 -54" 
Workers Compentation Proposal.. 17 - .17 .17 

~of Engineers 

Ce!ifumia Bay~Delta Ecosystem Restoration .., .. 60 60 -<iO .... -<iO ·60 

EV&fOlades....... ,........ _.. ,,,,.,,." ,.............. .. 95 135 118 05 23 -17 -40 

Columbia RIVer Salmon Resloratioo ....... 67 91 00 91 13 -11 24 

KlU Van Kull & Newar1< Say CflanneL""""",, ... 40 53 53 44 13 4 -. 
Devil's Lake ....... , ....... _... , .• " .. ,............. ,"' 24 -24 -24 

.------OIAs --- ""'--- ---~ .. 

..................
De1ta R~ional Authority .......... <' ." '" ,n .. . 30 20 -:)0 20 -10 


Subtotal, NRES ............................. ".................... 6,645 7,634 6,590 6,759 -5' .1.044 114 ·815 


Other EnergyJWate:r programs ............,',............... 14,431 15,018 15.154 15,746 no ,.. 1,315 70S 


Total, EnergylWater.......................................... 21,076 22,652 2'1,754 22,505 076 ..... 1,429 ·147 
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FY 2001 rl.lnding Issues 
(Budget authonty in millions) 

1IZSf2000 
1:17 PM 

fiAillblOle~,:n, 

FY2QOO FY 2(101 House Senate Admin. Possible House From; §.Q.,a~Q From: 
Enacted P-t2l!.2sed l\c.ti2!l Action &!, Cnt. Enaeted P!,op~ Enacted Pm~os.ed 

AgentYlProqram 

Foreign Operations 

"Administratk)n-~ltemative presented to '"~ 

eongresslonal.~ff on 7/22. _____ "" 


NSIA: 

international Debl Reduction. 123 2£2 238 75 262 115 -2. -48 ~1e7 


HIPC Trust Fund ........ ". 'SO 15O 15O 150 -150 

BilateraL ... , ................... " ....... ". ........... 110 75 75 75 75 -35 -35 

Tropical Forests ..............." .. , ............................ 13 37 13 37 -2. -13 -37 


Multilateral Deve!opment Banks (MOSs) .. ,"" ............ , .. 1,111 1,355 809 1,028 1,230 -302 -546 ·aJ -327 

International Development A$$OCiatiotl (IDA) ..... m 836 567 750 8'. -204 -269 -21 -a6 

Global Environment Facility (GEF) ..... __ ................ , 36 175 36 50 150 -140 ,. -126 

Other MOBs .. , , ............. " ... 304 343 2<l6 228 264 -96 -131 -7. -115 


Foreign Military Financing (FMF) .. .- ...... " 3,414 3,538 3,268 3,519 3,538 ~146 -270 105 -1' 

Camp David ............................"." .. '". 3220 3,280 3230 3260 3,280 '6 -42 60 

Jordan.............. ,." ...... ,,' .. , ... ., ..... ., 75 75 75 75 -76 -75 

Administrative Expenses ... " .. n •• • 'n'."'"" ..... 31 33 30 33 33 -I -3 2 

Other , ............ " .................... 811 150 131 160 -lI8 -160 .3 -19 


Non-prolif, Anti-terrorism, Oemining & Related (NADR) 216 353 242 215 353 24 ~111 -3 -138 

ExportJ1mport Bank." ............ ""< ..,' 796 1,010 761 610 911 -IS -229 -200
' " .............. 


Program................. "'.... "', .... , ... , .. ","'" ......... 756 963 7'2 766 685 .1' ·221 "12 ·195 

Administrative expenses .. , .................... 55 63 55 56 52 -6 3 -5 

Negative subsidy ............... n, '" ... "" .... , ...... " , .. -15 -1' -'6 -16 -16 -1 ., 


, SEED ....... , .. 'n........... :-:-::-::-:-:::-::::::-.::-.:::-'- -- 533 610~ 535 ~ 635 607 2 ·75 ---102- ~~ -25 ~ 


NIS ..... ""'""..........,. ''' .. ''H ........ 836 830 740 776 B30 -96 -90 .., -65 


Voluntary Peacekeeping Ops (PKO) (noo-CIPAI.. 152 134 11. 65 121 -34 -1' -S7 -49 

Page 11 
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FY 2001 Funding Issues 
(Budget atJthority in mJUioosj 

71211J2OOO 
1:11 PM 

g)(!ataM:l1~Jdl 

FY 20GQ FY 2001 House Sonate Admin. Possible Ho.~•• From-,- Senate From: 
Enacted Pro(:!:osed Aetlon Action All enf. !!!:nac~d pn>PQsed En;'!:~~d Pr~mcsed 

Agenc;y/Proqram 

EconomieSupport Fund (ESF) ........ ". ,............... , ... 2,342 2,313 2,234 2,220 2,318 -79 -93
-''''' -'22 
Gamp David..... ,.................. ,..... ,., ............. ,.".". 1676 1,535 1535 1535 1,535 ~141 -141 

Jordan, West BartklGua. & lebanQn............ , 150 262 243 268 262 -7 '6 6
-'9 
Other...... ,............................ .................. ,.. ,' ... 4'. 51. 456 417 52' 40 -00 -99 

NOTES Th' ""~" 'm',,,,,,,,,,,, "..,""OM ~--:J 
requested funding for the West BanklGaza will be provide 
-It\er& are no c(lrmarks. ESf f'ltJoUr lflclude$ 
Inlel'l'14tiOnal fiJnd for lreland. 

.._-_ .. 

Devetoplt'len:! Assistano;: (CAj..... "., .. , .. , ., ..... 1,910 2,286 2,116 2,155 2,:l/l4 206 -170 245 -131 
Population/famity planning ..... " ....... ,."' ... , 326 464 326 425 464 ~156 91 -59 

AIOS.... ..... , ....... ........... " .. 17. 244 254 255 255 75 10 76 11 

NOTES: POPUlation planning in the OA'aeoount is a 
subcomponent of a 53851$372.5 M ceiling on all 

POPllaliOfl programs in the House bllt The $425 M In 
Ithe Senate represents the ~lIm funding ~. 

Internabonal Narcotic$ & Law Enforcement (INl).. ,.. 312 312 305 220 305 _7 _7 -92 -92 

PeiWO Corps .................. .~.................. 2" 275 258 244 275 '4 .\7 -31 


Intema~ional Organizations and Programs (IO&Pl 294 194 '83 178 194 .111 .11 ·115 -'5 
NOTES: FY 2000 Enacted includes UNICEF transfer. 

Inter-American Foundation (LAF) .... « ..... , .... , ............ 5 20 10 '6 5 ·10 -5 ·20 


Migration and Refugee Assistance (MRA}... ,. 621 6sa 645 515 1345 24 ·13 ·6 -4' 
inlemab«lal DiSaster AsSistance (non-OTl) ... 152 165 155 '55 165 13 13 

-' .-- .'.~ . ---"- . ... .,--_ -- - "- -- -
Office of Transition initiatives (On)..... , ", ... '" •........ 50 55 40 55 50 -10 -15 5 


U,S. Community and Adjustment Pfogram (CAW).,." 10 '0 10 ,10 ·'0 ·10 ·'0 

International MillIaty Education &. Training {IMET) ........ 50 55 47 55 55 ., .g 
 5 
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t';v 2001 Funding lssuea 
(Budget authority in milliofl:$) 

7/261Z000 

1:17 PM 
g-hlaWO;Mdp"", "'" 

A~rnqna,ro 

FY 2000 
Enacted 

FY 2001 
Propas,j:f 

Hou$e 

Ml!2!! 
Senate 
Aetlan 

Admin. 

rut 
PQ$slbiO 

Cnf. 
!io!Jse From: 

Enacted Prol!:osed 
s.!)ate From: 

Enacted Proposed 

AID Operating Expenses., .................. '....... 51' 520 509 510 520 -10 -11 -. -10 

All Other Aceounts ... ........ ,.,.,.. 
NOTES; The 2000 enacted leVel indUdes a Ofle--" 
emergency appropriation of $1 8 B forWye River. 

1.620 168 -102 .136 -eo -1,722 .270 ·1,756 -304 

Subtqtal, NSIA", .. " ......................................" .... 

Total, Foreign OperatioruJ.............................", ... , 

15,312 

15,312 

15,123 

15,123 

13,141" 

13,141 

13,423 

13.423 

14,690 

14,690 

-2,171 

·2,171 

-1,982 

·1,982 

_1,889 

·1,889 

-1,700 

-1,100 

Supplomental Funding: 

FY 2000 Supplementa' Funding. '. • . ., ... , .......... ,,.. 
~OTE':f-Reprt!!$eI'l~ supplemental foods nOf iri~ in -I 
P.L1~. _._..........,-- - . - ----- - ,-

588 43$ -588 ·586 

Total, Including Supplemental Funding............... 15,312 15,709 13,141 13,423 15.128 -2,171 4,568 4,889 -2,286 

Memorandum: 

R.emove effed of Wye River: 
FMF ..... ,,. " ..................... 
ESF". '"' ,"""h .... o •••••••••••• ' .. ,".n 

Total, Forei;n Operations exc!. Wye Riwr........ "" 

~1.375 

..50 

13,411 15,709 13,141 13,423 15,128 ..... ·2,568 ... -2,286 

-'--~-. _.- - --- ~-.-. 
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FY 2001 Funding tS$uef 
(Budget authority in mi!1H:ln&; 

'_000 
1:17 PM 

lJ:.ktetalOl.~ ..ta 

FY 2(100 FY 2001 House Scnattt Admin. Possible t19use From: Senate From; 
JS_Il~ Prop~ Action Action AIL enf. Enacted Proposed ~TNcted Proposed 

Agen(:y!Program 

Interior 

NRES; 

toteriQr 

Lands Legacy 568 971 287 328 ·281 ..... ~240 -643 

Federal land Acquisition... . .. , .. , ..... _ 425 450 174 245 -252 ~276 ·181 ·205 
......... ,,,
NPS Land AcqU!$itiOt'l ....... H , .. 100 147 73 47 ,21 -74 ·53 ·100 


FWS Land ACQuisition............ ''' .. ; ..... , .......... .. 02 112 30 4. -22 ..2 -8 ..6 

BLM Land Acqu!sitiotl." p' ........... ' .. , 18 61 19 76 1 -42 50 , " 

USOAIFS Land AcqU!sitiotl ......... " .................. . 161 130 52 76 -109 -76 ..5 ·54 

Undistrtbuted priority projects ............ "", .... . 97 ,91 ·97 


Other lands Legacy (Interklr Approps biD ooty) .. . 142 521 113 147 -29 5 ·374 
lWCF state grants......... ". '"' '"' .. , .... " ......... . 41 150 31 41 -10 ""'" ·109w119 
Stale Non-Game Wildflfe Grants ................ .. 100 -100 ·100 
Cooperatfve Endangered Species. , ..... , .. , .... , .. ,. 23 55 23 27 42 4 ·38 
North American Wetland Conservation Fund., 15 30 15 17 -15 2 ."
State Planning PartnershiPS.... « "'.".,,' 50 -50 ·50 
Urban Parks ..... _........ , ...... . 2 20 2 2 ,18 ." 
Forest Legacy .................. " ...... ,...... . 30 60 10 30 -2() -50 ·30 


FUrban Comm. Forestry ..... , ............., " .............. 31 4. 32 31 -8 ·9 

USDA Smartgrowth Partnernhi-p.......................... . 6 -8 -8 


Native American Inrtiative 
BlA Operations (school operations},,, , .. 1,640 iJ95 1,6b7 1,707 17 -138 67 .a. 
School construction, repair. and maintenanoe. 133 300 12. 277 -13 ·180 144 ."
OffICe of the special trustee .. , ...... " ...... " ,. 95 95 87 93 -8 -, ·2 ., 

---_._--- -~------, 

Land man§.q€lment operatiom 
eLM COMSe!'Vation 743 81' m 793 29 -47 50 ·26 
Forest service operations .. , ........ " ..... ,,' .... ,........ 1,585 1.711 1,642 1,679 57 ..9 94 ·32 
National forest system..... ", .............. . 1,148 1,287 1,208 '1,231 60 83 -56,"
Planning, in\lcmnlory. and monitOring... , .. ,.. , 188 271 194 m 6 ," 45 ·38 
Wdt:I!iFe and wa!CrUled programs ............. . 271 317 298 294 21 23 -23-I' ."••• oe" ... "Recreation ...... n. n ..... ' .... _"' •• ,."."' '"'' 204 249 22. 214 2S -2() 10 
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FY 2001 Funding Issues 
(Budgot authority In million$} 

House and Senate did not 
Legacy initiathre or other core USGS 

SCience activities. 

1l2MOOO 
1:17 PM 

g:tdli'.aIOtf1'Idoam~,.;, 

FY 2000 FY 2001 H(luse Senate Admin. Posslblo !:lopse FrW; Sgnate From! 
Enacted Proposod Action Actlo-n ruJ. ~J'tr. Enlctgd PfQ~ E~ Proposed 

Ageocylfrognun 

Save Americ<l'$ treasures.,., ' .. ,'" ......... " 30 30 -3{) -30 ·30 ·30 


National coostilution center {DOl only} ........... ,.,.", 9 3 10 -9 -3 7 


Assistance to territories: 

Guam ,..... " ... ,,, ........ .. 5 10 5 5 -S -5 


n .... , ..VirgIn Islands ............... , ........ " ... 10 ·10 -10 


813 695 847 4 ·78 34 -48
8" 

•• , •• , n •• ,",,,, ......... , " •• _ ... ,
DOl soliCItors office .. 40 44 40 39 -4 ·1 ·5 

NOTES: The appmprialoo for the soiiQiOiProVide~$ $41 

M. H~r, a general provision IiIM$ SolJcitor funding In 

the act to $39 M. 

§ 
Energy ConseNation ................ ,......... ,....... _......... 145 S4B 648 762 ·97 -200 -86 


Parteruship for a New Generation of Vehicles...... ":'" 129 143 140 ~'29 ·143 "11 ·3
.,.WeatheriZation Grafll~L., .... n 135 154 140 13$ 5 ·14 3
........................... , •••• 


All Other Energy Conservation ..... " .. " .............., .. 461 554 510 484 29 -44 3 ·70 


EPCA R~uthorizationlNE Healing on .................. 10 4 ·10 4 
 "" 
O\A, 

- -_••_ . - .NalJonal Gallery of Art {repair and ~estoration)."., .. ,: ",_. ,6 11 3 ·5 5 ·3
--~~-~ ~-~--. --

Smithsonian Institution (repair and re$lOration) ... ., ... " .. 48 62 48 58 10 -4
-" 
Commission of Fine Arts {DC Arts Education grants) ... ·1 ·1 

Subtotal, NRES... " .. " ....... , ........... , ,.,' .. ,." .. ".",..•. 6.116 9,816 7,627 8,236 .... -2,249 60 4,640 
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••• 

FY 2.001 Funding Issues 
(Budse! sl,lthority in milliru'!$) 

7I2arnJOO 
1:17 PM 

'01Mata/Otem~me.Jds 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House Sena» AdmIn. PO$slble House From: Senate From: 
~n.cted f!.e.Im~e~ II<!!!!!:! II<!!!!!:! AI!' Cnf. Ena£!rul Pn."lpOs,~ Enaf;.t!ld Propos.d 

~Jlem;yfProq~m 

EIML: 

Education 

Nat1 Endow. for the Art$. 150 105 7." -4'" " 
Nat'l Endow. fot the Hurrnlflltfes ..... 115 150 115 120 ·1 -35 4 -50 

Office of Museum Services... 24 33 24 25 -9 ·8 

Subtotal. EIMt....... ,.,.,',........................................ ..8 333 231 2S() ·1 ·90 12 ... 
HEALTH: 

~: 

Indian Health Services ......... ".. 2.39j 2,620 2,4.>113 2,514 52 -177 143 ·88 
Contract support costs,,", 229 269 22. 244 -4. 15 ·25 

Subtotal, H ••lth ......• ,........................................... 2,391 2,620 2,443 2,534 52 ·117 "3 
 ." 
Oth.r Interior pragrams.................................... ,.. 3,941 3,595 ..... 4,841 ... 811 1,246 


Total,lnterior and R.lated ~g:encl.$ •• "................. 1.,146 16,424 14,713 15,361 ·33 ~1.711 1,115 ...3 


.~--- -- ---~.. -.'.-.----.~---.~- ~------- ----~~ -.~~~~. 
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FY 2001 FundIng luucs 
(Budget authority il'l millions) 

7n!ll2llOO 

1:2e,PM 

g::lda!alOi~llul!S 

Senabi from: 

Agencv/Program 

LaborlHMS 

PO$$lble Confe~nc. irn::orporated in draft 
ccnteNlnte report 88 Of 7127. 

EDUCATION 

Title II Teachin9 to High Stand. Slate grants ~nct Eisen) 

Teaching to high standards ~ Natnl adMlies.. , ................ .. 


Tran$llion to Teaching (ool')..add) ..... " .. " " ........... ". H 
 .. 

Early Childhood Ed. Prof. DevelOpment (l1ol')..addj.... . 
Tille II Teach1ng to High Swrut, Other Nat'lectivlties .. . 

~ Teacher Quality Enhancement Grants.H .......... , .. .. 


School Renovation ,.,., .......... , ........ , ..... ,.,., .......... . 

NOTES; The $enale provided $3.1 Bin unl'8qucsterl 
grant fun(1ing. em lang!J<1ge alows for $2.7 aQt these 
fuods 10 be used for school renovation. 

elas$; Site Redueti()(l,., ........ ".,,"' ..................... . 

NOTES: The &t~e proVIded $3.1 a in unrequested 
gran! ftmding. BilIlaoguage allows for $2.7 B Ofthesa 
funds to be used for da" size reducetioo. 

IMovative Education (Title VI Block Grant) ........ 
NOTES; Program funded al House level. Senate IeVal 
includes Class Site and -SchoO( Construction . 

•_-- Te<'!Cher EmpowermentAct ........ ,." .......... =-: .. . 


Altar SchooL.." ....................................................... _ .. .
"'* 
Title 1- Grants 10 LEAs! Accountebility .......... , .......... " 

Comprehensive S<:hool Reform Oeroonstration." .. ,"..". 

Safe, Small, and SUC!:e$Sfu! High Schools "" .............. 

FY 2000 

Enacted 


. 

23 

98 

1,300 

366 

453 

7,941 

170 

45 

FY 2001 

Proposed 


690 

31. 
25 
30 

255 

98 

1,300 

1,750 

1,000 

8,358 

190 

120 

House St-nate 
~~J!9!! Action 

435 

38 38 

38 38 

98 98 

366 3.100 

-·1,750 ~- " 

600 600 

7,941 8,335 

190 

Page 11 

Admin, 
Aft. 

Possible 

Cnf. 


435 

38 

38 

98 

3,100 

600 

8,106 

210 

." 

Hous, From: 
Effi'leted Prop9Sed 

-690 

-25 
·30 

15 ·217 

-1,300 

.1,300 .1,750 

386 

'--1,750-' -1;-750 

147 -400 

-417 

20 

45 ·120 

Enacted 

435 

15 

-1,300 

2,734 

,.7 

395 

-170 

-45 

Propt;!!ed 

'?55 

-25 
·30 

-217 

·1,300 

-t,75O 

3,100 

---" .... 

-400 

-22 

-190 

~120 



FY 2G01 Funding lu;ueS 
(Budgel authority in milUOI'Is) 

71'2812000 

1:11 PM 

IP'd4taIIHe!'Idgame JOt, 

A~~"!PJ99!!!!! 

FY2000 
Enactltl;! 

FY 2001 
Propos@ 

House 

Illill!I!! 
Senate 
Actj91!: 

Admin. 
AIL 

Pos,:lble 
Cnt 

HUll!!!!! fml!!:~ 
Enacted propos~ 

§len!!!:! From: 
Enacted Pm~ 

Ne",t Gen. Tech. tnoo\l'atioo (ine{, Delta)... .. ,.. , .... ,',... 
NOTES: Fuooing Ievm is the sum aflhe funds provided 10 
neG 1)00 Star SChools in the House. 

197 170 243 143 241 ... 73 -54 -27 

Preparing Tomorrows Teachers Tech, ..... , ........ ~... q ..... 75 150 85 125 125 10 ~5 50 -25 

Community Tect'tllotogy Centers .......... , ............ , ..... , ..... 33 100 33 85 53 ~. 33 ·35 

Technology literacy Challenge Furni... .......,,, .. , .. , .... 425 450 5" 425 475 92 57 -25 

Impact Aid., ..._._ .... "'- ,. 'H" , ... "". ,." ••. , ... , ..... " .............. ,. 006 770 98. 1,075 1,028 7. 215 169 305 

Safe & Drug Free SChools (Ind, project SERV)......... 600 650 59. 642 634 -1 -51 42 -e 

Arts &. Education.... , ...... , .. ., .. • ... · .. • .. _... " .. H 12 23 17 18 27 5 ~ 6 -5 

Reading Excellence Ac.L, .............. , .......... , .... __ ..... , 2&J 286 260 286 2ea -76 26 

IDEA State GUU'lts.. , ,., ..... '., .......... ,"'__ ........, ........ __, ... 5,755 6,053 6,255 7,053 7,053 500 202 1,298 1,000 

SpeCial Education NatiQnalActwitie$ ............. , ....... , .... 
IDEA State improvement (non-tlod) .............. , ... , .... 
IDEA Tec.hnical assistance (non·add)" .... '" ........... " 
Other special education national act (non-add)". " .... 

Indian Education ..................................... , ....... , ............ 

282 
35 
45 

202 

11 

316 
45 
53 

21. 

116 

2.5 
45 
45 

71lS 

108 

300 
35 
45 

220 

11. 

302 
40 
45 

217 

116 

13 
10 

3 

31 

-21 

-B 
-13 

-8 

18 

I. 
39 

-1. 
-10 

-8 
2 

Recognition and Reward.................... , 50 -50 -50 

.• OPTIONS.... " ...... ", .. ,. ..... ,... ",", '" ........ -.~- .. 20 - ~-- ~20 ---~---:20 

Bilingual Education., ........ ... ,.......... , 248 29• 248 279 279 -48 31 ,-17 

NIDRR, .......... ,.... ,,', .... ,... ,. " ........ ,.......... , .. ". ,..... .6 100 86 95 100 -14 9 " 
VocatiOnal education ... " .."' ........... '" '"' , ....... 

Tech·Prep - VOC<Jtional Ed (non·lidO)." ...... 
Voc. Ed. (State-Grants) {non·add) ........... , ... 
Other VQt. Ed. {non-add) ............. 

1,193 
106 

1,056 
31 

1,184 

306 
656 

22 

1,228 
106 

1,100 
22 

1,214 
106 

1.071 
37 

1,243 
106 

1,100 
37 

35 

44 
-9 

44 
-200 
244 

21 

15

• 

30 
·200 
215 

15 
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FY 2001 Funding lsaues 
(Budget authority in millions) 

FY 2000 
Enae~ 

Agency/Program 

Adult Education National Programs .. H.",••••••••• " 20 

L..AAP (Leamlng anytime, anywhere par1.nef$hipili} ........ . 23 

Dual Degree....." ........ .. 

Howard University .... 219 

TR.IO.". 645 

LEAP..... 40 

GEAR UP 200 

Child Care Access ...... ,., ....... " .... .. 5 

Federal Peli Grants (SA) .... . 7,640 
fie!! Max Award (in $)... ",......... . 3,300 

Perkins loan cancellations............ "' 30 

Reseafd'!, Statistics, and Assessment m 

Fund for Improvement of Edueation ... , .. , , .... '" .. ',., ",. 2" 

community Co~............... , .. .... n .••.••.••.• 

Departmental Manager'Ti¢J'lt ........... , .',." 466 

America's Tests ~ - ----. 

Strengthening HOCUs .............. """'"' .. 149 

Hispanic Serving Institutions,.••,., ... 42 

Other Education Programs 5.032 

SUBTOTAL, EDUCATION" .. " ........... "." .....•••••• 3S,S76 

FY 2001 H.... Senate 
~ed M!!!!!l ~Jt(!O 

96 21 21 

30 10 30 

40 

224 22. 224 

725 760 737 

40 70 

325 200 '25 

15 15 20 

8,356 8.308 8,69:2 
3,500 3,500 3,650 

60 40 75 

325 277 287 

137 145 142 

5 

52. 488 505 

,'--=-' 
169 IllS 169 

63 69 63 

4.406 4,456 4,576 

40,096 37,141 40,277 

Page i9 

Admin. 

AIL 


PosslblQ 
Cnt. 

21 

30 

228 

760 

.5 

200 

15 

8,$11 
3,650 

60 

287 

220 

S09 

165 

69 

4,811 

40,623 

House From: 
Enacted PropOsed 

1 ·75 

·13 ·20 

-40 

7 2 

115 3S 

-40 -4C 

w12S 

10 

66$ "'8 
200 

10 .;w 

-4e 

·99 B 

·5 

-38 

""';5 ~ 

3Il 16 

27 6 

·516 50 

1,565 ·2,955 

712812000 

1:17 PM 
g-/daW'(l\~.>l1l-

~e~ate Fmrn: 
Enacted ProPOlH 

·75 

7 

-4C 

5 

92 12 

30 ;)0 

25 ·100 

15 5 

1,052 336 
350 150 

4$ 15 

10 ·38 

·102 5 

·5 

17 ,21 

----:5- -- -~ 

20 

21 

-457 170 

",701 181 



----

712812000 

FY 2(1(11 Funding Issues 
(Budget lluthOrity ~n millions) 

1:17 PM 
;ide\lI/(HlIOI:Igame . ..rt. 

~e:nate From:FY 2®0 
~!1~ 

~g.ncylPmgram 

LABOR 

Oi$located Wo/'ket'$ .............. , ................................. , .... . 1,589 


lntematicrI3llabor Activitiet;................................... , .. .. 70 


Youth Oppor1;unity Grants ... 	 250 


Youth Activities, '.", . , ............. "., ,................................. . 1,001 


Fathers Work/Families \'Vin..... . 

One Stop Career Cenlers I ALMI$. 	 130 


INOTES: lrI(;Iudes '20 mi~j\lfl for WOrlllncentive: Gtanta 

Youth VIOlence....... , .............. , .. , .. , .............. , ..... ,. 

Safe Schools/Healthy Student$ ....... . 

Responsible reintegration of young offenders, ,. ,........ 


Adult Job Tralfling ....................................................... .. 950 


Employment SeNiGe................................ .. 817 

Re--Employrneot Services .. 


Di!>"l;lility Initiative,." ................. . 	 9 


UI Grants ,., .............. . 	 2,266 


•. Workef Protection Progs. {Enfor¢ement Agenei¢!$) ....... -_.1.116 

PensiOn &. Weflare Benefrts Adminisfl'3tiQn............... 99 

Employment Standards" .......... , ...... : .. , ....... ,'"...... 339 

OSHA ... " .... , ................... , ...............,............. 382 

MSHA....... " ................ , ........................ _........... 228 

Solicitor......... " .. ,. ........ ,.... ., ..• ,............... 69 


NOTES: The High Option inC!vOOs thlt reqtJest fur OSHA., 

ESA, P'VVt3A and So~cilOt and the Senate level fOf MSHA 

(+ S3 M) 


FY 2001 

Prcp~d 

1.771 


167 


375 


1,022 

255 


174 


115 

40 

75 


950 


.""50 


23 


2,359 


____1,214 

108 

363 


'426 
242 

75 


House 
~ 

1,382 

70 


175 


1,001 


20 


'4 

I. 

8" 

8" 

9 


2,266 


_~,122_ 

99 

339 

382 

233 

69 


Senatl) 

~ 

1,589 

115 


250 


1.001 

1:)0 

50 

20 

:)0 


950 


836 

25 


23 


2.284 

1,199 

103 

353 

425 

245 

n 

.Admln. 
m 

Posslbl$ 
Cnf. 

1.589 

140 


250 


1,001 

130 


50 

20 

:)0 


95Q 

636 

25 


23 


2,3019 

1,199 

103 

353 

426 

245 


72 


House Fmm: 

Enacted. Proposed 


-207 -3B9 

·97 

-75 -,00 
-21 

-255 

·110 ·'54 

'4 ·101 
-40 

14 -6, 

-93 ..3 


-6 	 -45 
-50 

-14 

-93 

6 . -92..
-2. 

5 	
-44 

-. 
-6 

J;~ 

45 


50 

20 

30 


19 

25 


'4 

18 


83 

4 


14 

44 

17 

3 


~sed 

~1B2 

-52 

-125 

-21 

-255 

... 

-65 
·20 
-45 

-20 
-25 

-75 

-15 
-5 

-10 

3 

-3 
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FY 2001 Funding Issoe$ 
{Budget authority in mIllionS) 

712812000 

1:11 PM 

'"' JdaLlI\J1 er.dl.lilme .1. 

FY 2000 FY 2001 Hoose Senate Admin. Possible House Fn;mJ: ~!lii!te From: 
En'PJ~ Pro-posed A&.fu?!! A<;.ijolJ AIL <;"t Enacted eroposed E!,.~ ProQ,QW 

AgenGY/Pmqram 

Veterans EmplOyment & Training. 201 210 201 207 207 ·9 6 -3 
Homeless Veterans ...... . 10 15 10' 12 12 -5 2 -3 

lnformetion Te<;hnology" .. 54 30 30 -54 30 -24 

BLS {Nationa! Ecooomic Indicators) .......... . 413 454 440 447 447 27 ·14 34 -7 

Incumbent wor1<:ers .•.. 30 20 20 ·30 20 ·10 

ETA program admin. " ...... . 146 159 1<S 156 155 ·13 10 -3 

Departmental management.. ........... H 26 46 26 27 27 ·20 1 -19." ....... . 


Other Labor, (il'ld. Job Corps, PBGe, & Older Arne •. ).", 2,240 2,167 2,161 2,170 2,273 -79 .. -70 3 

SUBTOTAL, LABOR.......................................... 11,224 12,401 10,701 11,484 11.676 -523 -1,700 ·917"'. 
HHS 

Social Services Bkx:k Grant Rescission (non-add) 1,775 1,775 1.700 SOD 1,700 -75 ·75 -1,175 ~1,175 

Head Start. 5,267 5,267 5,667 6,267 6,300 400 ..00 1,000 

Child Care Development Block Grant 1,183 2,000 1,583 2,000 2,000 400 ·417 817 

Fami!y Caregivers .............. .. 125 ·125 ~125 

Aging ResearctL 31 36 9 31 19 -22 -27 -5 

- ~---SatteredWomen Sheltel'$~_~.=_~., ".-- ·,,··101-~_117..~. 101----- .117~.______.117. _______ ••• ___-e.16 ____.16 ______ _ 

jndividual Development Act:ounts (ACF) 10 25 10 10 ·15 -10 -25 

Federal A{1m1rt.~tration {ACFj, 148 184 148 157 160 ·16 9 -7 

Nati'lleAffieriC<1ln Programs (ACF-l. 35 44 35 40 3. .9 5 .. 
RUrlJ;lway & Homeless YolJlh (ACF) .. 54 74 64 69 69 -10 5 -5 
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112812000 

FY 2001 Funding Issues 
(Budget authority in miliioM) 

1;17 PM 

g :fdatalOlernigMuuCf, 

Senate From: 

Agl;lntryfProqram 

Grants to Indian Tribes (AOA) ........ , '" .......... , .. 


Health Care Access {CAP) ..... , .. , ........ . 

Tobacco litigation, 

NOThS' Cannot determine !he House,Senate Of J 
IConfefe1lOO fUnding leveL 

.._--_. ..

Family Planning ............................ "",.................. .. 


SAMHSA Mental Heallh Services .......... , , .. .. 
Block Grant (non·add) .. "". 
Targeteq Cap. Exp. (non-atfd) •..... 

SAMHSA Substance Abuse............................. "' 
Targeted Capacity Exp (non·add) ................. .. 
National Data Collection. (non-add) .......... , ... . 

High Risk Youth (non-add) " ..... " ... '"' .:::' .. ",':':__ 
NOTES: Approps. Staff have indicated thaI dala ~1 
furulfng is provided in confettlnee level. However, this Is 
1'101 ftll'lec.ted in conf. tabla ana woUlO need to be amfirmed 
Vttlen langutlrJe i$ available. _., , , ____ , .••_ 

Rutal Health...... 

HCFA Program Management.. '".' .................. , .. ,,"' __ 
HCFA Program Management (incl. Fees)..... ,", ..... 

• - - -.----, 	CGin!ractors (non-add) .....-.... ............ . 


Research (non-add) ...... , ... , .... ""................. '"""," 

Surv& (;ert (norHlldd) ... ,...... ., .. , ............. . 

reeL A-dmin. {non--add}........................ , ....... . 

Nursing Home Init (nol'Hldd) ....... ., ................ 

Me-dieam + Cholce Fees (nOO~add) .... ,,', ......... , .. 


House Senato 
~_"tim1 ~ 

19 24 

25 

239 254 

691 .62 
41. 366 

1,977 2,008 
218 2<l4 

12 
7 

31 39 

1,_ 2.018 
1,926 2,079 

- 1,165-- . 1,244' 
55 55 

171 220 
41S4"" 

2 20 
15 15 
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Admin. 
I\tt. 

Possible 
enf. 

24 

239 

m 
420 

2,OSS

2.' 
12 

39 
1 

2,115 
2,175 
1,305" 

100 
220 
490 
3. 
15 

House From: 
I;!t~ ProJ?9S~ 

·5 

·25 ·125 

·3 ... 

-35 

60 -40 
60 

·30 

16 .55 
24 ,30 

·1 
·12., 

·5 .. 
·7 

·130 -220 
-210 -360 

---74' -:.135 

S .7 

·39 -63 
13 10 

·33 ·36 

-eo -135 

FY 2000 
Enact~d 

19 

2S 

3 

2>9 

631 
356 

1,961 
194 

7 

36 

1,996 
2,136 
1.239-

50 
210 
483 
35 
95 

FY 2001 

Proposed 


24 

125 

4 

274 

731 
416 
30 

2,032 
248 

12 
7 

39 
7 

2,086 
2.2M 

---1,301 
62 

234 
486 
3. 

150 

Enac.t1Jd 

5 

-3 

15 

31 
10 

47 
10 
12 

3 

22 
-57 

- 5 
15 
10.. 

·15 
-00 

proposed 

·100 

-4 

·20 

-69 
·50 
·30 

·2' 
M 

·7 

... 

-207 

-57 

."
3 

.".,. 

-135 



• • 

712612000 

FY 2001 Fund!ng tssues 
~BI.j(~get authority In millions) 

1;17 PM 

g1cWaJ01.ndll&IM_ds 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House ~nate Admin, Possible HOU$& From; Synate From: 
Enaeted f~os.ed Ap1!.2.n & C!!~ Ena:~ted EIPPPB!! E!)i!9t!d P12Il.2!!.d 

Agen~_m -
Agerq' f(U' Healthcare RsrCh, & Ouallty {AHRQ)'''H 199 250 224 270 270 25 -26 71 20 

251 274 259 259 259 -15 -15 

OffiCe of the Seoetary'H .... «. _.... n ..... , ........... , .. , ._, ._. 257 27' 251 253 264 -G -23 -4 -21 

Office for Civil Rights (non-add).... ... _"" ,.......... 23 27 22 27 2' _1 -5 
 •
Nursing Home Inibtive (non-add},,,.,, ,,, ... ,., ......... ". 10 14 -10 -1' -10 -14 

Office;)f emergency pr-ePiJredness (I'IOn..add} .. , ,., 10 12 10 10 10 -2 -2 

NOTES: GanfKlt determine Itle House. Senti-ie «Conf. 
lfunding leYl!l for thtI~~~ Home ini1l~e. 

TANF Su~lemental QrQvt,h Fund ,nOi'i~~.~.L.:"::"."'" -240 -2<10 -240 -240 -240 

NOTES, Sa""" from "', TANF ,"pp~m,""" growl!> I
l0ffse! affl; not included io ~ laboriHHS ~otali'll Concems 
,hilV1!! been raised with this ofI:t;et and it may be 
'advtlnlageous to drop it from the bHt _, 

M<Jlemal $; Child Health Block Grant/Health)' 918'1...." 799 799 799 799 799 

Ricky Ray Hemophilia Re11ef Fund ,." .. , ........ 75 100 100 .5 105 25 10 -15 


NIH.............' ......... , .. " ., ................ 17,794 18,613 16,613 20,513 2Q,513 1.019 2,719 1,700 


CDC............ ............ -.... 3,021 3,239 3,386 3,258 3,386 365 147 237 19 

HIV/AIDS ~ OOmestic(non-add}............. ". • 95 734 734 701 734 3 • 6 -33
.,
HIVlA1DS - GIob<l.1 (!'IOn-add} ... 35 61 51 36 26 
In-rectiOt!$ Diseases (norHtdd).................... ,n ... , .. 178 202 192 186 201 -10 8 -1. 

_~ __ 3lJ.Race & Health Del11O$ (tIOtl-add).,. .................. ' . 30 36 .... _ 35. 
.' 

35 .5" - ,-~ 
-5
-

Childhood ImmuniZations inon-add)..... ,............ 610 530 530 552 567 20 52 32 
lntury control (non-add),,, " ...... 90 95 90 93 '3 -5 3 -2 

105 110 105 104 105 -5 -1 -6 
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712812000 

FY 200'\ Funding I$$I.IH 
(Budget authority in millions) 

fY200Q 
Ertaeted 

A..q9J'l~y/~fI!!l 

Ryan White HrvlAJOS Treatment. .. ........... , ... 1,595 

Health Professions Training .. ,., .,' ,. . . . . . . . . ., ... . 342 
Children's hospl-ta! OM!: (non-add, .. " ...., ..... , ... , 40 
Centel'S of Excellenoe (non-add) ... , .. ,. ............. , 26 

28 

Community Services Bk>dc: Grant(grants only) .. , .. ,." ... , 

Child WeI/are Services & Adoption. ,. , " .." ........ , 

Bioterrorism .. , ......................,,"' ................. 0"'"'''' 


NOTE, """"", FDA b;OIerr"""" .""",.FY2~ 
6naeted exctudes $31 Min one-time projects_ lndudes 
funds appro?rialed io NIH, .. 

Community Health Centers. 

Other HHS Programs.,.,,, .. 

SUBTOTAL, HHS............. ,............................... 

.28 

380 

239 

1,018 

3,776 

41,$71 

,FY2G01 
ft'oposed 

1,720 

29& 
80 
31 
33 

510 

380 

254 

1,069 

3.310 

45,400 

House 
.6&110n 

1,725 

411 
80 
28 
31 

520 

382 

300 

1,100 

3,418 

44,082 

So..,. 

Actiort 


1,650 

231 
40 

550 

3&l 

244 

1,169 

3,344 

46,664 

Admin. 

AIL 


PosslblG' 
Cn'. 

1,728 

456 
125 
26 
31 

550 

3.2 

300 

1,169 

3,6<12 

41,715 

House From; 

En.cUd PropOIed 


130 5 

69 113 
40 
2 ·3 
3 -2 

,. 

2 2 

61 4. 

82 31 

-356 108 

2,10$ -1,318 

1:17 PM 

gADtaJ(l1en<lgamo.>ds 

~§lnate From: 
Enacted Proposed 

55 

.111 

·26 
-28 

-70 

<$7 
-40 
-31 
-33 

22 40 

5 -10 

to, 

-432 

.,681 

100 

34 

1,2$4 

Page 24 



FY 2001 Funding Issues 
(Budget e:ulhonty in millloos; 

712612tlOO 

1:11 PM 
511d4tiJJ1OteooQ:tmoI:.xI$ 

Ageney/PmgJ:32n 

FY 2000 
Enacted 

FY 20Q1 
Proposed 

House 
Action 

SenOlw 
Actlon 

Admin. 
Alt. 

Possible 
enf. 

House From: 
En~£W! ProPf!§U 

51!1'nate From: 
Enaete<t ProposI!I'4 

O1AS 

Sodal Security Administration .........,................... .. 6,572 7,134 6.978 7,011 7.134 406 -156 .39 -123 

Corporation for National & Comm, Service .... 295 313 295 303 302 -16 6 -10 

Corporatkln for Public B<o:adcastJng ........ . 

il'l$titute of Museum & library Services ..... 

3Z6 

165 

3<10 

173 

340 

170 

360 

lea 

3<10 

210 

,. 
5 

-20 

-3 

34 

3 -5 

Ne:tiQl'll1Illabor Rel.?ltiofl$ Board.. . ...... ' ................... ". 

Other laborlHHSJEdue.tiGn Programs.................. 

200 

1,119 

21. 

8,3$& 

200 

8,192 

216 ..... 
216 

8,172 413 

·10 

-204 

10 

270 -347 

TOTAL,. LABORfHHSlEDUCAnON ....................... , 9&,666 106,293 100,116 10S,414 108,7$6 3,560 1,177 9,918 181 

Memorandum: 

Offsets not Included abov.: 
SCHIP 
$SSG.. .. .................................... .. 
ACF Research Gmnts ...................... , ... , 
TANF Supplemental Growth ............... . 
SSt State Rcinwnliement timing shift ............ ,." ,.... .. 

-21 
·240 
-295 

wi.900 
·1,100 

-21 
-240 
-295 

.-21 

-295 
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FY 2001 founding Issuell; 
(Budget authority in miliiOfUj) 

71W2000 

1:11 PM 
Q~1~.l<I. 

FY 2000 FY 2001 How.e Senate Admin. Possible Hpu$e From: Snnat& From; 
Enacted Proposed ~ A~t!oQ All <;nt Enilcted PrQpes~Et!1 I:.nacted Proposed 

Ag!I)~ylprogr1Hn 

T~n$portation 

GGf: 

FAA Operations,,, ........................ ,.. ,......... , '"' .... .. 5,008 6,592 6,544 6,534 576 -48 566 ,sa 

NOTE: Includes rY 2000 supplemental fundi09:::J"" 
operating eom funded Within Senate leve!l for AlP anti 
F&E. . 

Penn Station (Fa, ""'ll ..H.' "" .. , " .. , .. ' ...u ... , .••• ,m." •.. ,20 ,20 ,20 

:NOTE: Advaoce funding of $20 mOOI,lO per year, for three 
years, was enacted II'l F'Y 2000. FY 2001 is the fiJ"$\ year 
that h.md~ are awiwble. The House bill w<l'l.lld rescind all 
three yeam Of funding ($60 M). 

Delta !nlliative (FHWA~ ITA) .......... ". £9 -S9 ... 

Native Americatls...... 233 358 233 :Illl ·125 34 ,91 

2,853 3.199 3,192 3,039 339 " 1Be ,160 

Job Acce$$IReverse Commute" .... __........... , ... , 75 150 100 100 25 'so 25 ,50 

Pipeltne Safety (RSPA) ............ " 37 47 40 43 3 " 6 -I 

Amtrak. ElI:panded InterCIty Ral!.. ..................... 4•• -468 -458 

..,Other Tt';"In$pottation Bill Items.,............................ 3,326 3,339 3,652 3,295 32. ,31 ,94 

-531 ___786 .. _.Subtotal. GOF...................................................... 12,492 _14,272 •._13,741 13,278 ~1,2(9 ,'94 


Total. Transportation.......................................... 12,492 14,272 13,741 13,278 1.249 ·531 7•• .... 


P~e2$ 



FY 2O(H Funding ISSU9S 
(Budget authority in millions) 

""!II2OO!l 
1:11PM 

GJdaWOlern:lliJIlJ'l'c,x1a 

FY 2000 FY 2001 !!<>us< Senate AdM!n. Possible Hous,F(9ffii Se:ni!!e From: 
En~~ Proposed Ala!!>!! ~£i:tioq Alt. ~nt l:nacted ~~ Ena~~~ fo'roposed 

Agenc:yfProgr;l!Il'I 

Treasury/General Gov.mment 

Possible Conference-presented by tongresslomif I 

Istaff on 7J'i.l. ~. __~___ _ ,. 


GGF: 

Treasury 
IRS Operations and reform {excl. counterterrorism) ... n' 8,218 8,939 8,453 8,535 8;839 235 -486 317 -404 


CUrl'l!fl'lt Services ............................" , ................. 60 60 60 ..0 60 

Organizational modernization ........ , .. .,."."".......... .7 22 81 -87 22 ..5 

Stable itlitiative....... , ... _• ., '" ,,_ ,,, .. " ..........., .•, ....... '" 225 ~22S ·225 

Business line invesbrlant.'".n ,................. ,......... , 40 40 -4. -40 


Counterterrorism 
Joint terrorism task fol"OO$................... 14 -14 -14 
OFAC/Asset tracking center. 6 .. .. 
Customs. CT agents._ 7 -7 -7 

Customs enhanced bolder teChnotogy....... , •. , .. ,.. ,.... 20 10 10 -20 10 -10 

Counterterrorism fund, .......... ,.............. , .... 55 55 55 ·55 55 

Air security program ...... , .........,,,.. '", ........... , '" '"' n. ,. 4 4 4 ·12 -16 


USSS wrkfroe relireiw:<n1doad improvJbase Ctlts ........ , 677 825 824 na .24 147 -1 101 -47 


ATF Fu'earms inltiat:fVett. ................................"." ... 25 94 94 7. 94 59 53 -16 


Customs automated commereitd etWlronment.. ...... ,'" - 210 105 130 105 -105 ·210 


Customs child labor .. , """' ...... .. , .. , ............ 5 10 7 10 2 -3 3 ·2
• 
_. _. -'7 - -~--:...- •• ----~- -- - -"4--Public key infrastructure",." ... : ..: ......... ·7 -7 


Office of foreign a~J.~tr~l~(OfAC) initiatives .. , __ ';;' , 6 5 6 -8 5 -1 


NOTES, ReqooM Indud~ $3 M rm """"''',ti"of Drug I 

Kingpin ~nitiative, and $1,9 M for lEEPA evpansfO!l: _____ 

ATF tobacco compli,:mcc.............................. 5 6 ·5 -6 ·5 .. 

Pa9s 27 




• • 

FY 2001 funding Issues 
(BI.KIget aul,hority ill millions) 

1I28f.lOOO 

1:17 PM 
G'!di!!tSJQ1.ndg ........ JIb 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House $enat& Admin. Possible Hc!:!.U from; §!!n.ate FI'OnJ; 
Enacted Prop!)1rted 6J:!!!m -Ac1t2.n Aft. en'. !;:!'!acte5,l ~s~ ~!:lacted Prn!:,:osed 

AgeocY~Blgram 

Customs enforcement infrastructure (air and marii"W'},•. 20 7 ·20 -12 

1nteragency crime and drug en!or-remenL .. , .. ' 75 103 103 91 103 2. 16 ·'2 

FMS ........ , .... .. ","' ....... ,... " .. 200 203 '99 203 201 • 1 .. 3 

Exeanded access to financial se~ {first aecounts). 30 2 2 2 ·28 ·30 
NOTES: Senate bil indudes $400,000 for this initialive, 

Money laundering .. , '" ., ...... , .. , ",. , ............. , ......... '" 15 10 10 ·15 10 ·5 

WiJ'eless (law enforcement eonversi¢n to narr¢'1N band) 3 55 15 15 12 -40 ·3 ·55 

Cusioms increased drug investigations" .... " ..... '5 16 10 16 ·9 ·25 

Customs outbound currency interdiction, ...... .,"',. 10 ·10 ·'0 

lil§;; 

Presidential T ral'l$ition .. ". ......... ",............ , ... 7 1 7 ·7 7 

Policy and Operali1.'lns.... ........ ' ........ , 145 115 123 12. ·26 .3() ·16 ·'2 
CriticallnfrastruC1tlre ProtectlorL.. __ ..... ,.. ,......" ", .. '" 15 1O ·'5 10 ·5•
Regulatory Information Service Center ...... 2 ., ·2 
Lorton Property." .. , ........ , .. , ""' ",. , ....... " .... 3 3 2 3 ·3 
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FY 2001 Funding Issuos 
(Budget authorily in millions) 

712812000 

1:11 PM 

QJdI1alO11.'~.:d. 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House Senate Admin. Possible Hayse From; $enateFrom: 
Enacted Proppsed ~ Aetion AIL ent. Enacted PropoJgd Enacted proposed 

Agem;yJProqraJn 

Federal Buitdingq F.l!.!!fl. 
New ObligatlOf'lal Authority 


Buikling Operations .........."., . .,. , ........... ., ... " .... ". 1,514 1 ,625 1,581 1,625 1.625 7 ..... 51 

Rental of Space ... ,. ....................."..................... 2,986 2,945 2,945 2,945 2,945 ·41 -11 

Installment and Acquisition payments .......... '02 185 185 1$5 185 ." ·17 


Repair and alteration.,. ,. ,........... " " ....... 660 721 491 671 671 -115 ·'30 5 ·50 

Construction 

Judgement Fund Claims ,."" ....... , " ............ 17 ·17 ·17 
SUItland. MO: NOM....... " ......... 
US Miss~ 10 the UN........ 58 ·sa ·58,. ~,Border stations ... ",. H_" ...... '''" .F .. ' ", ........... 32 11 ·1$ ·32 ·1. 

ATF Headquarters. .",""" ...... $3 83 -83 ·83 
WhiteOak, MD: FDA .. , ......... "." ............... 35 101 92 ·35 ·101 ·35 ~101 

Courthouses., .... , .................. ,.... '88 278 -40$ 
Other Construction ...... ,,,n •• '",''''''''''''-'' 2\l 14 11 .2\l ·14 ·14 ·8• -

Toial New Obligational Authority ................. " ... ' 5,515 6,255 5,202 5,432 5,901 -313 ·1,053 -83 -823 
tneome and other Adjustments,","" ....... -5,589 -5,511 -5,511 -5,511 -5,$11 78 

Federal BUildings Fun<:l,." .. '"H ... ,~ .....'"...... ·74 744 ,309 .7' 390 ·235" ~1,O53 ., -823 

NOTES: An adVanca appropri8tiM Of $34 M was 
reque:.~ forthe NOAA fsetruty for FY 2002, Senate 
Cummittee- bill inCludes $374 M in advance appropriations 
for FY 2002. lndvCing: $11 M fOl bQ«Ier stations; $92 M 
fur FOA Consolidation; and $272 M for eourthouses. 

National Archives ........... ' .'.,,'''" .... ,,", ..... 223 30. 201 215 298 ·'2 -108 -8 ·94 


ONDCP youth media eampaign,., .. ............... , ............. 135 195 18' W 185 ·10 ·86 ·96 


~-"331 --.63_ Subtotal, GGF"••••"............. " .............~;.;.;...••• ; •.:;;" - 9,683 12,016 - 10,014 10,146 11.134 -2,062 ·1,930 
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712812000 

FY 2*1 Funding lssuel.l 
(Budge! authority in milliQns) 

AgencyJ~9...rm! 

VAlPenJQnnel: 

Iii@' 

UnantICipated Needs·· Puerto Rico .... : 

NOTES: V'JH (Famrw) fepcwtS lhat Delegam Romerc {O
PR, 1';;1$ decided that a H(ltJse Floor amter\drt1(lnt fur PH 
Status options ~ choice funding is too risky, and the 
roods slKluid be purnued in confellm(:e and thai Kolbe and 
Hoyer have indicated a wiII~ngness to work in conf~nce. 

Unanticipated Needs ... , .... , ........ ,.. " , ...." .... " .... , 


Other EXOP S&E {exc!. USTR:, CEQ. OSTP, 9~NDCPl 

NOTES: Ha!.l$C mark provides M fun<!.s IQ 'M--lO I'm 
Presidential Iransition and is signific<lntly below the reques' 
fOf Exec. Res., WH Repaif So Restoratil)n, OA. and OMB. 
The Senate COmmittee marl!; is more favorable. wlth n'1i.nOf 

reductiOns to OMB from ttl'" reqlJesl 

Of>M 

Fedllttal eyber-Servtce ................ , .. .. 

Other OPM W<!lkforoe Initiatives 

NOl ES: House mart denlCd wIthout prejudrQi!!tIe «'Questl 
IfOl' t;ybeI'-se~ ($62 miJioo) and a series (lfMn'kfOfoe 
'Initiatives aflfe:.al to OPM's fEsJWosibifitres in implementing 

,.•PMO #~. Senate Comrrutlee mark. derued cybef-servicc. 

Rctmlment Systems Modernization .. , ....... " ............ .. 
NOTES: Senate mart;, denied full funding (reduoad by 
S2 M) request for crudal p~ to upgrade 
retirement systems technology. organization, and 
processes, This insufficient funding is likely 10 result 
in future Llnaccept$bfe cost increases and further 
service degrad~lions. 

FY 2001) FY 2001 House Senate Admin. Poulbte tl9:~ From: 
Enacted Propos;ed Action Action All en'. Eoactt!d proposed 

3 ·3 

1 1 -1 -1 

176 194 183 193 190 7 -11 

6 -1 -6 

.,1 1 

4 11 11 9 11 7 

1:11PM 
\V'<lllaIOlertdg_ilurt, 

Senate F~l!1: 
Enacted Proposed 

·3 

-1 

17 

-1 

·1 

., 
1 

-6 

5 ·2 
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FY 2001 Funding l$SUltS 
{Budget authority in miUlons) 

712812000 

1:17 PM 

U IdaW01.w1OlIimu:!s 

FY 2000 FY2001 Hou$IJ Senate Admin, PQ!lslble House F(Qt'Tl1 §irtate From: 
.Enacted PJ:Q~ Ala!!!!! Act!2n All. Cnf. lin!!et&d Er'21'!2!&d ~~£tM frQngl~ 

~gef\(;ylProgf,ilm 

QJIll! 

Ment Systems Protection Board .... "" .......,' ......... ,.' 27 2. 29 29 2. 2 2 


Office of Special CounseL" " " .."" ... ", 10 11 10 11 11 ·1 

Rehrement CQntribtllu:ms Rollback ... ,., ."., .. , 427 427 427 m 427 427 427 
~. ---~-

NOTES: The FY z001 StKtgel irn::fu(lcQ: thiS as a 
mandatory j'UOpOSat The Hou$e1)aSS«i al'ld senate 
Commlnee bitts contain pl'OPQ1Iais virtually Identi<:.a! to the 
budget ceo doos not seem the provision agairult the 
302{b) allocation. .., ,.,Subtotal, VAJPef1ll)nnel. ••• " .............................. m 256 ... 070 ...
••• 4" 
Other Treasury/General Govmnt. Progrums" .......... 3,824 4,203 3.762 3,$$4- 4,2:88 ·72 -451 *130 .... 


,..Toul, TreasurytGeneral Gov&mment"."""",,,.,,. 13,126 14.535 14,426 14,510 16,091 ~2.109 '84 -2,025 

_.... 
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FY 2001 Funding tasu", 
(Budget authQnty in millions) 

7128J2000 

1;11 PM 

gld.t.aIOj~A. 

FY 2000 FY 2.001 HQuU Sena.. Admin. PossIble House From: Sena~Fmm: 

Enacted pruoosett ~ !<.cUp!l. &!, got. E.nacted ~~d J;O:!,cted Prop9~e_~ 
AgflO!iylProgram 

VAiHlJO 

GGF: 

!:1Wl 
Housing CertifiC3te Fund (gross approrpintiQlls) 11,347 14,128 13.275 1,928 


Advance Appropriation fer next year. .......... , ... -4,200 -4,200 -4,200 "*"
n ...... . 

__,200
Advance Appropriation from FY 2000.... ." '" '" .. . 4,200 4,200 8,400 

New Appropriations for the fiscat year... ...............•" 7,147 14,128 13,275 6,t2$ -853 


Renewal of Expiring Rental Contracts (ioel balances} 6,790 13,009 13,275 6,485 2<lIl 

Incremental vouchers (tenant based,... 341 527 ,347 -527 

Incremental vouchers (houSing production) •. " 66 -86
¥:f. VouCher success fwxL ... '", ... ". 50 ,50 
Contract administration (by intermediary} ... 209 -209 
Tenant--protectkm vouchers (10 relocate) ...... . 40 2<lIl -40 -265 

Rescissions........... . ~2,315 -275 2,04() ·275 


EmpO'Nefment Zones .... " ... " ................. " 70 -70 


NOTES: The FY 2001 budget did OQ\ include funding fur 
this program. However. !he Cfin!oolHastert agreemcn\ (10 
new markets included $200 M for ~ l:ones. 

Amerit:;!I'$ Private Investment Corporation................. . 20 37 -20 -37 


CDFI.. 95 125 '05 10 -20 

CDBG 4,781 4,900 4,505 ·276 -395 
.__~ .._ Mississippi De4ta... ... , ......... ----_.- 22-- -22 

New Markets. 5 .. 
FEMA Disaster Relief Fund. 2,780 2,909 300 ~2,480 -2,609 
Contigent Emergency (indUded above)" .......... 2,480 2,609 ·2,480 ·2,609H , .. , .. 

HUD Salaries and Expenses, ....... , ,., .............. , . 477 565 475 _2 -90 

FEMA Food af'ld Shelter Program .. , ", .. , ... , .. , 110 ''"' 110 -30 
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712812000 

FY 2001 Funding Issue-,: 
(Budget authority in millions, 

'1:17PM 

O~I.~,M 

FY ZtlOO FY 2001 House Senate Admin. Possible House From: Senate From: 
Ena{:teq proposed_ A£llim AIt. enf. !tiae1ed Proposed Enacted Proposed 

Asa\tosylProgtam -
Homeless A$Sisfance Grants ... , .......... . 1,020 \,200 1,020 -,ao 
lncremenWl Vouchers ..... "".. , .............. ,,. .,.", ...... lOS -'05 

lndi.an Housing Block. GranL.." ................... ".'""""" .. 620 650 620 -30 

Rev, 01 Severly Distressed Public HoosJng (HOPE Yjj... 57S 625 565 -lID-'0 
Brownfields (HUO), ...................... .. 25 50 20 -5 -30 


,PiJbllcHousing Operatmg FurnL ...... 3,138 3,192 3,139 ·53 

Home Investment Partnership ProgranL .. , ........... ., ... . 1,SOO '.650 1.585 -15 -65 

O/flee of Lead Hazard ContfOL ............................. . eo 120 IJ(l 4() 

HOI.!Sing for Special Poptlla!iOns (Elderly and Disabled) 911 900 911 -78 

Drug Elimination Grants for low..Jnoome Housing.". 310 345 300 -'0 45 

HOP'lt{A....... _.. ' ............... ,", ' .. , 232 2eo 250 18 ·'o 
Fair Hr.xJsing .......... " . .,." " ............... ,,"" '0 50 '" 4 -5 

R89ional Con~ions 25 -25 

Pclicy Development and Researt;h (PATH) ....... " .. 45 62 40 -5 -22 

Office of Federal HoosWg Enterprise Ovel'$igh1... .... " .. , 19 25 22 s -4 

Public Housing Capital Fund .. ,,, ..... " .......... ,::.:;.-:-:~.-::-. '2,869 -- 2,955--2,800 '6. . -155 

Subtotal, GGF ••• " .............. ' ••••••• ,••. ,............... ....... 33,644 37,612 30,166 ~3,478 -7,446 
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FY 2001 Funding flu:luos 
(Budget authorit» in millions) 

FY 2QOO 
Enacted 

AgeneyIProgram 

NRES: 

EPA 

Operating Program .......... , .. " ....................... ,........ 3,532 

InformaUcUl !ntegr~tiQn Inhialive .. , .... , .......... . 

Climate Change Tech. j(htiatwe '" ......... 103 

Section 319 Non-point PQtiution Cont.rof Grants.. 200 

Glo/:le,.............",................................. ,",........... 1 

Montreal protocoL ............. " .. ,.... .. ........ "'"' .. , 12 

Enforeement. ............................ , .............. , .. , ... ". 273 


Great Lakes Initiative ..... ", .. ,. 

Superfund (excWth!!$ funding for NIH & ATSOR) 1.400 
Bt'O\'iOfields ............n." ... "" '".. . ...... ,' '" • 92 

Stale Grant Funding for TMDL," .. ,"',............ , ." ..... . 


Clean Air Partnership"" ....... 


CEQ 

Council on Erwironmental Qual' 3 

NOTES: House prilvide& 109lhousand below ~ request. 

NASA 

Sp~ce launct1lnitiatiave .... 183 

Aeronautics Air traffic research .. , ... , .......... , ..... ," ...... .. 63 


FY 20'0'1 
Propose;q 

3.917 
30 

227 
250 

1 
21 

296 

50 

1,450 
92 

45 

as 

3 

. 290

68 

H..... 
Action 

Senate 
Action 

AdmIn. 
AI!, 

Possible 
Cnf, 

HOWIe From: 
Enacted Prop~ 

7r.!!112000 

1:17PM 

gldatalO1e~.xl. 

Senate From: 
Enacbid frPp~ 

3,687 

103 
220 

,2 
274 

1._ 
92 

155 

20 
., 

-230 
-30 

·124 
.:lQ 

·1 
-\l 

-22 

-SO 

-SO 

45 

-85 

3 .Q 

10 

·183 

-53 

-·290 

-58 
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FY 2001 Funding I$su~ 
(Budget authOOty in miI!!ons) 

712S12lJOO 
1:17 PM 

~:Ma\alOlef\dg'l"'1I! m 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House Senate Admin. Possible House From: Senate From: 
l:nacted proposed Action Acti!)!! All Cnr. ~nacted Proposed Enacted Propose<! 

~gencv1Pr~ 

•
MS£ 

,All Qtherresel:lrci'l, ' ..... d ... ,. 2,319 2,6213 2,317 .2 -311 

IT and nanotechnology initiatives." ..... , ............... , 614 957 ?as 111 ~172 


CritiCC,lllnfrstructure Protection/Cyber Crime: 27 43 27 .1$ 

Subtotal, NRES.. " ...... __...., ...... ", ....... _ ................ . $,141 9,536 8,229 88 -1,3Q7 


Heatth: 

VA: 

VA Medical care with collections .............. , ......... , ... . 19,525 20,890 21,240 1,715 3SO 
MedicalCateAppropriatiotl .. " .. "" •... _.................. " 18,925 20,282 20,282 1,357 
MCCF COllectiOtl1L" ... __ ......... 600 SOB 608 8 
Millenlum Act collections 3SO 350 350 

·3SO 3SO 

Veterans Benefits Administration ... H' ...... '". " .... 859 998 940 81 ·58 

Benefits Admin............................... ",. '" ........ 859 9E;lj 940 81 ·28 

Vocational Rehab. & eme:loyment Adlu~s_ttru:!I~.::.:~""'''' 30 -30 


NOTES' Includes transfer b'veterafl$. housing 

administrative expens6'$. II' addillon, the House has 

rejected a proposal t(l replace Iransfers of mandata!)' 

funding with an appropriation for v«::a.lional rehabilitation 

!and It?mploymenl adl:!tmef11. ~___,r' ...______ 

Minor Conslructioo ....... ,. 1£0 162 100 .£0 -"2 


200 227 220 14 ., 
"',.;;;;:;,;:;,,;~'::]

the Medical care accounl 

--~-~- .
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FY 2001 Funding fssues 
\ Budgel authority in millions) 

"'812000 
':17 PM 

i1<kr',afO ~lIIndgam",1ds 

FY 2000 FY 2001 House Sel'urte Admln. Feasible House From: Senate From: 
Enacted Proposed ActioI'! AS;tlon ~ ~.!!..L. r;.!1~ P,rQP.9m E!1acted Proposed 

;\Mm;y/Prog~m 

Q1As 

ConSl,Jmet Products. Safety Commission... ... ... 49 53 51 2 ·2 

Subtotal, Health,.................................................. 20,799 22,330 22,551 1,752 m 

EIMl: 

OIA§ 

National Servioe (incl. IG), .............. " •.".,. " ............ .. 437 534 5 -.432 -529 

Subtotal, EIMl......................... ,., ....................... 431 534 ... 32 ·529• 

Ot.h&r VAlHUD PI'09t'8rns .••..• ,',.,........ ,............. ,..... 15.581 14.374 17,521 1.934 3,147 


Total. VAIHUO........ "., ....... ,..........., .... ,,,.......,.... 18,608 84,386 78,472 ·1,. .£,914 


P3ge3$ 

http:P,rQP.9m

