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BUDGET AUTHORITY RECOMMENDED IN BILL BY TITLE 
-----------------------------------------------------------

Activity Budget estimates. 
fiStal year 198? 

Committee btll, fiscal 
)ear 1982 

Committee bill 
compared \\i lh budget 

estimates 

Title I, Department of the Interior: New budget (obligational ) 
authority .................................................................................. S3,554,526,000 S3}20,619,000 + 16'6,093,000 

Title II, related agencies: New budget (obligational) authority.... 7 ,6'62,094,000 7 ,489,108,000 -172,986,000 ------------------------------
Grand total, new budget (obligational) authority........... 11 ,216,620,000 11 ,209,727,000 - 6,893,000 

TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS FO.R THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

AN 'D RELATED AGE NCIES 

In addition to the amounts in the accompanying bill \vhich are 
reflected in the table above, permanent legislation authorizes the 
continuation of certain government activities without considerat ion 
by the Congress during t'he .annual appropr iat ions process .. 

Details of these activities are listed in tables beginning on page 
110 at the end of this report. In fiscal year 1981 these activities are 
estimated to total $1,062,108,000. ·The estimate for fiscal year 1982 
is $1,306,491,000. 

The follo~ing table reflects the total budget (obligat ional) author­
ity contained both in this bill and in permanent appropriations for 
fiscal years 1981 and 1982. · 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR AND RELATED AGENCIES TOTAL BUDGET AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL 
YEARS 198 i -82 

Item Fiscal year 1981 Fiscal year 1982 Change 

Interior and related agencies appropriation bill................ S1 0,419,555,000 $11,209,727,000 + $790,172,000 
Permanent appropriations. Federal funds ......................... 1,062,108,000 1,306,491,000 + 244,383,000 
Permanent appropriations. trust funds ............................. 569,958,000 563,342,000 - 6,616,000 

------~-------------------------

Total, budget authority ....................................... 12,051 ,621 ,000 13,079,560,000 + 1,027,,939,000 

REVENUE GENERATED BY AGENCIES IN BILL 
• 

The following tabulation indicates total new obligational authori-
ty to date for fiscal years 1980 and 1981, aBd the amount recom­
mended in the bill for fiscal year 1982. It compares receipts gener­
ated by activities in this bill on an actual basis for fiscal year 1980 
and on an estimated basis for fiscal years 1981 and 1982. 

Item Fiscal year 1980 Fiscal year 1981 Fiscal year 1982 

New obligational authority ............................................... $28,954,607,000 $10,419,555,000 $11 ,419,555,000 
================================= 

Receipts. 
Department of the Interior ...................................... 6,31 1,754,000 11 ,649,606,000 13,419,494,000 
Forest Serv1ce . ... . . .................................... 982,782,000 1,158,800,000 1,517,600,000 
Naval Petroleum Reserves . .................................... 1,489,800,000 1,768,600,000 2,409,200,000 -------------------------------

Total ................................................................... 8.784,336,000 14,577,006,000 17,346,294,000 
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LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND 

(In thousands ol dollars J 

Enacted f1scal 
year 1981 

Estimates 
flscal ~ar 

1982 
Recommended Change from 

eshmate 

Matching grants.............................................................................. $173,745 .................................................................. .. 
$4,564 .................. .. Administrative expenses ............................... .................................. 6,566 $4,564 

~~--·~----~--------

Subtotal, Assistance to States................................... .. ............. 180,311 4,564 4,564 .................. . 
federal Programs: 

Bureau of land Management ......................................................... . 1,002 307 1,137 +$830 
forest Service ............................................................................... . 34,498 8,600 35,989 + 27,389 
Fish and Wildlife Service ................................................................ . 9.303 1.139 18,039 t 16,900 
National Park Service .................................................................... . 65,429 29,433 87,778 58,345 
Administrative expenses ................................................................. . 1,000 831 ........................ 831 

Subtotal, Federal Programs ........................................................ 111 ,232 
Pinelands National Reserve ............................................................................................. . 

Total, l&WCF ............................................................................. 291,543 

40,310 
126 

45,000 

OTHER COMMITTEE INITIATIVES 

142,943 + 102,633 
8,126 + 8,000 

155,633 + 110,633 

Many of ·the Committee's initiativ s relate to the prot ction of 
national resources on public lands and to the d · velopment of n w 
energy sources. Others carry out the action taken by authorizing 
committees. In support of such initiatives the Committee has r c­
ommended increases above the budget estimates as shown in the 
following table: 
Public resources: 

Cadastral surve (BLM and For st Service) ............................... . 
Urban park an recreation fund ................................................... . 
Land and water conservation fund ................................................ . 
Urban forestry assistance ............................................................... . 
Youth conservation corps ............................................................... . 
Firescope ................................................................. .......... ................. . 
Forest recreation ........................... .................................. ....... .. .. ...... . 

Ener y: 
-Coal program . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .................................. .................. ..... . 

BIG AS program ................................................................................ . 
International Energy Agency Combustion Test Facility .......... . 

• 

Fuel cells ....................................... , .................................................... . 
Magnetoh:}'d rodynamics .................... ....................... ....................... . 
Buildings and community systems ............................................... . 
Industrial conservation ... ...... ..... ... ................................................... . 
Transportation, vehicle propulsion ............... , .............. ~ ............... .. 
Energy extension service ................................................................. . 
Weatherization··········································· ········ ·· ··· ······················~~··· 

INDIAN PROGRAMS 

+ $3,500,000 
+ 10,000,000 

+ 110,688,000 
+ :1, ()00, 000 

+ 20,000.000 
+ 1,000,000 
+ 4.,700,000 

+ 10,000,000 
+ 7,860,000 
+ 9,000,000 

..f 13,800,000 
+ 2B,OOO,OOO 
+ 24,005,000 
+ 29,835,000 
+ 23,800,000 
+ 15,000,000 

+ 150,000,000 

The Committee recommends appropriations of new budget au­
thority aggregating $1,823,696,00@ for Indian programs for fiscal 
year 1982. This is a net increase of $85,189,000 above the budget 
estimate for fiscal year 1982, but a decrease of $77,016,000 from the 
amount appropriated for fiscal year 1981. Major increases over the 
budget recommended by the Committee include the following: 
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proposed in this budget will contribute to economic stability, rather 
than inflation. 

LIMITATION ON UNIT CosT oF EMPLOYEE HousiNG 

The Committee has established a limitation on the unit c,ost of 
employee housing (regardless of the source of financing in the 
continental United States, Alaska Ha\\raii, and the Territories at 
$65,000. This limitation includes engineerin,g and design costs, but 
excludes provision of utilities to the l~ot line. Any exceptions to this 
monetary limitation must be submitted to the Committee for its 
advance review and approval. Employee housing must not exceed 
the standards outlined by the Committee in House Conference 
Report No. 2049, 87th Congress, 2d Session. 

Any housing unit in a construction project approved in this bill 
which exceeds this limitation and ,~.ras identified in the budget 
hearings, is deemed to have received a waiver of this provision. 

TITLE I DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

LAND AND WATER RESOURCES 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT OF LANDS AND RESOURCES 

Appropriation, 1981 ................... , ..... , ......... , ............ , ..... , .................. , ............. . 
Estimate, 1982 ... , ............................................................. , ..................... , ..... . 
Recommended, 1982 ... , .............................. , .... , ............ ., ......................... , ...... . 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981 ... , ............. , .... , ........................................... , .......... . 
Estimate, 1982 .... , ................. , ................................... , ......... , .... , .............. . 

t. 406,730,000 
296,888,000 
295,789,000 

-110,941,000 
-1,099,000 

The Bureau of Land Management is responsible for the multiple 
use, management, protection, and development of about 341 million 
acres of the nation's public lands onshore, 370 million acres of 
Federally-owned subsurface rights, and 1,100 million acres of the 
Outer Continental Shelf. 

In addition to the minerals management responsibility, the 
Bureau of Land Management administers grazing of approximately 
6.7 million head of livestock and the habitat of 2 million big game 
animals. Grazing receipts are estimated to be about $29.9 million in 
fiscal year 1982, $27.8 million in fiscal year 1981, and $24.6 million 
in fiscal year 1980. The Bureau also administers the sale of over 1.2 
billion board feet of timber annually. Timber receipts are estimated 
to be $343.2 million in fiscal year 1982 compared to receipts of 
$255.0 million in fiscal year 1981 and $216.1 million in fiscal year 
1980. Finally, the Bureau administers an active program of soil 
stabilization on 160 million acres of public lands covering about 
2,000 watersheds. Practices are designed to conserve and develop 
public land soil and water resources, such as contouring and culti­
vation, revegetation, protective fencing, and water development. 

The amount recommended by the Committee for fiscal year 1982 
compared with the budget estimates by activity is shown in the 
following table: 

• 

• 
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OREGON AND CALlFORNIA GRANT LANDS (INDEFINITE, 
APPROPRIATION OF RECEIPTS) 

-~ ppropria tion, 1981. , ........ , ................. , .......................... , ......... , ......... , ... , .............. , .... , .. . 
Estimate, 1982 ...... , .................... , ................................... , ................................... , ...... . 
Recommended, 1982 ......................... , ................................................................. , .. . 
Comparison: 

$57 500,000 
54 9 ,000 
54,988.,000 

Appropriation, 1981 ..... , ........................................ , .... , ................................... ,.. -2 512,000 
Estimate, 1982 ........................ , ........ , ............................................................. , ...... , .................. . 

In 1960, Congress established a formula which provided an in­
definite appropriation of 25 percent of gross receipts received from 
the sale of timber and oth~er products from the r~e\rested Oregon 
and California grant lands to administer the lan~ds. The balance ~of 
revenue from the Oregon and California land grant counties goes 
to the general fund (25 percent. and to th~e counties in which the 
lands are located (50 percent). 

The Comn1ittee is providing a direct appro,priation of $54,988,000 
for fiscal year 1982 for construction and acquisition, operation and 
maintenance, and management on the revested lands in the 18 
Oregon and California land grant counties of \Vestern Oregon. The 
bill also transfers receipts to the General Fund of the United 
States Treasury. This eliminates the uncertainty now associated 
with revenues because of fluctuating timber sales. The funds re­
quested for general administration and common program services, 
($5,117,000), are provided in the new General Administration ap­
propriation. 

RANGE IMPROVEMENTS (INDEFINITE, APPROPRIATION OF RECEIPTS) 

Apropriation, 1981 ...... , .............................. , .... , .... , ............. , ..................... , .... , ...... ....... . 
Estimate, 1982 ................. , ...................... , .... , ............. , .... , ..................... , ................. , .... . 
Recommended, 1982 ...... ., ......... , .... , ............. , ................. , .... , .... , .... , ............. , ................. . 
Comparison: 

$13,500,000 
13,500,000 
13~500,000 

Appropriation, 1981 .......................... , .... , .... , ................. , .... , ..... , .... , ........ , ..... , ............................ , ... . 

Estimate, 1982 ......... , ........ , ............. , .............................. , ................................... ,., ..................... . 

The Committee recommends an indefinite appropriation of 
$13,500,000, the budget estimate, to be derived f:rrom public lands 
receipts and Bankhead-Janes Farm Tenant Act lands grazing re­
ceipts. Permitted uses include construction, purchase, and mainte­
nance of range improvements, such as seeding, . fence construction, 
weed control, water development, fish and wildlife habitat improve-
ment, and planning and design of these projects. · 

The amount recommended will allow development of 355 water 
facilities, 475 miles of fenee, 88 management facilities, and mainte­
nance of 1,590 water facilities, 975 miles of fence, and 140 manage­
ment facilities. 

The Committee is concerned that payments for grazing use of 
public lands is far below Fentals from comparable lands in private 
ownership. The Committee believes the scale of fees should be 
established at levels which will permit a fair return to the taxpay­
ers. Over $100,000,000 of public funds will be invested in the public 
rangelands under BLM management in fiscal year 1982, while less 
than $30,000,000 will be received in grazing fees for the use of 
those lands. 

• 
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OFFICE OF WATER R ESEARCH AN D T ECHNOLOGY 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Appropriation, 1981..... .... ..... ... ... .... .. ... .. .......... $24 585 000 
Estimate, 1982 ···················· ·· ······ ········ ············· ···· ····· · ' 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,. . . . ,. . . . . . . . . ,. . ••.•... . .••.••••......... , ......•........... .... , .... , .....•.• ... , .. .... .... .... . 

Recom~ended 1982 . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . .. ...... .. .. .. .. .. . ...... . .. . . ... .. ........ ...... .... .. .. . . .. .. . .. .. . ... . ...... .. 9 7 55 000 
Compar1son: ' 

Appropriat ion, 1981... ... .. .... .. ............... . -14 830 000 
Estimate 1982 · · ··· ·· ·· · · ···· · ··· ···· · · ···· · ···· ···· ···· · · · ·· · · ·· · · ··· ·· ... -, .. , ...... .. , .... , ........ , ......... ,......... + (\ r5~ 000 •••••••••••••• ,••••••••••••~••••••••••••• ,• •••• ,•••• '• ••• •• ~ . I ~ 

• 

The am0unt recommend~d by the Committee for fiscal year 1982 
~ompared to the budget est imate by act ivity is shown in th~e follow­
Ing table: 

Water resources research arad devel o,..• ftn t 
Ua t er res earch and develo~aen t: 

Reuse • •••••• • •••••••.•••• • ••.•.•••• , .• •• •.•••••••• 

Sf ec1a l research ProJects ••••••• ••• •• •••• • • ••.•••• 

Subtota l, ua te r research and develo~ en l •• •• •••• 

Saline wate r research and develo~aenl 
Resea rch . ..•••.•.••.••.•••••••••••....•••.••••••• • •• 
[lev £» 1 oPtaent ••••• , ••••••••••••••••••• • , •••• , , , • , , , •• , 

Subtota l, sa l ine wate r resea rch and deve l oP~ent . 

Techno logy t ra ns f er and in fo r~ a t1 on disseai nalion 
Technology Trans fe r ••••• , •• , . ,., •••• , , • • ,. , ., •• , • ••• 
Uate r Research Sc 1ent i f1 c l nt o raa ti on Cent e r.,,, • • •• 

Subtotal, technol osy t rans fe r and 1nforaa t ion 
di ssea1nation ••• • ••• , •• , ••• • •• , ••••• ,, ••••• , • • 

Genera l Prog raa suPPor t ••••• • •••••• • •• • •• • ••• • •••••••• 
Effect ot FY 1981 deferral., ....... , ..... , ..... , ... ,., 

Totalr Oft1ce of Wate r Re search and Technology., 

1\ud!Je t. 
Estlai tf ~ 

---
--- • 

Coaatllee bill 
toaailt ee coaP~ r•d to 

b1ll bud~e t ~s t1a ~ les 

1r 900 r000 
600 . 000 

t1t 900 t000 
t600 t 000 

---------------- ---------------- ----------------
--·- 2.soo.ooo t 2 rSOO rOOO 

================ ================ =====-========== 
---
---

lt 700 t 000 
~. Joo , ooo 

+lr 700 t 000 
t 4t300 t000 

---------------- ---------------- ------------------- 6.ooo ,ooo t6 t000t000 
================ ================ ===========~==== 

---
---

400 r000 
600 r000 

+400r000 
+600 r000 

---------------- ---------------- ----------------
--- lt OOO rOOO +l,OOOrOOO 

================ ==========~=-=== ========~======= 

---
---

J.ooo ,ooo 
-2 . 745. 000 

+J.ooo.ooo 
-2 .745. 000 

---------------- ---------------- ------------------- 9 t 75S r000 +9t75Sr000 
================ ================ ================ 

The Committee rejects the decision of the Administration to 
terminate this program and recommends an appropriation of 
$9,755,000 for fiscal year 1982 which, with $2,7 45,000 deferred from 
fiScal year 1981, allows a total program of $12,500,000 for the year. 

The Committee conclusion is based particularly on testimony by 
industry witnesses, that government support is necessary for re­
search into water reuse and saline water 1ecovery. There aFe seri­
ous problems in water shortages locally and regionally with the 
prospect that large increases in water usage will be required in the 
future. Improvement in tec:funologies for greater use of water is 
essential. Industry projects will not occur without government sup­
port. The Committee believes further research by this Office should 
continue. 

The Committee also believes, however, that the Office should 
.concentrate on research in the specific areas for which funds have 
been provided rather than continuing the diffuse program of grants 
to numerous water research institutes. 'Fhe Committee expects the 
Office to attempt to increase the amount 0f cost-sharing provided 

• 
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The Committee recommends ·1 250 000, the 1981 appropriation 
level for acquisition of high priority habitats suitable fior \~.raterfo,\;} 
management. 

NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE FUND 

Appropriation, 1981......... ......... ... ........................................................................... ~ ,500,000 
Estimate, 1982 ... .................................................................................................... ............ ....................... . 
Recommended, 1982 ...... ...................................... ......................................................................... . 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981 ......................................................................................... - ,500,000 
Estimate, 1982 .......................................................................................................................... . 

The Committee concurs 'Yvith the proposal of the Administration 
for no appropriation to this fund in fiscal year 1982. Prior ~year 
balances of $1,900,000 are available for payment in fiscal year 1982. 

LAND ACQUISITION 

Appropriation, 1981 ..................................................................................................... 1 '+ 21.,520,000 
Estimate, 1982............................................................................................. ..................... 2 1,139,000 
Recommended, 1982 ........................................................................................................ 18,039,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981 .............................................................................................. -3,481,000 
Estimate, 1982 ................. ~ ..................................................................................... + 16,900,000 

1 Appropriated to HCRS, Land and \\1ater Conservation Fund in fiscal year 19 1 and prior 
years. 

2 Included in National Park Service, LWCF request. 

The Committee recommends that funds appropriated for land 
acquisition to the Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service 
(HCRS) before its dissolution be appropriated directly to those 
agencies to which the funds were allocated in the HCRS appropri­
ation. The following table reflects the action recommended by the 
Committee: 

Request 

Acquisition management .................................................................................... $1,039,000 
Bon Secour NWR, Ala .................................................................................................................. .. 
San Francisco Bay NWR, Calif ..................................................................................................... .. 
Tensas River NWR, La .................................................................................................................. . 
Bogue Chitto NWR, La-Mtss .................................................................................................... : .... .. 
California Condor Habitat . , ............................................................................................................ . 
T rustom Pond NWR. R. I .~ ............................................................................................................... . 
Emergency and inholdmg acquisition.................................................................. 100,000 
Alaska Maritime NWR ................................................................................................................... . 

T otat ..................................................................................................... . 1 ,139t000 

GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 

Committee 
recommenda lion Change 

$1,039,000 ........................... . 
3,500,000 + $3,500,000 
1,700,000 + 1,700,000 
5,000,000 + 5,000,000 
2,000,000 + 2,000,000 
1,199,000 + 1,199,000 

591,000 + 591,000 
1,010,000 + 910,000 
2,000,000 + 2,000,000 

18,039,000 + 16,900,000 

Appropriation, 1981 ....................................................................................................................... . 
Estimate, 1982 .................................................................................. ...................... $29,7 47,000 
Recommended, 1982 . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . .. .. .. . . . . .. .. . . .. . . . . . .. . . . .. .. . . . . ...... ........ 29,208,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981 ....................................................................................... + 29,208,000 
Estimate, 1982 ........................................................ .......................................... -539,000 

• 

• 
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discuss those allegations. During those hearings the ~Secretary ac­
knowledged that the Appropriations Committee had met all known 
concerns of the Park Service by pro\riding funds later a.pproved by 
the Congress to meet the needs presented to the Committee. There 
is no question however, that in many NPS units a number of 
facilities have worn out and must be rebuilt or rehabilitated ""'hich 
will require major expenditures which the Committee is addressing 
in this bill. It has directed the Service to prepare a five-year plan 
to meet those needs, particularly those relating to health and 
safety. The Committee has provided $118,183,000 for the first incre­
ment of that effort in this account and the construction account 
rather than in the Land and Water Conservation Fund as proposed 
by the Secretary. 

The Committee recommendation of $70,673,000 for management 
of park areas restores a Servic.e-wide travel reduction of $1,435,000. 
The Committee is concerned that park operations have suffered 
disproportionately as a result of past allocations of Service-wide 
travel reductions. The Committee has recommended a travel reduc­
tion in the General Administration account to be applied to Wash­
ington and regional office travel. 

The Committee recommends an increase of $300,000 for conces­
sions management. The Service should continue efforts to provide 
trained personnel at the region and park level to monitor this 
important area of activity. Park Superintendents should have a 
strong voice in dealing with concessions operations in their areas. 

The Committee recommendation of $64,548,000 for interpretation 
and visitor services includes $100,000 for commemoration of the 
bicentennial of the Battle of Yorktown and $1,470,000 for cultural 
activities in the Nation's Capital as follows: 
Capitol Hill concerts ................................................................................................ . 
Support of concerts ................................................................................................ . 
Wolf Trap program support ..................................................................................... . 
Wolf Trap stagehands ........................................................................................... . 
Ford's Theatre program support ....................................................................... . 
Ford's Theatre ushers .......................................................................................... . 
Carter Barron .......................................................................................................... . 
Shakespeare in the Parks .................................................................................... . 

Total ........................................................................................................... . 

$250,000 
100,000 
175,000 
450,000 
200,000 
25,000 
35,000 

235,000 

1,470,000 

The Committee recommends $254,164,000 for maintenance. This 
includes $47,000,000 in the Park Restoration and Improvement 
request for health and safety items ($18,000,000) and cyclic mainte­
nance ($29,000,000) about 50% of which involves health and safety. 
An additional $13,224,000 is recommencled for health and safety 
items that had been scheduled to begin in fiscal year 1983 and 
bey0nd, which the Service testified could be accomplished in fiscal 
year 1982. Included is $1,700,000 for maintenance and protection 
and control facilities on Route 209 in the Delaware Water Gap 
NRA, $50,000 for a headquarters security system, $500,000 for road 
rehabilitation at Indiana Dunes NL, and $228,000 for acquisition, 
installation, and maintenance of nautical boundary markers at 
Fort Jefferson National Monument. 

The Service testified that the increased cost of fuels, energy and 
other supplies, coupled with the task of servicing new Park units 
was forcing Park managers to reduce interpretation, to stretch out 
maintenance and to take other less desirable actions. The Commit-
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Coaalitee b1 l 
Buot•t 

Estsa•t.•s 
Coaa1tlee coaPared to 

~111 ~ud9el est1~ ~les 

Recreation Pro~r~11s Pl~nnin!l •••••••••••••••••••• , •• , ••• 
Park and recreation technical ~ervices •••••••••••••••• 
Hat u r: a 1 P ro g r a as ••••••••• ,. ,. , •••• I , •• , ,, • I ••• ,, • , •••• , ••••• 

Kaintenance of the Nalional Resister •••••••••••••••••• 
Technical Preservation services .•••• ,, •••••• , ••••••••••• 
National architectural ar•d en9lneerins r~cord ••••••••• 
lnt.era!ienc~ archeolo!Jical servic~s •• , ••••••••• 1 •• ,, • ,I ••• 

Environaental and coaPliance review ••••••••••••••••••• 
Grant adDinistration •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

251.000 
1r970t000 
1r59~r000 

lr909e000 
1, S-181' 000 • 

964r000 
2r2SO,OOO 

602r000 
2 ,, ~ooo, ooo 

• 

2Slr000 ---
1r970t000 ---
lrS94rOOO ---
lr909r000 ---
l•t•a.ooo -400r000 

964.000 ---
2r2SO,OOO ---

602t000 ---
2• 400r '000 +•oo.ooo 

--------------·- ---------------- ----------------
Toal, National Recreation and Preservat1ori •••••• llt088t000 13r088r000 ---

• 

The Technical Preservation ~Services request of $1 54,8,000 has 
been reduced by the requested increase of $400,000 which was to 
support an additional wor,kload at the Federal level for tax act 
certifications since the state historic preservation programs were to 
be eliminated. The Committee is recommending that the state of­
fices be maintained in the Historic Preservation Fund, thereby 
eliminating the need for an increase to Technical Preservation 
Services. Because of the retention of the Historic Preservaticn state 
grants and the Urban Park program, $400,000 has been added to 
grant administration. 

The Committee recommendation includes $225,000 within availa­
ble funds in the Interagency Archeological Services program to 
continue the contract with Washington State University to collate 
and analyze the archeological data already excavated in the Ozette 
Village archeological site. The $225,000 does not fund any addition­
al excavation. 

URBAN PARK AND RECREATION FlJND 

Appropriation, 1981 ....... , ..... , ............ ,., .... , .... , .................. ,., ........ , .... , ......... , ......... , ..... , ...... . 
Estimate, 1982 ...................................................................................................... . 

$1,000,000 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Recommended, 1982 ................... , ......... , .......................... , ...................................... . 10,000,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981...................................................................................... + 9,000,000 
Estimate, 1982 ............................. , ........................................ , ................... , ....... + 10,000,000 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $10,000,000 for 
the Urban Park and Recreation Recovery program. This limited 
level of funding is to enhance rehabilitation projects for which 
funds have already been made available in previous appropriations. 

The Committee received testimony from a bipartisan panel of 
mayors who hailed the program as a catalyst for community eco­
nomic revitalization, and an energy conservation program, as well 
as helping to balance the Federal involvement in recreation. The 
program enhances recreational facilities for inner city youth and 
the elderly for whom opportunities to visit the National Parks are 
limited. 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND 

Appropriation, 1981 ..................... ., ........................ , ............................. , .................. . 
Estimate, 1982 ........................................................... , ........................................... . 
Recommended, 1982 .............................. , ....................................... , ....................... . 

$26,000,000 
4,700,000 

26,500,000 
(;;om parison: 

Appropriation, 1981....................................................................................... + 500,000 
Estimate, 1982 ............................................................................................... + 21,800,000 
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on 7 miles (IDE, Tennessee). This project will provide a continuous 
parkway from Jackson, Mississippi, north to near Columbia, Ten­
nessee, a distance of just over 300 miles. The Trace will, for the 
first time, take on the appearance of a national parkway instead of 
a disconnected roadway and will connect the three States through 
which it passes. 

An additional $504,000 is provided to repair the bridge abutment 
over Highway 467, section 303. 

The bridge was constructed in 1966 as a part of Parkway section 
303. An FHW A inspection found that the bridge abutment had 
shifted l 1/2" to the east and had settled 8 inches on the east side 
and 6 inches on the west side. 

A new foundation for the abutment will be constructed and the 
damaged bearing areas will be r~placed. 

The Committee was very concerned over the apparent disarray 
in the Park Service construction program and asked for an investi­
gative study as a follow-up to a study done in 1978. The 1981 study 
showed that many of the problems id,entified in the 1978 study 
were being corrected and that the present construction manage­
ment policy will keep the program on a sound basis. The study also 
addressed an accountability problem under review by the Office of 
Inspector General which the Service says will be corrected. The 
Service has also reduced unobligated balances to manageable 
levels. A 10 percent reprogramming level often dela)'S contracting, 
yet the Service proposes a 30 percent lev~el. The Committee believes 
a 25 percent level should be undertaken on a trial basis. Any new 
starts or project deletions should be handled through the normal 

• reprogramming process. 
The amount requested in this account for common program serv­

ices is provided in the General Administration account. 
The Committee was informed that a new National priority list of 

construction projects would be established in late June. The Serv­
ice is directed to provide that updated list to the Committee as soon 
as possible. 

LAND ACQUISITION AND STATE ASSISTANCE 

Appropriation, 1981 ........................................ , ......................................... . 
Estimat.e, 1982 .............................. , ..... .................................................. ..... . 
Recommended, 1982 ....................................................... , ................ ,.: ........ . 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981 ............................................................. ............ . 
Estimate, 1982 ......................... , ............. , ...................... , ....................... . 

1 $316,522,000 
2 34,954,000 
100,468,000 

-216,054,000 
+ 65,514,000 

1 Appropriated to HCRS, Land and Water Conservation Fund in fiscal year 1981 and prior 
years. 

2 Included in Land and Water Conservation Fund request. 

The Committee recommends that funds appropriated for land 
acquisition to Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service before 
its dissolution be appropriated directly to those agencies to which 
the funds were allocated in the HCRS appropriation. The following 
table reflects the action recommended by the Committee: 
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Servic~ ~ecause the LWCF cannot be used legally for this purpose. 
Even 1f 1t could the Committee ·would be reluctant to use a differ­
ent source of funds for the same acti,,ities that are now provided in 
the construction account and the maintenance and resource man­
agement activities of the ONPS account.. 

The Committee has provided funds in these accou11ts to meet the 
... needs for which this account was proposed as foll0\\15.: 

Operation of the National Park System: 
Maintenance ...... ··············· ................................................. ·························......... 47 000 000 
Resource management.................................................................................... 10,000,000 

Construction . .. ..... ............................. .......................................................................... 48,000,000 

Total ........••... , ...... , ..... , ...•........•.....••........ , .......•............•....••... , .••....••... , .••....••..... 105,000 000 

JOHN F. KENNEDY CENTER FOR THE PERFORMING AR.TS 

Appropriation, 1981.................................................................................................... . 4,541,000 
Estimate, 1982 ................................................................................................................ 4,315 000 
Recommended, 1982 .................................................................................................... 4,315,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981.................................................................................................. - .226,000 
Estimate, 1982 .................................................................................................................................. . 

The John F. Kenned,y Center for the Performing Arts is a nation­
al cultural center for the performing arts and an official memorial 
to President John F. Kennedy. The Board of Trustees of the Kenne­
dy Center has the sole responsibility for all performing arts activi­
ties. The National Park Service is responsible for maintenance, 
security, information, interpretation, janitorial and all other serv­
ices necessary to operate the Center and funds are provided herein 
for that purpose on a formula based on use as a national memorial 
(76%) and a performing arts center (24%). 

The physical plant at the Kennedy Center includes 1.5 million 
square feet of floor space; 122,400 square feet of marble floors, 
walks and terrace as well as numerous sprinkler systems and 
fountains; 23 elevators and 6 escalators; 1,000 feet of seawall with 
fence; 900 feet of benches; and 11 flower beds. The electrical, heat­
ing, air-conditioning and plumbing systems are extensive and tech­
nically sophisticated. 

Visitor services, including information, interpretation, and police 
security must be conducted year round with the peak need for such 
services occurring during the May-September summer season. 
These services include interpretive talks, crowd control assistance 
for free events, audiovisual programs, senior citizen and handi­
capped programs, special talks and assistance to foreign visitors 
and groups, and other visitor assistance activities. 

There were 4.5 million visitors in fiscal year 1980. The visitation 
is projected to reach 5.2 million in 1982. 

GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 

"' Appropriation, 1981 ........................................................................................................................ . 
Estimate, 1982 ....................................................................................................... $33,770,000 
Recommended, 1982 ................................................................................................. 31,465,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981 ........................................................................................ + 31,465,000 
Estimate, 1982 ............................................................................................... -2,305,000 

-

• 
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• • 

ToPo~raPhic survevs and •a~Pins 
Pri•arv ouadransle •aPPln~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Hodernization of aa~Pins technolos~ ••••••••••••.•••• 
Disi tal aa~Pins •••••••.• ,, , •••••••• ,, ••••• ,, ••••••••••• 
Revision ••••••••••••••••• ,, ••••• , •••••• ,,, •••••••••••• 
OrthoPhotoouads •••••••••••••• , •• , ••• ,, ..•.•••• , •• ,, ••• 
Saall seal• tand SPecial aaf>Pins •••••••••••••.••••••• 
National CartosraPhic InforaatiQn Center ••••••••••.• 

Subtotal. to~osraPhl" c rurveur ~nd ··p . ~ • , •• • • Pl ,n<~••••••• 

Geolo~ic and a1neral resource surve~s and aaPPins 
Earthauake hazards reduction .•••••• , •••••.•••••••••• 
Volcano hazards •••••••• ••• , •••• , •••• , . , ••• , ••••••• ,. 
Ground failure and construction hazards •• • •••••••••• 
Reactor hazards research ••••••••••••••••••••••••.••• 
Geolosic fraaework ••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••• , •••• . 
Geo••snet i sa •••••••••••••••••••••••• • ,, •••• ,, ••••••••• 
Cl iaat• chans• ••••••••••••••• ••••••• ,, • ,, ••••••• : ••••• 
Hineral resource surve~s •.••••••••••••••••.••••••••• 
Enersv resource surve~S··••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Offshore seolosic surve~s ••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 

Subtotalr seolosic and aineral re~ource surve~s 
aaP~ ins ••••••••••••••••••• ,, •••••••••••• ,, •••••• 

Water resources investi~atlons 
Federal Prosraa ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ,, ••••••• 
Federtal-St~te Prosra•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ener~~ h~drol o~v •••••••••••.• , ••••••••••••••••••••.• 

Subtotalr water resources 1nvestisations ••••••• • 

Conservation of lands and ainerals 
Resulatorv Prosraa ••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••• 
Resource evaluation Pro~ra•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Federal and Indian lands •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ro~alt~ aanadeaent •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Subtotalr conservation of lands and ainerals •••• 

ludt•t 
Es'l.iaat•s 

3Sr74St000 
4r142t000 ---

10r423r000 
6t520r000 

1Sr894t000 
3r913r000 

Co••it.t.•• b1ll 
Co••itt•• co•~~r•d to 

bill bud••t •sti••l•s 
. - -

3Sr74St000 ---
4rl42r000 ---
4t034t000 +4t034t000 

10t423r000 ---
6t520r000 

_, __ 
1Sr894t000 ---

3r9t3r000 ---
---------------- ---------------- ----------------

76r637r000 80r671r000 t4e034r000 
==========~===== ================ ================ 

34t425r000 36t42St000 •2r000r000 
13r13Sr000 13t13Sr000 ---
2r877r000 ,2t877r000 ---
lr 202 1rOOO 3t202r000 ---

14r887r000 l4t887r000 ---
2·229t000 2r229r000 ---
lrose,ooo lrOS8rOOO ---

-10r838r000 40r838r000 ---
40r614r000 40r614r000 ---
22r096r000 22r096r000 ---

---------------- ---------------- ----------------
17Sr36l,OOO 177r361r000 +2r000r000 

=============~== ::cccc:c::cc:::c ::cc::ccc:::~=== 

52r689r000 
46r946r000 

• 
19r803t000 

S2r689,000 
46t946r000 
19,803r000 

---
---
---

---------------- ---------------- ----------------
119r438r000 

34r77~t000 

34r208t000 
44,913r000 
16r170r000 

119, 438,000 

34r774r000 
34r208r000 
44r913r000 
16d70r000 

---

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

---------------- ---------------- ----------------
130r06St000 130t06Sr000 ---

- -------- -- -- -------------------·----------------------------------------• Land inforaation and anal wsi s 
Earth resources observation svst•••••••••••••••••••• 
Environ1ental affairs••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Land resource data a~Plication•••••••••••••••••••••• 

Subtotal• land inforaation tand analvsis ••••••••• 

• 

General adalnistrtation •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Facilities •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
General r•duction ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

12rSS4tOOO 
4t102r000 
2r678r000 

12r554t000 
4t102r000 
2r678r000 

---
---
---

---------------- ---------------- ----------------
19r334r000 

3r983r000 
11r92Sr000 
-7r216r000 

19t334t000 

3r983r000 
11r92Sr000 
-7r216r000 

---

---
------

---------------- ---------------- ----------------
529rS27rOOO 535rS61rOOO +6r034r000 

==······=······ · ············===· =··=············ • 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $535,561,000, an 
increase of $6,034,000 over the budget estimate.-

The Committee recommends an increase of $4,034,000 for digital 
cartography, which is $2,024,000 above fiscal year 1981. The Com­
mittee supports the expansion of this program, placing it in this 
account rather than in a separate revolving fund which is not yet 
authorized. 

The Committee also recommends an increase of $2,000,000 for 
earthquake hazards reduction to provide for more extensive instru­
mentation in areas of California where significant earthquake ac­
tivity is expected. 

The Committee recommendation of $1,000,000 for the world 
energy assessment program, which is highly regarded by the State 
Department and the CIA among others, has been offset by a reduc­
tion of $1,000,000 in the uranium/thorium program, retaining the 
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t~e h.as recom·mended funds for this activity in the ' Surve)'S, inves­
tigations, ~nd research'' account of the Sur,,ey, at a level of 

. $4,03_4~090; 1n order to support a more aggressive program of data 
acquisition. The C?mmittee also supports the concept ~of charging 
customers for services at a rate that \\rould :reco\rer all costs "''hen 
the program becomes fully ~operational. 

• 

BUR'EAU OF MINES 

MINES AND MINERALS 

ApJ?ropriation, 1981 ..... ............................................................. .... ........ ....................... $142,319,000 
Estimate, 1982 ...... ........ .. ... ....................... .......................................................................... 141,910,000 
Recommended, 1982 .................................. · ..................................................................... _... 143 460 000 
C . , ' ompar1son: . 

ApJ?ropriation, 1981 ........ .,............................................... ............................... ... + 1,141,000 
Estimate, 1982 .............................................................................................................. + 1 .,550~000 

The amount recommended by the Committee for fiscal year 1982 
compared to the budget estimate by activity is shown in the follow­
ing table: 

• 

Kinerals research! 
Kineral health and safet~ technolos~ •••••••••••••••• 
"intrals environa~ntal ltchnolos~ ••••••••••••••••••• 
"inerals resources technolDS~·•••••••••••••••••••••• 

Sublotalt ainerals re~earch ••••••••••••••••••••• 
• 

"inerals inforaation: 
Data· collection and anal~sis •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Land assessaents •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

• 

Subtotal, ainerals inforaat.ion •••••••••••••••••• 

Public affairs ........................................ . 

Total' aines and ainerals ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Bud!l~t. 

Esl1aale1 

54r700r000 
12r315r000 
40r6-16r000 

Coaa1t.tee b1ll 
toaa1ttee coa~ared to 

blll bud•et esl1~~le~ 

sa.ooo,ooo 
13r71S,OOO 
37r646r000 

+3r300r000 
+lr400r000 
-3r000t000 

---------------- ---------------- ----------------
107 ,r661 rOOO 109r 36b 000 t1r700r000 

::c::c:=~====c:: ~~==:c:c:eccc:Rc :::ca~===~=ccaoc 

21rS40r000 
12r709r000 

21t540t000 
12r709t000 

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

34r249r000 34r249r000 ---
--- -150r000 -1SOrOOO 

141r910r000 143r460t000 +1r550r000 

The Committee recommends an increase of $3,300,000 for miner­
al health and safety technology, restoring approximately two-thirds 
of the reduction to the fiscal year 1981 level in order to strengthen 
our efforts to find the safest methods to extract mineral resources. 

The Committee recommends an increase of ·$1,400,000 over the 
budget request for minerals environmental technology. This 
amount is made available for a demonst:ration reclamation pro­
gram to protect the public from hazardous conditions that result 
from past mining of lead and zinc in the Tri-State district in 
Kansas, Missouri, and Oklahoma. The demonstration program is a 
logical follow-on to an ongoing Bureau study now locating and 
mapping the mine-related features in the T:r:i-State district. Until 
the study is completed, no funds should be obligated to carry out 
the Tri-State demonstration. 

The Committee recommends a decrease of $3,000,000 for miner­
als resources technology. The amount recommended provides a 44 
percent incFease over the fiscal year 1981 level and includes funds 
to pursue research into more efficient extraction methods for criti­
cal minerals such as cobalt, chromium and nickel . 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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must move rapidly to install an oversight program for the perma­
nent programs. 

The Committee recommends $11,318,000, an increase of 
$1,665,000 over the budget request for Federal inspection and en­
forcement. The budget request assumed that all those states desir­
ing to operate permanent state programs \vould have approved 
programs by the beginning of fiscal year 1981. Because of injunc­
tions in eight of the largest coal producing states, there is still 
uncertainty over when these programs will be in place. Until these 
state programs are operatio·nal, the Office of Surface Mining must 
maintain an interim program which requires greater inspection 
frequency than when permanent programs are operational. To 
cover this contingency and to provide additional help to the states 
during the critical start-up months, the Committee allovlance per­
mits the Office of Surface Mining to maintain an additional 31 
inspectors and 15 direct support personnel for a total of 100 inspec­
tors and 72 support staff during the first eight months of fiscal 
year 1982. Should additional delays in implementing state pro­
grams develop, the Committee will expect a supplemental request 
so that the Office of Surface Mining can meet all of its inspection 
and enforcement responsibilities. · 

lnfor.mation provided to the Committee by OSM indicates that 
the number of State inspectors in States where mining is most 
intense is inadequate. The States where the shortfall is most pro­
nounced are Kentucky, West Virginia and Pennsylvania. The Com­
mittee urges OSM to maintain a vigorous oversight progFam to 
assure that the permanent State programs have sufficient re­
sources available to enforce the Surface Mining Control and Recla­
mation Act of 1977. The Committee notes with interest that on 
June 15, 1981, the Supreme Court, in a unanimous decision, upheld 
the constitutionality of this Act. · 

The Committee recommends $6,941,000, the budget request for 
technical support, within which the Committee has made an inter­
nal change. The increase of $477,000 for nine additional staff years 
to wo:uk on regulations review has been denied with the amount 
made available to be applied to additional technical support for the 
states. 

The Committee recommendation concurs with the Administra­
tion proposal to provide no funds for the mineral institutes in fiscal 
year 1982. The grants made available in fiscal year 1981 will be 
awarded in June 1981 and will cover the 1981-1982 school year. 
The Bureau of Mines, the Department of Energy, the Environmen­
tal Protection Agency and the Office of Surface Mining each have 
research money available to universities for minerals studies. 
Among these agencies there is approximately $12,000,000 available 
to universities. The Committee was also concerned that the miner­
al institute program had grown so large that the available re­
sources were not adequate to maintain viable programs at each of 
the 31 institutes. 

There is a reduction of $200,000 in the Office of Congressional 
Liaison and Public Affairs which makes $80,000 available for con­
gressional affairs and $300,000 for public affairs . 

The Committee is concerned about the announced reorganization 
of the Office of Surface Mining. The reorganization was announced 

• 

80-896 0 - 81 - 3 
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Although the Committee wants to see the program expedited, it 
is also concerned that the funds be used in the most effective 
manner. With states now becoming an active partner in the recla­
mation program with the Department of the Interior and the Soil 
Conservation Service of the Department of Agriculture, there are 
too many delivery mechanisms. In conjunction with the fiscal year 
1983 request, the Department should submit a plan to eliminate 
one of such reclamation delivery mechanisms and to use the rapid­
ly depreciating sums that have been collected but remain unappro­
priated. 

The Committee has recommended the budget request of 
$70,000,000 for state reclamation projects. Together with unobligat­
ed balances carrying over from previous years, approximately 
$120,000,000 will be available to the states. The Committee encour­
ages the agency to work closely with the states to assure that 
sufficient staff is available to oversee the state run reclamation 
projects. 

Of the $31,200,000 requested for Interior reclamation projects, 
$16,000,000 has been recommended for work on demonstration rec­
lamation projects and will be transferred from the Abandoned 
Mine Reclamation Fund directly to the Bureau of Mines, which has 
special expertise in this work. 

The Committee does not recommend the $1,000,000 requested for 
the small operator assistance program because there is approxi­
mately $23,000,000 in unobligated balances for the program. The 
$1,000,000 taken from the small operators assistance program is 
transferred to the rural lands reclamation program, to be used by 
the Soil Conservation Service to provide additional technical serv­
i9es to the states as they achieve primacy. 

The bill once again contains language in the general provisions 
of the Department of the Interior to allow the Secretary to borrow 
from other funds in the case of emergencies relating to subsidence, 
mine fires, or surface problems, if sufficient funds are not available 
within the Abandoned Mine Reclamation Fund. Such funds would 
be paid back through subsequent appropriations. 

INDIAN AFFAIRS 
• 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 

OPERATION OF INDIAN PROGRAMS 

ApJllr<>pJriati<>Il, Jl9~lo······o········o••o•o·······•ooooooooo•······o•••o•··············o•o•••oo•······· 
~~tilllate, Jl!}~2 •ooo•··········o•••o•••o•••·o••o••o•···o····o··o·•·o·······o·o••o••ooo•••o·•o•••oo•o••o···· 

~C:()IJllllt!llClt!Cl, Jl!}~2oooooooooeooooooooooooooeoooooooooooooooeoooooooooooo•••o•••••••oooooooooooooooooo 
C<>lll Jl&lris()Il: 

~JlJl!r()J)Jrifl~i<>Il, l!}~Jl •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Es~imfl te, Jl !}~2 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0. 0 0. 0 0 •••• 0 0 •• 0 •••••• 0. 0. 0 0 •• 0 •• 0 0 

$~3~,Jl40,000 
764,030,000 
797 ,3!}5,000 

-40,745,000 
+33,365,000 

The amount recommended by the Committee for fiscal year 1982 
compared with the fiscal year 1982 budget estimates by activity is 
as follows: 





• 
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$29,935,000 for Johnson-O'Malley educational assistance, and 
$54,476,000 for continuing education, the amounts originally bud­
geted for these activities. The recommended level includes $800,000 
for graduate level scholarships administered by American Indian 
Scholarships, Inc., and $1,080,000 for the American Indian Law 
Program. 

Educational Standards. The Committee is concerned that the 
Bureau has still not completed formulation of the educational 
standards required by Public Law 95-561. These standards are to 
form the basis for the school funding formula, which has now been 
in use for two years. The Committee expects the Bureau to com­
plete the standards in time to allow the fiscal year 1983 request for 
school operations to be based on those standards. The budget sub­
mission should include a full discussion of how the standards will 
be implemented in relation to the funding formula; and should 
identify all costs related to the implementation, including a discus­
sion of what the total funding requirements would be if the stand­
ards were to be fully implemented. The Bureau is requested to 
submit a status report on implementation of the standards, includ­
ing the costs thereof, to the Committee by November 1, 1981. In 
conjunction with this report, the Bureau should also provide a 
detailed report on any proposed changes to the funding formula 
and to the factors included therein, prior to the start of the 1981-
82 school year. 

Navajo Community College. The Committee's recommendation 
includes $10,279,000, the budget request, for tribally-controlled 
community colleges, including $3,172,000 for the Navajo Communi­
ty College (NCC). The Committee was distressed to learn that NCC 
had obligated all of the funds available to it for fiscal year 1981 
during the first six months of the fiscal year, and is concerned over 
the methods of control exercised by the Bureau in relation to 
tribally-controlled community college contracting. Therefore, the 
Committee requests the Bureau to submit a report by October 1, 
1981, detailing the results of the recent Inspector General's review 
of NCC. The report should also include the steps the Bureau will 
take to ensure that this type of situation will not occur again, both 
with regard to NCC and the other tribally-controlled community 
colleges. The Bureau should also address how it proposes to re­
spond to the new funding procedure for NCQ specified in Public 
Law 96-37 4 (Education Amendments of 1980). 

Off-Reservation Boarding Schools. In the last two years, the 
Committee has approved the Department's recommendation to 
close four off-reservation boarding schools Fort Sill, Chilocco, and 
Seneca, Oklahoma, and Stewart, Nevada. The Committee was con­
cerned to learn that the closure of the Fort Sill School has not yet 
been fully implemented, and the expected savings from closure 
therefore not realized, because of court action. The Committee 
expects the Burreau to proceed as expeditiously as possible to re­
solve this situation, and requests a report on the current status, 
including the costs or savings involved, by October 1, 1981. 

The Committee also is concerned abo1..1t the continued under­
utilization of some of the remaining schools, particularly Inter­
mountain in Utah. The potential implementation of a Navajo day 
school plan, discussed below, and completion of the Hopi Junior-
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State of Alaska has recognized its responsibility to include Alaska 
Natives under its general assistance program and has every expec­
tation that the Alaska legislature will act expeditiously to appro­
priate the necessary funds before October 1, 1981. 

Housing. The Committee recommends restoration of the hous­
ing line item from the CTGP, in the amount of $23,776,000. The 
Committee expects the Bureau to maintain a ceiling of $45,000 on~ 
new construction unit costs in the l~ower 48 states and $55,000 in 
Alaska. The Committee also understands that these are ceilings, 
not targets, and expects the Bureau to take positive action to 
maintain the average unit cost at the current level of $34,000. 

Self-Determination Services. The recommended funding of 
$53,472,000 includes restoration of $18,'948,000 for grants, and 
$6,207,000 of the contract support program, from the CTGP. The 
Committee agrees with the proposed $1,000,000 reduction for the 
Tribal Managers Corps, since tribes can use their grant funds for 
this purpose. 

The Committee continues to be concerned with the Bureau's 
inability to develop a satisfactory system for determining indirect 
cost rates for tribal contractors, particularly tribally-run schools. 
The Committee recognizes the serious problem the Bureau's cur­
rent system poses, based on detailed documentation provided by 
tribes such as the Lac Courte Oreilles Tribe of Hayward, Wiscon­
sin, illustrating the hardships caused by this situation. The Bureau 
is requested to report to the Committee by October 1, 1981, on the 
steps taken to resolve this situation for fiscal year 1982. 

Navajo-Hopi Settlement. A reduction of $500,000 is recommend­
ed for the Navajo-Hopi settlement program. This was the amount 
estimated for establishment of up to 130 life estates, as authorized 
in Public Law 96-305. However, the Committee understands that 
only ene application has been received to date, and it is unlikely 
that any life estates will be established in fiscal year 1982. The 
Committee expects tribal leaders to work constructively to resolve 
this matter which the Courts and the Congress have said must be 
done. ,. 

Economic Developmen,t and Employment Programs. The Com­
mittee has recommended restoration of the employment develop­
ment program from the CTGP in the amount of $41,427,000. This 
total includes $17,307,000, the original budget . request, for Indian 
Action Programs. The Committee expects the Bureau to continue 
to provide opportunities for participation by smaller tribes in this 
activity. 

A reduction of $4,257,000 from the original request is recom­
mended for the employment assistance activity. While sympathetic 
to the employment needs of the Indians on or near reservations, 
the Committee recognized, in :rejecting the CTGP proposal and 
associated 25 percent cuts, that reductions in certain programs 
would be necessary, and felt that other activities, particularly edu­
cation and natural resources, should be protected from reductions 
to the extent possible. This reduction also mirrors similar levels of 
reduction to other Federal government employment development 
programs available to the general population. 

A $1,000,000 reduction is proposed for business enterprise devel­
opment. Since all feasibility studies and most technical assistance 
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taRce to implement the management improvement systems devel­
oped oy the Facilities Control Operations and Improvement Divi­
sion (FCOID) and mandated by this Committee. The Committee 
expects the Assistant Secretary for Indian Affairs to begin an 
immediate high priority effort to implement the new organizations 
and improvements that \\1ill provide better service to India11 com­
munities. In order to ass·ure that this effort is under\\'ay, the Com­
mittee requests that a bi-monthly report, pr~epared jointly by the 
Assistant Secretary and FCOID, 'be submitted to the Committee, 
beginning October 1, 1'981. The Committee also expects the Bureau 
to work toward implementing the ne~r systems by no later than 
December 1, 1'982, and expects FCOID to re.main involved with the 
implementation until the ~Committee, the Bureau, and FCOID are 
satisfied implementation is colnplete. The amounts requested for 
management and administration ($53,622,·000) and for program sup­
port services ($5,345,000), are .Provided in a Bureau-,vide General 
Administration appropriation. 

Reduction in Personnel Compensation and Tr.a.uel. The Commit­
tee agrees with the proposed reductions of $9,886,000 in personnel 
compensation and $881,000 in travel. The Committee believes t'hat 
the increased level of tribal contracting should begin to show up in 
decreases in Bureau personnel, even considering the requirements 
for contract monitoring. The Committee expects these reductions to 
be taken, to the greatest extent possible, at the central and area 
office, and with the least possible impact on agency offices. Includ­
ed in the reductions are $60,000 from the Office of Public Affairs 
and $110,000 from the Office of Congressional Liaison. The travel 
reductions should affect only administrative travel. In order to 
remain informed of the application of these reductions, the Com­
mittee requests a quarterly report providing detailed breakdowns 
of the locations and positions affected by the reductions. 

Failure to respond to Committee requests. The preceding discus­
sion contains numerous instances where the BIA has not provided 
material requested in past reports. The Assistant Secretary is to 
review requests made over the last two years and provide the 
Committee with an explanation as to why each such report has not 
been provided. This report is to be furnished by July 30, 1981 . 

• 

CONSTRUCTION 

Appropriation, 1981 .............. 0 •••••• 0 ••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••• 

Estimate, 1982 ................................................. , ......................................... . 
Recommended, 1982 ................................................................................... . 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981 ..... ..................................................................... . 
Estimate, 1982 ...................................... , ............................................... . 

$100,182,000 
103,089,000 
112,619,000 

+ 12,437,000 
+9,530,000 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $112,61'9,000 for 
construction, an increase of $9,530,000 for two new school facilities. 
The amount requested for program administration, $2,853,000, is 
provided in the General Administratio11 appropriation. The in­
crease is for the following projeets: 

• 
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GENE.RAL ADMINISTRATION 

Appropriation, 1981 .. . , ......... ....... , .................. , .... , ..... , ..... .... .... ..... .... ............. . 
Estimate, 1982 ..... .. .. ... .... , ............. , .... , ......... , ................................. .............. . . 
Recommended~ 1982 ........ ........ .... ..... ... ......... , ... ......................... , ............. , ... . 
Comparison: 

A,ppropriation 1981 .... ........ , ........ , ......... , ..... , .... , ......... , ..... .. ... , .... , .. ... ....... . 
Estimate, 198?. .... , ......... , ........ , .......... .. . ., ..... .. .. ... . , ... ....... ... . , ... .. ......... , ....... . 

. •...... .... .••.• •••.. , ........ , .. 
$63,512,000 

163,51'2,000 

+ 63)512, 000 
. . . . . ,. . . . . . . . . ,. . . . ,. ,. . . . ,. . . . . . . . . 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $63,512,000 for 
th~ costs of administering the programs for which funds are appro­
priated. The amount pro,rided was budgeted in the following appro­
priations and activities: 
Operation of Indian Programs: 

M t d Ad . . - t '" an age men an m1n 1stra ton .. ............. .... .. ..... ......... ... ...... ... . .. 
Program Support Services ..... , .... , .. .. , ....................... , .......................... . 

Construction: Program Management .. , ... ."., ......... , ..... , ....... .. , .... , ................. . 
Road Construction: Program Administration .. , .. .. , ..... , ... .. ..... , ..... ....... .... . 

+ 53,622 000 
. + 5,345,000 

+ '2, 53,000 
+ 1 692.000 

Total ., .... ... . , .... . , .... , .... .. ...... , .. ... , ......... .......... ... , ..... , ... ...... , ..... , ....... .... .. , ..... ,... + 63,512,000 

1'he Committee expects a full justification of this appropriation 
will be included in the fiscal year 1983 budget submission and that 
the Bureau will take all required steps to ensure effective monitor­
ing and control of these funds. The 1983 justification should in­
clude a full explanation of organizations and functions supported 
by the appropriation, along with complete explanations of changes 
in requirements. 

The Committee has not recommended funding program-related 
administration costs under this appropriation in fiscal year 1982, 
pending further review. 

TRUST FUNDS 

Appropriation, 1981 .... ... , ... ............. ............. ...... ............ ............... , ..... , ... .... . 
Estimate, 1982 .......................................................................................... . 
Recomn1ended, 1982 .......................... ...... ... .................... , ... ............ ...... ..... . 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981 ............................ .... .... ............ ......................... . 
Estimate, 1982 ................................................................................... . 

$28,000 '000 
28,000,000 
28,000,000 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
• e • • • I. • • • • • • • • • • • • e • • • • • • e • • • • • • 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $28,000,000, the 
full budget estimate, for trust funds. 

Tribal funds are deposited into the U.S. Treasury pursuant to 
various acts of Congress to be made available for expenditure for 
the use and benefit of the respective tribal groups. Approximately 
40 percent of tribal income is derived from judgments or awards 
made J:>Ursuant to either general or specific acts of Congress. The 
balance of such income is derived from Federal management of 
tribal real properties, the title to which is held in trust by the 
United States for the t:ribes. 

In the absence of permanent legislation, annual authorization by 
Congress is required to permit the use of tribal funds. 

The Committee is concerned with the use BIA has made of the 
Indian Moneys, Proceeds of Labor, Agencies, and Schools (IMJ?L) 
trust fund account. In a recent report entitled "Inappropriate Use 
of an Indian Trust Fund to Subsidize BIJ.'\ Activities,'' GAO out­
lined a number of abuses of these funds, including use of the funds 
which were intended to finance operations of the schools and agen­
cies which generate the revenues, to support administrative activi-

• 
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tion of Departme.nt programs and operations and of the necessity 
for corrective actions. 
~he ~ommittee supports aggressive use of the Inspector General 

~o 1den~1fy ~aste, fraud, an·d abuse, and expects to continue recei\7-

Ing notification of audits completed each month. 

YOUTH CONSERVATION CORPS 

Appropriation, 1981 ........................................................................................ . 
Estimate, '1982 ............................................................................................ . 

26.,000,000 
. ..... , ....... ,. , .•..••..•.......•• 

Recommended, 1982 ..................................... .................................................... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,. . . . . . . . ,. . . . . . . . . . . 
Comparison.: 

Appropriatio·n, 1'981 .............................................................................. . 
Estimate, 1982 ............................................................................................ . 

- 26,000,000 
. . . . . . ,. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,. . 

Funds to continue this program are recommended to be appropri­
ated to the U.S. Forest Service. The Committee expects a revie\\' of 
the Office of Youth programs to be included in the fiscal year 1'983 
budget justifications .. There is concern that this organization does 
not receive adequate review and direction in the exercise of as­
signed responsibilities. The reduction in programs whic.h this Office 
administers makes it critical that the minimum fund levels be used 
for program administration. This will ensure that the maximum 
amount possible will be used for the basic purposes of the programs 
managed. 

TITLE II RELATED AGENCIES 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

FOREST SERVICE 

Tlle Forest Service manages 190 million acres of public lands 
across the country and administers a wide variety of programs 
inclading timber production, recreation, grazing, wildlife protec­
tion, and soil and water conservation. Recreation use of national 
forest lands was 226 million visitor days in 1980 and is expected to 
reach 255 million visitor days in 1982. An estimated 11.9 billion 
board feet of timber is scheduled for sale in fiscal year 1982, with 
an estimated 11.7 billion board feet to be harvested under the 
recommended level of funding provided by the Committee. In addi­
tion to the timber sales program, the Forest Service administers 
the grazing of 3.6 million head of livestock providing a continued 
and necessary source of grazing required by 16,000 family-type 
ranch units. An estimated 3.5 million big game animals graze on 
national forest la11ds. 

The Committee has for several years worked to increase the 
investment in the nation's natural resources. The Committee has 
supported efforts to replant those forest lands that lie fallow, as a 
result of fire, insect infestation, wind and harvests, and thus, has 
attempted to increase the productivity ancl the ability of the public 
lands to meet the increasing and sometimes competing needs of the 
Nation for wood products, food, grass, brush, water, fish, wildlife, 
recreation and wilderness. 

At the end of the 94th Congress, the National Forest Manage­
ment Act of 1976 and the Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act of 1976 were signed into law. These new acts expanded and 
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specifically at mitigating the impacts of energy and minerals devel­
opment on the forest lands. 

The ~ecommended increase of $3,100,000 for forest products re­
search 1s to accelerate and e.xpand investigations i11to the develop­
ment of new and improved methods for utilizing both hardwood 
and softwood timber species. Forest products researc.h develops the 
technology to use our timber supply m·ore efficiently by more com­
plete utilization of logs and timber, and by finding ways to substi­
tute little used species for th~ose in great demand .. The Forest 
Service should direct these funds toward the more fundamental 
types of research, leaving applied research in this area to private 
industry. 

Within funds available for Forest Research, $1,200 ~000 is to be 
made available for the cooper.ative Forestry Intensified Researc.h 
project in southwest Oregon. The ~Committee strongly believes this 
should continue to be a cooperative effort over tl1e life of the 
project, involving funding from Federal, local and private industry 
sources. 

STATE AND PRIVATE FORESTRY 

Appropriation, 1981 ................................................................................ ........... . $7 4.,184,000 
66,830,000 
68,715,000 

Estimate, 1982 ................................................................................................ . 
Recommended, 1982 ...................................................................................... . 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . - 5, 469,000 
Estimate, 1982.......................................... ..................................................... + 1,885,000 

The recommendation for state and private forestry is $68,715,000, 
an increase of $1,885,000 over the budget estimate. General admin­
istration funds in the amount of $2,675,000 are provided in the new 
General Administration appropriation. 

Through cooperative programs with state and local governments, 
forest industries and private landowners, the Forest Service helps 
to protect and manage 726 million acres of forest and associated 
watershed land. Technical and financial assistance is offered to 
improve fire, insect and disease control; improve harvesting, proc­
essing and monitoring of forest products; and to stimulate refores­
tation and timber stand improvement. 

The amount recommended by the Committee for fiscal year 1982 
compared to the budget estimates by activity is shown in the 
following table: 

• • 

. -
Forest Peit aana~eaent •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Rur1l fire control •••••••••••••••••••• •••• •• • • •• •• • • • • 
Rural forestr~ ass1stance ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Urban forestr~ assistance•••••••••••••••••••••• •••• ••• 
Assistance in aana~eaent and technolo~~··••••••••••••• 
Gifford Pinchol Institute ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
FI RESCOPE • ••••••••• I •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

SPecial ProJects •••••••••••••• • •••• • • • • •. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
General adainlstration transfer••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Totalr state and Private fo1 estr~ ••••••••••••••• 

- . -• 

• 

Bud•et 
Estiaates 

24 r400t 000 
14•930r000 
22.4oo,ooo 

---
6t900r000 

---
---

875.000 
-2r67!ir000 

Coaaitlee blll 
Coaailtte coaPired to 

bill bud••t esti• ~ lts 

24t400t000 ---
14t930r000 ---
17tSOSrOOO -4.895·000 
3t600.000 +3•600r000 
s.soo.ooo -1r400t000 

S80r000 tsao.ooo 
ltOOOrOOO +ltOOOrOOO 
3t87St000 +JrOOOrOOO 

·2t67Sr000 ---
---------------- ---------------- ----------------

66r830r000 68r71Sr000 +1 r88Sr000 
-----------------------------------a-----~==-=~== ---------------- ---------------- --- --- -
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• 

• 

"inerals and !leneral land ~ct.ivities •• , •• , ... , .•••••• , .. 
Fire ~rotect.ion •••••••••••••••••••••• .•••••• .•• .••••••••• 
Fire control ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• .••••••••••••• 
Coo~erative l~w entorce•ent •• , ,, ••••••.••••• , •• , ••••••• 
Road •a in t.enance ••••••• , •••••••.••.•••••••••• , •••••••• 
Trail •aintenance ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Tiaber sales ••••••••••••••• .•••••••••••• .•••• ,., ,,,,, ,,,, ,, 
Reforestation ~nd 5tand i•~roveaent ••••••••••••••••••• 
R1crealion •anate•ent ••••••••••.••••••..••••.••••••••• 
Wildlife and fish habitat •anase•ent. ,, • , ••••••• , •• , ••• 
Ran•e activities •••••• , ••• ,, •• , •.•• , •• .• ,, ••• ,., •• , •••• 
Soil and water eana!leaent ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Oeneral adainistration t.ransfer ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Total r national forest svstea •••• , ,, ••••••• ,, ••• , , 

• 

Jud11t 
E1\.iaale1 

98rJ22rOOO 
178r380,000 

4r275r000 
SrS02.000 

80t170t000 
1Jr2St.ooo 

208r636.000 
t22r27s.ooo 
lli'r39lr000 
44.226.000 
37rS.,5rOOO 
40. 405 ' 1000 

-195t56Sr000 

., 

Coaait\.11 btll 
Coaa1llee co•~•r•d \.a 

bill bud••t. e1lieat.e1 

99 ,, 122.000 +1r000r000 
178r380r000 ---

4r275r000 ---
4t502r000 -1r000r000 

84r250r000 +4r080r000 
14r:!5lr000 +lrOOOrOOO 

210r336r000 .. lr700r000 
123r275t000 +lrOOOrOOO 
122r09lr000 t4r700r000 
44, 226r ·OOO ---
37r545r000 ---
42r405t000 +2r000r000 

-195rS6StOOO ---
--------------~- ---------------- ----------------

754r613t000 769r09Jr000 l14r480r000 

The Committee, while agreeing with the recommended timber 
sales offering level of 11.9 billion board feet BBF), has recommend­
ed a number of increases in other National Forest System pro­
grams which are aimed at protecting and maintaining the System's 
natural resources and enhancing recreation opportunities in the 
National Forests. The Committee has also recommended increases 
of $1,080,000 in road maintenance and $1,700,000 in sales prepara­
tion and administration. This is the balance of funding required for 
timber salvage in the Mount St. Helens volcano area. These funds, 
combined with the $22,607,000 made available to the Service in the 
fiscal year 1981 supplemental, will allow the ~Service to salvage by 
the end of 1984, approximately 770 million board feet of timber 
damaged by the eruption. 

The recommended increase of $1,000,000 in land line location 
will allow the Service to maintain this activity at closer to the 
6,000 miles per year level required to complete the program by the 
year 2000. The establishment of boundaries between National 
Forest System lands and other ownerships are important to the 
timber sales program and recreation development, as well as to 
resolution 0f boundary disputes and trespass cases. 

The Committee has recommended $4,502,000 for cooperative law 
enforcement, a decrease of $1,000,000 from the budget estimate. 
This program provides reimbursements to state and local law en­
forcement agencies, under cooperative agreements, for extraordi­
nary expenses associated with protecting the public and their prop­
erty on the National Forests. Payments to state and local govern­
ments are expected to increase dramatically in fiscal year 1982, 
due to increasing levels of mineral activity and higher timber 
revenues. The Committee believes these cooperative funds should 
be targeted to areas that receive a lower level of revenues from the 
public lands, and also experience high levels of visitor use and/ or 
crime on those lands. 

Increases of $3,000,000 and $1,000,000 are recommended for road 
and trail maintenance, respectively. The Committee believes that 
no real savings can be realized by deferring necessary mainte­
nance. An additional $4,700,000 is also recommended for recreation 
management. The program at the level of the budget estimate 
would have resulted in a reduction in management of developed 
sites of 50 percent, closure of facilities, and loss of 80 Fecreation 
personnel. The Committee believes that the significant reereation 
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The Committee expects the Department to pursue aggressively 
the continuing design of the Solvent Refmed Coal-1 (SRC-1) demon­
stration facility using the $135,000,000 deferred for this program in 
Public Law 97-12, providing, as part of the design process, a defmi­
tive cost estimate to the Committee by May 1, 1982, in order that 
Congress can decide whether or not to provide additional funds fo~ 
construction of the plant. In its cost study the Department should 
proceed so that the design of the plant and all related activity will 
continue in fiscal year 1982 to the extent of the funds currently 
available, and should not pursue the strict "base-line study" ap­
proach the Department had previously outlined. 

With regard to funds previously made available for SRC-11 activ­
ity, the Committee recommends that $103,608,000 be made availa­
ble for other purposes, as foilows: a transfer of $99,608,000 to the 
energy conservation account and the use of $4,000,000 to offset 
construction requirements identified io the fiScal year 1982 fossil 
energy construction budget, as shown in the table above. Since only 
$100,000,000 was deferred until fiScal year 1982 in Public Law 97-
~2, $3,608,000 will be made available from current balances for 
SRC-11. Sufficient funds should remain, approximately $110,000,000 
for fiScal year 1981, to bring the SRC-11 project to a close, as is the 
Committee's intent. 

NAVAL PETROLEUM AND OIL SHALE RESERVES 

Appropriation, 1981 .............................................................................................. $216,313,000 
Estimate, 1982 ....................................................................................................... 1 230,963,000 
Recommended, 1982 .................................. ........................................................... 222,023,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981 ... .'.................................................................................. + 5,710,000 
Esti1nate, 1982 ............................................................................................... - 8,940,000 

1 Requested under the head: Energy Production, Demonstration and Distribution. 

Naval Petroleum and Oil Shale Reserves includes petroleum re­
serves Nos. 1 and 2 located at Elk Hills, California, petroleum 
reserve No. 3 northeast of Casper, Wyoming, Naval Oil Shale Re­
serves Nos. 1 and 3 in Colorado and Naval Oil Shale Reserve No. 2 
in Utah. Production from the Naval Petroleum Reserves is estimat­
ed to average nearly 185,000 barrels per day in fiscal year 1982. 
Total receipts for fiscal year 1982 are estimated to be 
$2,409,200,000. 

The amount recommended by the Committee for fiseal year 1982 
compared with the budget estimate by activity is shown in the 
following table: 
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Fuels Conversion 
Prohibition orders........... . 

• • I I t t I t I t t • I t I t I t ,, t • I I I 

ExeaPtlons.................. • • · . . . . . ,, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
• 

Subtota 1 r fue 1 s conve r sion ••••••••••••••••• • •••• 

Utilit~ Prosraas and Resu l ato r~ Intervent ion 
Power suPPl~ and reliab1. l1tu . . 

~ I t I I I I I I t t I t • I I I I t t I I I • t 

lnte rvention. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . ,, . ,, . . . . . . . . . 
Subtotalr utilit~ Pros raas and resu l ator~ 

intervention ••••••• 1 •• I •••• I •• , •••• ••• ,,. I I •••••• 

CoaPliance 
Office of SPecial Counsel •••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Office of Enforceaent •• ~··•••••••••••••••••••••••·~· 

Sub tot a 1 •••••••••••••••••• • ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Fuels resulation ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• · ~ · •••• 
Eaersenc~ PreParedness •.•••••••••••••••••• 

• • • • • • • • • • II • 

Office of Hearinss and APPeals •••••••••• • ••••••••••••• 
Pro!iraa adainistration ••••••••••••• I •••••••••••••••••• 

Effect of FY 1981 deferral•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Totalr Econoaic Resulatorv Adainistration ••••••• 

• 

• 

Bud••t 
Est.1a•t~s 

---
---

Coaa1·t.tee bill 
Coaaittee co•~•red to 

bill bud~~l estia~ l~s 

... ~soo ~ ooo 

soo . ~o oo 
+·4, soo' 000 

tSOOrOOO 
_____ __ ,________ _ ---------------- ----------------

--- s. ooo .ooo +SrOOOrOOO 
================ ================ ========= ======= 

SrOOOrOOO 
---

5r000 r000 
2r 500 'r 000 

---
+2 rsoo.ooo 

---------------- ---------------- ----------------
5 r000 r000 t 2 r500r000 

================ ================ ======== ======== 

6r000 r000 
5 r900t 000 

28rSOOrOOO 
Hu 6001rOOO 

+22 rSOOrOOO • 
•u o, 7oo,, ooo 

---------------- ---------------- ----------------
11 , '900, 000 45r100r000 +33r200r000 

-----=-=--=----= ---------==---=- -=-====-=------= ----- - -- ---- --------- --- - - - - ------
3r600r00(\ 3r600r000 ---
2•000r000 2, ~o oo, ooo ---
4r500r 000 5t500r 000 tlrOOOrOOO 
lrSOOrOOO lrSOOrOOO ---

--- - 38r 200t000 - 38r200r000 

---------------- ---------------- ----------------
28rSOOrOOO 32r000r 000 +JrSOOrOOO 

The Committee recommends $5,000,000 for the fuels conversion 
program. This amount is made available to permit the issuance of 
approximately 38 prohi1>ition orders for those utilities which desire 
to convert to coal. Estimates indicate that the eventual conversion 
of these 38 units could displace approximately 240,000 barrels of"oil 
per day. 'Fhe Federal prohibition orders are needed in order to 
provide the impetus at the state and local level for conversions and 
to waive some of the restrictions of the Clean Air Act. The Commit­
tee recommendation also allows the Economic Regulatory Admin­
stration to hanclle exemptions to the restrictions on the use of 
natural gas contained in the Fuel Use Act. In view of the obvious 
advantages of the program, the Committee does not understand the 
reluctance of the Administration to see the voluNtaFy orders com­
pleted and exemptions pFocessed. 

The Committee recommends $7,500,000 for utility programs, an 
increase of $2,500,000 over the budget request. The increase of 
$2,500,000 is to continue the intervention program. This will enable 
the Department of Energy to participate in all regulatory proceed­
ings which may establish precedents before both Federal and State 
regulatory agencies. Tl1e program should emphasize energy trans­
portation policies, conservation of energy and equitable rates to 
consumers. 

The Committee recommends $11,900,000 in this bill, in addition 
to the $33,200,000 that was deferred from fiscal year 1981, foF the 
compliance and enforcement work of the Economic Regulatory Ad­
ministration. The $45,100,000 will provide for a staff level of ap­
proximately 800 people during fiscal year 1982. As the Committee 
stated in the report accompanying the fiscal year 1981 supplemen­
tal, it considers this activity of exceptional importance and expects 
ERA to move aggressively to collect the billions of dollars of over­
charges and other pricing violations allegedly committed by oil and 
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• 

• 

Clinical services • 
IHS and tribal health deliverw 

HosPital and health clinic Pro•raas ••••••••••..••• 
Dental health Prosraa •••••••.•••• ,, ,, •••••••••••••. 
Hental health Prosraa •••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••• 
Alcoholisa ProSr3a... . 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • II • I • • ,, • • • • • • • 

Ha1ntenance and rePair •••••••••.•••••••••••••••••• 
Contract care.......... . . · 

I t I I I I I t I I I I I I I 11 I ,, I 1t I I j I • I t 11 t 

Preventive health 
Sanitation... • • • • • • • • • · 

~ I I t t f I I I I I II I I '' i 11 I I • I I I I I if I t I I 1i 

Publtc heallh · . · nurs1n9 •••••••• ,, ,, •• ,, • ,, ••• , ,. , ,, • , • , •• , •• 
Heal t.h . education •••••••••• ,, •• ,., •• ,,, ••••• , ,,. ,, ••.•• , 
Coaaun1t~ health rePresentation ~ro~r·a 

Urban he a 1 th P roJ , . .. ,.. • • • • '' ' ' • ' ' ' ,, • _ ects ••••••• ,,,, ,,., , •••• , .• , ••••••.••.•• 
In~tan health aanPower ••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••.•• 
T r 1ba 1 aanaseaent •••••••••••• , ••• , ••• , •••••••• , ••.•••• 
Pro~raa aanaseaent •••••••••••••.•••.••••••••••••••••.• 
Eouttw health care fund •••••••••••••••.•••••••. : •• • ••• 
Reduction offset b~ Hedicare/Hedicaid colleclions ••••• 

lud••l 
E5tiaat.es 

ll 'Br 146r000 
18.l29t000 
6r000t000 

l6t96'9r000 
8r611t000 

11 '5, 028,000 

1-\tt'177r000 
BrJOlrOOO 
2r285t 1000 

39.083·000 
-\,4SOrOOO 
3, 792 1f 1000 
2r744•000 

sJ, ~oso, ooo 
1,6, ,054.000 

---

Coaailtee b1l1 
Coaaitt•• co•~•r•d t.o 

bill bud••t est.ia~tes 

32Sr 1 ~46r 'OOO +7r000r000 
18t629r '000 +500r000 
7r800r000 +lrBOOtOOO 

16r969t000 ---
81r6ll r 1000 ---

11Stt 028, ,000 ---
t ~·h677t000 +SOOrOOO 
8r301r000 ---
2r2BSrOOO ---

.J9 'r'OBJ, 000 ---
'9, 790 r 000 fSrJ40rOOO 
],Jl7r000 +J.s2s,ooo 
2t74-tr000 ---

S2•050r000 -lrOOOrOOO 
16, ,os ... ooo ---

-1Sr000r000 -15rooo.ooo 
---------------- ---------------- ----------------Totalr Indian Health Services •••••••••.••••••••• 626rB19rOOO 629r484t000 

The Committee has recommended ~$629,484,000, an increase of 
$2,665,000 for Indian health services. The increase of $7,000,000 for 
.hospitals and health clinics includes $2,000,000 for staffing five new 
health facilities that are scheduled to begin operation during fiscal 
year 1982. The $500,000 increase in dental health will also provide 
dental staff for the five new facilities. The Comn1ittee does not 
believe that existing hospitals and clinics should have to cut back 
on staff and services in order to allow the operation of new facili­
ties. The balance of the increase, $5,000,000, is to restore partially 
the reductions in mandatory cost increases proposed by the Admin­
istration. No funds are provided for the initiative to implement 
radiation protection standards. 

The recommended increase of $1,800,000 to mental health pro­
grams will restore this activity to the 1981 level, with inflation. 
The reason cited by the Indian Health Services (IHS) for the pro­
posed reduction was passage of the Mental Health Services Act in 
1980; however, no regulations have been formulated to implement 
the Act, and the availability of funds for Indians under the pro­
posed heaith block grants to the states was not demonstrated to the 
Committee. 

Within the funds available for the alcoholism program, the Com­
mittee recommends that $320,000 be made available to the Puyal­
lup Tribe of Washington for expansion and operation of thei~ alco­
holism program. 

The Committee recommends an increase of $5,430,000 for urban 
health projects and $3,525,000 for Indian health manpoweF, which 
which will restore these programs to the 1981 levels with inflation . 

. The Committee does not agree with the Administration's proposal 
to phase out these programs on the basis that alternative sources 
of funds can be used, such as Medicaid, Federal health block 
grants, and state and local funding. These programs were initiated 
because these other sources of funds were found to be either inad­
equate or unavailable to Indian citizens. Reviews of the 41 existing 
urban Indian health projects have found them to be highly effec­
tive as both outreach and referral agencies and as direct providers 
of services. In addition, the existence of these programs has gener-
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lieves a portion of the funds so collected should be used to offset 
the cost of providing Indian .health servioes, in addition to correct­
ing deficiencies leading toward hospital accreditation. Therefore, 
the Committee has included bill language providing that the first 
$15,000,000 in Medicare/Medicaid collections be used to offset 
health services program costs. No such funds are to be used to fund 
activit~es specifically disapproved by, or not yet presented to, the 
Committee. The balance of such funds collected may then be used 
to correct deficiencies required to achieve accreditation, including 
any collections above the $30,000,000 estimated level for- 1982. 

In order that the Committee may remain intormed on how the 
IHS carries out these provisions, the IH~S is directed to provide a 
detailed quarterly report providing information on funds collected, 
a~d to what programs and for what .Purposes the funds ~rere ap­
plied. The first report should be submitted as soon as possible after 
September 30, 1981, and should detail funds collected and used for 
all of fisGal year 1981, prior to instituting these new provisions. 
Subsequent quarterly reports should be received within a mo11th of 
the end of the preceding quarter. 

The Committee has agreed to include new language in the bill 
which gives IHS authority to purchase and erect portable buildings 
using health ser.vices funds. The committee understands that the 
need to use funds for such purposes will be rare, and usually is 
required only when supplies and materials must be moved out of 
hospitals and clinics in order to meet accreditation requirements, 
and portable buildings must be supplied in order to provide storage 
space for these materials. In order to allow the Committee to 
remain informed of the amount of Indian health serYices funds 
used for the purchase and erection of portable builclings, IHS is 
requested to submit a quarterly report detailing such expenditures, 
including purpose, location, amount, and source of funds. If there 
have been no such expenditures, a negative report is requested. 

INDIAN HEALTH FACILITIES 

Appropriation, 1981 .................................................................................. . 
Estimate, 1982 ........................................................................................... . 
Recommended, 1982 ................................................................................. . 
Compar-ison: • 

Appropriation, 1981 ......................................................................... . 
Estimate, 1982 ................................................................................... . 

$83,053,000 
8,100,000 

46,739,000 

- 36,314,000 
+ 38,639,000 

The amount recommended by the Committee for fiscal year 1982 
compared with the budget estimates by activity is shown in the 
following table: 

• 
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Const.ruction and related costs for 2,840 units, for \vhich planning and 
d~s1gn funds were provided in the 1'981 supplemental and rescissions 
hill.............. ........ ..... 9 -

1~g ~,900 1n the Housing and Urban De,1elopment Indian housing 
p1pehne; 1,200 Bureau of Indian Affairs units, 610 tribal / other units; 
and 523 existing units.. ...................................................................................... + ,125,000 

The Committee expects the Ad·ministration to develop and .Pre­
sen~ to the Congress a revised Indian housing progra.m that will 
obviate the deficiencies of the current, uncoordinated efforts. In the 
absence of such a pro:posal, the Committee \vill continue to be 
forced to provide funding for sanitation facilities in what may well 
be a haphazard and inefficient manner. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

OFFICE OF ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION 

INDIAN EDUCATION 

Appropriation, 1981 ......................................................................................... .. ........ . 
Estimate, 1982 ............................................................................................................ . 
Recommended, 1982 .............................................................................................. . 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 1981 ..................................................................................... . 
Estimate, 1982 ................................................................................................. . 

$81,680,000 
81,096,000 
82,096,000 

+416,000 
+ 1,000,000 

The amount recommended by the Committee for fiscal year 1982 
compared to the budget estimate by activity is shown in the follow­
ing table: 

• • 

•• 
P1rt A-Pa~aents to school distr1cts ••••••••••••••••••• 
P1rt B-Speci~l ProJects for Indian students ••••••••••• 
Part e-Special Projects tor Indiore adults ............ . 
Adaini st. rat ion •••••••••••••••••••••••• , • , ••••• , , •• , , •• 

Totalr Indian education ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
• 

lud•tl 
E~lialtt• 

57r250r000 
15r500r000 
Sr430r000 
2r916r000 

Coaailltt bill 
· Coaailtae coaPartd to 

bill bud•tl eati•~te~ 

5Br250r000 
1Sr500r000 
Sr430r000 
2r91iu000 

+lrOOOrOOO 
---
---
---

---------------- ---------------- ----------------
B1r096r000 82r096r000 +lrOOOrOOO 

The Indian Education Act of 1972 (P.L. 93-318, Title IV, as 
amended) provides support for the special educational needs of 
American Indians and Alaskan Natives, and -authorizes the Secre­
tary of Education to operate a variety of programs, including sup­
plementary educational services, experimental, demonstration, and 
dissemination activities. Among the major Indian education prob­
lems are low student achievement and high dropout rates, com­
bined with specialized needs created by rural isolation, urban as­
similation, cultural differences, and the large number of Indian 
tribes. 

Part A provides financial assistance to local education agencies 
(LEA's) and non-LEA's on a formula based on the number of 
Indian or Alaska Native students enrolled in a public school dis­
trict multiplied by the state average pupil expenditure. Discretion­
ary grant funds are also provided under Part A on a competitive 
basis to Indian-controlled schools. The funds are granted for supple­
mentary education programs designed to address the special educa-

• 
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ministrative and fiscal ser,rices, and expects the Commissi~on to 
~ake every effort to control administrative expe.nses while carry­
Ing out the Commission's business .. 

The Committee is distressed over r ·eports of co11tinuing recalci­
trance _on the part of Navaj.o tribal l~eaders in proceeding with the 

· relocation process, and other provisions of the Act. The Amend­
ments of 1980 provided additional authority for land .acquisition 
and establishment of life estates. The Committee expects the lead­
ers of both tribes to cooperate the the fullest extent in seeing that 
the entire relocation effort is completed as expeditiously as possi­
ble. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 
• 

The Smithsonian Institution is unique in th.e Federal establish­
ment. Established by the Congress in 1846 to carry out the trust 
included in James Smithson's will, it has bee·n engaged for almost 
135 years "in the diffusion of knowledge among men" in accord­
ance with the donor's instructions. For some years, it utilized only 
the funds made available by the trust. Then, before the turn of the 
century it began to receive Federal appropriations to conduct some 
of its activities. With the expenditure of both private and Federal 
funds over the years, it has grown into one of the world's great 
scientific, cultural, and intellectual organizations. It operates mag­
nificent museums, outstanding art galleries, and important re­
search centers. Its collections are among the best in the world. Its 
travelling exhibits bring beauty and information throughout the 
country. 

It attracts approximately 27 million visitors annually to its mu­
seums, galleries and zoological park. Additional millions also view 
Smithsonian traveling exhibitions, which appear across the United 
States and abroad, and the annual F0lklife Festival. As custodian 
of the National Collections, the Smithsonian possesses more than · 
78 million art objects, natural history specimens and artifacts. 
These collections are displayed for the enjoyment and education of 
visitors and are available for r-esearch by the staff of the Institu­
tion and by hundreds of visiting students, scientists and historians 
each year. Other significant study efforts draw their data and 
results directly from terrestrial, marine and astrophysical observa­
tions at various Smithsonian installations. 

The Smithsonian complex presently consists of 12 exhibition 
buildings in Washington, D.C. and New York City in the fields of 
science, history, technology, and art; a zoological park and an 
animal conservation ancl research center at Front Royal, Virginia; 
the Anacostia Neighborhood Museum, whi~h performs research 
and exhibit activities in a low income area of the city in coopera­
tion with the c0mmunity; a preserrvation, storage, and air and 
spacecraft display facility at Suitland, Maryland; a conference 
center at Elkridge, Maryland; two natural preserves, in Panama 
and on the Chesapeake Bay; an oceanographic research facility in 
Fort Pierce, Florida; astrophysical stations in Cambridge, Massa­
chusetts, Mt. Hopkins, Arizona, and elsewhere; and supporting ad­
ministrative, laboratory and storage areas. 
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motor vehicles, of which 149 shall be for replacement only, 
including not to exceed 125 for police-type use and 25 
buses; and to provide, notwithstanding a.n,y other pro·vision 
of law, at a cost not exceeding $100,000, transportation for 
children in nearby communities to and from any unit of 
the National Park Syste·m used in connection with orga­
nized recreation and interpretive programs ~of the National 
Park Service; and options for the purchase of land at not 
to e·xceed $1 for eac·h option: Prov,ided, That any funds 
available to the National Park Service ma,y be used, with 
the approval of the Secretary, to maintain law and order 
in emergency and other unforeseen law enforcement situa­
tions and conduct emergency search and rescue operations 
in the National Park System; and to pro·vide insurance on 
official motor vehicles and aircraft operated by the Nation-

• 

al Park Service in Mexico and Canada: Provided further, 
That none of the funds appropriated to the Na,tio.nal .Park 
Service may be used to process any grant or contract docu.- · 
ments which do not include the text of 18 U.S.C. 1913: 
Provided further, That none of the funds appropriated to 
the National Park Service may be used to add industrial 
facilities to the list of National Historic Land"tarks with­
o.ut the consent of the owner. 

On page 18, in connection with Administrative Provision, Office 
of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement: 

None of the funds provided to the Office of Surface 
Mining Reclamation and Enforcement may be used for ad­
ministrative expenses of a program that does not include 
the continued operation of a field organization as presented 
to and approved by the Congress for fiscal year 1981. 

On page 21, in connection with Const:ruction, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs: 

Provided, That such amounts as may be available for the 
construction of the Navajo Indian Irrigation Project may 
be transferred to the Bureau of Reclamation. · 

On page 21, in connection with General Administration, 13ureau 
of Indian Affairs: · 

For the administrative expenses of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs not otherwise provided, $63,51.2,000: Provided, That 
no assessment to augment activities funded by this appro­
priation shall be levied against direct Federal appropri­
ations made to the Bureau of Indian Affairs in this Act. 

On page 27, in connection with Administrative Provision, Secre­
tarial Offices: 

There is hereby authorized for acquisition; from availa­
ble resources within the Working Capital Fund, 11 addi­
tional aircraft all of which may be from surplus. 

On page 31, in connection with General Provisions, Department 
of the Interior: . 

• 

• 

• 
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Mineral leasing·, Pa~11ent to Sta·tes •••••••••••••••• 

PaY•ent to counties' nat ional Srasslands' Bureau 
of Land· Hana~e•ent•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

• 
Pa~•ent to counties under na·tional wildlife refu~e 

fund •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Educational exPenses' children of eaPlo~ees, 
Y e 11 ow stone N a·t ion al P a· r k ••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••• 

PaY•ents to State of W~oain~, in lieu of taxes on 
lands in Grand Teton Nationa.l Park• National 
Pa.rk Service •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Cla.im and treat~ obligations' Bureau of Indian 
Affairs••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Pa~•ents to the u.s. Territories, fiscal 
ass is· tan c e • • • • • • • • • • • • •. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Total ., PaYaents to State and local ~overnaent5 
" 

• 

• 

ReceiPts aPPlied· to oPerations: 

Leas in~ of srazin~· lands ••••••••••• • •••••••••••••• 
• 

ExPenses , road 11 a i n ten an c e d'e Po s i t s • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • 

Hi~ra·torY bird conservation fund•••••••••••••••••• 

• 

• 
350,329.000 454.058.000 +103r729,000 

• 

6 t1.3 '000 68r2 f 000 +39r000 

J,7oo,ooo 4·100.000 +400.000 

375.000 375,000 ---

25.000 30,000 +5r000 

• • t 

• t 

200,000 200,000 ~- t 
- ~--

sJ,65o,ooo 48,400,000 -5, 2·50 '000 
---------------- I ------- ~-------- ~-- ·------- ~-- ~.- ~----- ~--

512 ' 14 8·, 0 0 0 628,903,000 +116.755.000 
-------._----------- ,I ----------------- 1--------- -·---- - ~----
--------------- i ---------------- -------------·----

2.000 2.000 ---

J,ooo,ooo J,ooo,ooo ---

16.500.000 16.500,000 -- ~-

,. 





• 

• 
• 

Con,tract authoritY: • 

Land and w~a,ter Conservation Fund, Herita-!le 
Conserva·tion and· R-ecreation Service ••••••••••••• Jo,ooo,ooo --- -Jo, oo·o, ooo 

• 

---------------- · -----------~---- ·-----------------
Total• contract authoritY••••••••••••••••••••• Jo,ooo,ooo --- -30' ooo., 000 

---~~-~----~~--· ~ r ~ ~~~~~~--~~--~-- r ---------------~ ---------------- ----- .... ----- ..... ---- ----- .... ----------

Total• DePartaent of the Interior ••••••••••••• 709.3Js·,ooo 817.81.8,000 t 1- 08·· 483' 000 • 

---------------- ~ ---------------- ~ -------- -- - ----.------------------ ~-------..-------- _ ..., ______________ _ 
·-

DePart•ent of Asriculture - Forest Service 
' 

Pa~•ents to Sta·tes and local sovernments (indefinite>: 

Pa~ments to States, Nationa-l Forests Fund 
<25 Percent fund>••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••• 219t72St000 271.779.000 t '52 '05 ~-1' 000 

• • • 
t • 

Pa~•ent to Minnesota (Cook, Lake, and St. Louis ~ 

I Counties) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 675.000 675.000 ---
• 

• • 

PaYaents to counties, nationa-l ~rasslands ••••••••• 2,5oo.ooo 2f625t000 +1 .25,000 

Pa~•ents to· school funds, Arizona and New Hexico •• 21Sr000 321t000 +106r000 
0 

• ---------------- I------------------ I,_, ____ , ___ , _______ _ 
. Tota-lr Pa·Y•ents to States and local ~overnaents. 223,115,000 I 27St400t000 I +52t28St000 

---~---~~-~--~~~ ~ --~---~------~ ·-~ ~ ------------------------------ ·~--- ---------------- ----------------
ReceiPts aP~lied to oPerations: 

· ExPenses, brush disPosal (ihdefinite>••••••••••••• 40t600t000 46r384,000 tS,784tOOO 

Roads and· trails for States ( 10 Percent fund) 
<indefinite> ••••••••••••••••••••• •• ••••••••••••• 65.458t000 78, 700, o ~oo +13.242.000 

• 













• 
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FISH AND WILDLIFE AND PARKS 

United States Fish and Wildlife Servtce 

Resource aana~eaent••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Construction and anadroaous fish •••••••••••••••••••••• 
National Wildlife Refu~e Fund ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
"i~ratorY bird conservation account <definite. 

rePaYable advance>••••••••••• •••••••• ••••••••••••• •• 
Land acouisition •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
General adainistration •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

T·otalr United States Fish and Wildlife Servic~ •• 

National Park Service 

OPeration of the national Park s~st~ .................. . 
National recreation and Preservation., •••••••••••••••• 
Urban Park and recreation fund ••••••••••••••••••••••.. 
Land and Water Conservation Fund <indefinit~> ••••••••• 

<Increase in liaitation> •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Historic Preservation fund•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Construe t ion ••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••• ~ •••••••••••••• 
Construction <trust fund> <rescission> •••••••••••••••• 
Land acoutsition and stale assistance ••••••••••••••••. 
John F. KennedY Cent-er for the Pe ·rforaira~ Arts •••••••• 
Park restoratton and iaProve~ent •••••••••••••••••••••• 
General adaintstration •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

• 

Totalr National Park Service •••••••••••••••••••• 

Totalr Fish and Wildlife and Parks •••••••••••••• 

ENERGY AND "INERALS 

Geolo~ical Surve~ 

Surve~s. investi~a~i~ns., and research••••••••••••••••• 
ExPloration of national Petroleu• reserve in Alaska ••• 

• 

233r430t000 
35.397.000 

BrSOOrOOO 

lr250r000 
---
---

191,853r000 
7r2,0r000 

---
---

·1r139r000' 
29r7,7rooo· 

207r23~r000 
9r475r000 

---

1r2SOrOOO 
18.039.000 
29 • 208·r 000 

'-26t19Sr000 
-2Sr922r000 
-s,soo,ooo 

---
+18r039r000 
+29r208·r000 

• 

• 

f15r382r000 
+2r235r000 

---
+ 1· ' 2 s 0 , 0 0 0 

+16r900r000 
-539/,000 

---------------I--------- ~------- I-- ~--- ---------- ~- I - ·------ ~---------·------------ ~- ~---

278r~77r000 229r9'79r000 265.207,000 - 13r370r000 t35r228r000 
- - ·-- -· ··- .. . - • ·- - - -· I --·------·- -· - ,_-- - - I - - ·-- - ,_- -- ,_-- ... - ..... •· I ··- - ·- ,_ - -- ·- --- - ·-- - · I '·· -- -- ~-- - · - ,_- - ,_ ··- ,_ ------------- - - - - - - ---- - - -- - -· - - -- --- - --- - - - ---- -·- - -,_ ,_ ---- ---·- ·- - --- -·-· ·-- -·- - -,_ - , .... --

459r041r000 4 s 1 , 7 1 7 ' 0 0 0 '1 ~ 

15r980r000 13r088r000, 
lrOOOrOOO ---

288r593r000 I • ---
(4:13r000) ---
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NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS· AND THE HUHANITIES 
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Salarie~ and exPenses••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Adainistrative exPenses••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Sub tot a 1 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Hatchin~ srants <indefinite>•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Total• National Endowaent for the Arts •••••••••• 
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Institute of Huseua Services•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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Hu•an it i es ••••••••••••••••••••• • ••••••••• o •••• 

• COHHISSION OF fi·NE ARTS 

Sa 1 aries· and exPenses ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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