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TIUe II Related Ag_. 
National Endowment for the 

Humanities............................. $113.700,000 + $28,700,000 -$30,381,000 
Commission of Fine Arts......... 303,000 + 130,000 ..... : ..................... . 
Advisory Council on H 1istoric 

Pr;eservatl~on .......................... . 1,632,000 - 233. ()()() .......................... . 
National Capital Planning 

C::orr1r11i~i()n .......................... . 2,361,000 -20,000 -10,000 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt 

Memorial Commission ......... . 30,000 • - 10,000 .......................... . 
Pennsylvania Avenue Devel· • 

opment Corporation ............. . 1 '~.~.000 ..................................................... . 
Federal Inspector f ~or the 

Alaska pipeline ..................... . .. 11,000,000 ..••........•..........•... 
Holocaust Memorial Council .. . -30,000 -30,000 

T ot~al, Title II Related 
Agencies......................... 3,959,932,000 -3.702,1 162,000 -3,459,176,000 

Grand total......................... 7,747,174,391 -3,469,445,609 -3,392,552,609 

• 

• 



-

• 

TITLE I DEPARTMEl\TT OF THE INTERIOR 

LAl~TI A. m W A'I"f.R RF.Sou~CES 

• 

1981 appropriation .................. ............................ ......... .............. ..... .......................... S406,730.000 
1982 budget estimate................................................................................................ 37 4.631,000 
House allo'J..•ance .............. , .. .................. , .... ............... , ....................... ,............................ 295,789,000 

Comparable House alloMJance ................ , .. , .. ,...................................................... (378,427,000} 
Committee recommendation......................................... ... ........................................ 377,531,000 

The Cotrunittee recomn1ends an appropriation of $377,531,000, an in­
crease of $2,900,000 from the budget estimate and an increase of 
$81,742,000 over the House allowance. The basic difference between 
House and Conunittee recommendation is the general administration ac-­
count. The Committee has included all general administrative costs of 
BLM in this account. A comparison of Corrunittee recommendations 
"'·ith the budget estimate is as follows: 

• 

Energy onshore ................................... . 
Energy offshore ............ ...... .... , ............. . 
Nonenergy onshore ............................. . 
Lands and realty management .......... . 
Forest mana~ement ............................. . 
Range management ............................ . 
Wildlife habitat management .............. . 
Soil, water, and air management ...... . 
Recreation management ......... ........ .... . 
Fire management ................................. . 
Planning and data management ........ . 
Cadastral survey .................................. . 
Firefighting and rehabilitation ............ . 
Administration and law enforcement .. 
Common program services ............... .. 

Subtotal ...................................... . 

General administration ........................ . 

Total. Management of lands 

Budget Commattee 
esttmate recommendatson Change 

$59,202,000 
47,544,000 
10,485,000 
43,no.ooo 

9,872,000 
53,552,000 
19,936,000 
23,020,000 
31,509,000 

9,513,000 
29,946,000 
24,006,000 
4,750,000 
7,526,000 

(71,079,000) 
374,631,000 

(83,541 ,000) 

$56,852,000 
47,344,000 
10,445,000 
44,662,000 
10,872,000 

- $2,350,000 
-200,000 
-40,000 

+892,000 
+ 1,000,000 

53,552,000 ........ ... ............. . 
19,936,000 ........................ . 
22,028,000 - 992,000 
30,009,000 - 1 ,500,000 

9,513,000 ........................ . 
29,946,000 ........................ . 
24,006,000 ........................ . 

4, 750,000 ........................ . 
1,854,000 

- 71 ,079,000 
294,690,000 

82,841,000 

-5,672,000 
- 71 ,079,000 
- 79,941 ,000 

+ 82,841,000 

and resources... .... .. .............. .. 37 4,631,000 377,531,000 + 2,900,000 

Energ;' onshore. The Committee reconunends $56,852~000, a reduc­
tion of $2~350,000 from the budget estimate and $400,000 more than 
the House. A reduction of $2,000,000 is proposed for coal leasing, on 
the basis that regional EIS's will be adequate in place of on-site EIS's 
and on the basis that no reduction in coal leasing sales or processing 
preference right leasing applications will result. 

(5) 
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Recreation management. The Cormnittee recotntnends an appropria­
tion of $17,489,000 for wilderness, the satne as the budget, and an in­
crease of $1,500,000 over the House allo\vance. The House reduction of 
$1,500,000 is targeted against the vlildemess re,riew program, wher.eby 
lands potentially classified as wilderness are subject to a minerals sun'ey· 
in order to detettnine if they have minerals resources that would be lost 
to development if later designated as wilderness. The Committee recom­
mends restoring this reduction, on the basis that the vlilderness review 
progratn can be accelerated and needs an adequate data base on which 
to base decisions. 

The Conunittee recorrunends a reduction of $1,500 000 from the 
budget estimates for the natural and cultural resources management ac­
tivity. This provides for an increase of $656,000 over 1981 appropria­
tions to date. The Cotrunittee expects this increase to be used primarily 
for cultural resources management in the California Desert area and to 
keep up with permit revie\v work related to energy development ac­
tivity. This reduction will reduce the increased number of inventories 
for cultural and historic sites. 

Fire management. The Conm1ittee recommends an appropriation of 
$9,513,000, the saine as the budget estimate. 

PlaJ,nzng and data management. The Committee recomn1ends an ap­
prC'priation of $29,946,000, the satne as the budget estixnate. 

Cadastral surve}1• The Committee recorrunends an appropriation of 
$24,006~000, the saine as the budget estiinate and a reduction of $2~500.-
000 from the House allowance. This funding proposal will increase 
Alaska surveys by 550~000 acres in 1982 and will increase energy related 
sun'ey work in the lower 48 states by 210:000 acres in 1982. The Com­
mittee notes that the cadastral sun'ey program is an ongoing program. 
that: including resun'eys and other activities, ~~ill probably never be 
complete. According to BLM, the funding level proposed will not re­
duce any program outputs proposed. 

Firefighting and rehabilitation. The Comn1ittee recommends an ap­
propriation of $4,750,000, the Saine as the budget estimate. 

Law enforcement. The Conunittee recommends an appropriation of 
$1,854~000, the sarne as the budget estitnate after s4btracting $5,672,000 
for 2eneral administration. -General ad1ninistration. This is a new activity recorrunended by the 
Corrunittee within the Management of Lands and Resources appropria­
tion to fund all of BL~1 s general overhead costs and the general ad­

... ministration expenses currently scattered throughout BLM's other 
appropriation accounts. The Committee reconunends $82,841,000 for 
cotrunon progratn serYices~ thus restoring the House proposed reduction 

• of $203,000 for the Office of Congressional Liaison, but accepting the 
Public Affairs reduction of $700_000 . 

• 

• 
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• 

~llCI\Illlll ~~cl ( ) ................................................................................... . 
"l.... ~~·C)' acquisiuon and deficiencies ....................................................... .. 

000.000 
300,000 

A dmi nlSU8 ti \' e pe.ns,es . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . ................... . 

Tow .. . . . . . . . .. .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . .. . . . ... . . . . .. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. .. . .. . . . . ... . . . .. .. .. . ..... 2.300.000 

1981 app~opriation .... ... ............................ .... ................... ..... .. .. ... ................ .. .............. SS7 .500.()()() 
1982 budg~et estimate...................................................................... ... .. .............. ........ 60,105.000 
lrlo\1~ llllo~~~ .......................................................................................................... ~.~llii .OOO 
Committee recommendation...................................................................................... ~.988.000 

The Cotruninee reconun~ends an appropriation of 54,988.000. a re· 
duction of $5,117,000 from the budget esritnate and the sarne a th 
House allowance. A reduction of $5,117,000 is proposed for transFer to 
the ne , gene~al ad1ninistration account 

The Co1n1nittee ~concurs in the House ~ction to appropriate directly 
to BLM an atnount equivalent to th~e estimated ~evenues it would 
receive from timber sales on the O&C lands. This direct appropriation 
eliminates the unce'ftainty of the revenue esti1nating process, due ~o the 
fluctuating ti:rnber sales levels and receipts. 

RA. GE L\iPRO\~E ~ 
1981 appfopriation .. .. .. . .. . . ..... .. .. . .. .. ... .. .. . . . .. ..... ...... ... .. .. . ....... .. .. .. . .... .. . .. ... . . .. .. .. . . . . . . .. .... Sl3,SOO,()()() 
1982 budget estimate.................................................................................................. 13,500.()(}() 
H~ouse allo"·ance ....... .......................................................... .. ............ ........................... 13,500.()()() 
Committee recommendation...................................................................................... 13.500.000 

The Committee reco1nmends an appropriation of $13,500 000, the 
sarne as the budget estimate and the House allowance. 

SER\'lCE CHARGES, DEPOSITS, A. ;o FO 

1981 appr<>priati<>n .. .. .. . .. .... ... .... ..... .. . .. . . . .... .. . . . .... .. . ...... ... .. . . . .. ..... .. .. .. ... .. ... .. .. ........ ...... S9 ,6()().()()() 
1982 budg~t ~stimate ........... ... .. ........... ........ ....................... ..... ......... .. .. .................... .. 10,000,000 
House aliO\\'ance ................................................................... ,.. ..................................... 10,()()(),000 
C::<>mminee recommenclatio11 ............................. ,. .. ..... ..... .. . . .. ... .. .. . .. .. .. ................. ....... 10,()()(),()()() 

The Conunittee recommends an appropriation of $10,000,000, the 
sarne as the budget esti1nate and as the House allowance. 

~lSCEJJ A. :F.Ot:S TRt:ST A:. IDS 
1981 appropriation .. .. .. ... ........... ................. .......................... .. .. .. ........ ......... .... ... ....... .. SlOO.()()() 
1982 budget estimate ..................................... . ......................... ,................... .............. 100.000 
H,ouse allo\\•ance .. .. .. ... ......... .............. ....... .. ........ ............................................. ........... lCO,OOO 
C::<>IJ1J1litt~e r~<>lllJnrlenclJ!ti<>ll........... ................................................. ........................ Jl()(),()()() 

The Comminee recorrunends an appropriatio,l of $100,000, the same 
as the bud2et estimate and as the House allo\\ mce . ..... 

G~CRAL AD~l.JSTRATIO .. 
1981 appropriati<>n ........................... ,. .. .. . . . .. .. .. . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..... 0.. 0 0 ••••••••••• 

1982 budget estimate., ..................................................................................................................... . 
H<>use allowaJtce ................................................................. ··················· .................... (SR2,638.000) 
Committee recommendation.................................................................................... (82,84~ .000) 

The Cotnmittee recommends no separate appropriation account for 
general a~dministration expenses and has provided the funds in a new ac· 
tivity in the Management of Lands and Resources appropriation. 

• 

• 

J 







• 
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FISH AND WILDLIFE AND PARKS 

FISH A1 ;o WII.Dl.IFE SERVICE 
• 

RESOL'"RCE MANAGEME\1 • 

1981 appropriation ...................................................................................................... $231,430,000 
1982 budget est.inlate .. .. .......... ..................... ...... ....................... ........... .. ............ ... ..... 221,600,(X)() 
House allowance.......................................................................................................... 207 ,235.(X)() 

Comparable house allowance.......................................................................... (236, 851, 000} 
<::c>Il1UCrlit1lee re(j()IJ1Ur.rleil~tioil. ............. ....................... . ............................ ..... ............. 2~JL.~2~,()()() 

The Cotrunittee reconunends an appropriation of $221,628,000, an in­
crease of $28,000 over the budget estirnate and an increase of $14,393,-
000 over the House allowance. The basic difference between House and 
Cotrunittee reconunendations concerns the general administration 
account. 

The following table compares Con1rnittee reconnnendations with the 
budget estirnates: 

Budget Committee 
estimate recommendation Change 

Habitat preservation: 
Environmental containment eval· 

uation .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $11,191 ,000 
Land and water resource devel-

opment plans .. . . . . . . . .. ... . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,963,000 
Biological services .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . 11 ,983,000 

$11 • 191 '000 ........................ . 

12,963,000 ........................ . 
11 ,983,000 ........................ . 

Cooperative units ... . ........... ....... .... ......................... 4,629,000 + $4,629,000 
. ------------------------------

Subtotal....................................... 36,137,000 40,766,000 + 4,629,000 
============================ 

Wildlife resources: • 
• 

Migratory birds .. . .. . . ........... .. . . . . . ..... 69,104,000 68,727,000 - 3n,ooo 
. Mammals and nonmigratory 

birds ............................................ 19,039,000 18,031,000 - 1,008,000 
Animal damage control .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . 17,827,000 17,827,000 ........................ . 
lnterpetation and recreation......... 12,963,000 12,963,000 ............. ........... . 

-------------------------------
Subtotal....................................... 118,933,000 117,548,000 - 1 ,385,000 

============================ 
Fishery resources: 

Fish hatcheries ............................. . 
Fishery assistance .: ...................... . 
Fishery research ........................... . 
Fishery IaN enforcement ............. . 

25,114,000 
4,831,000 

12,451,000 
252,000 

Subtotal.............. ........ ................. 42,648,000 

Endangered species......................... .... 16,893.000 

Administration ...................................... . 6.858,000 

Common program services ................ . (22,758.000) 

General administration ............... ......... . 131 ,000 

25,821 ,000 + 707,000 
3, 7 43,000 - 1 ,088,000 

12.451 ,000 ............ ............ . 
252,000 ........................ . 

42,267,000 + 381,000 

18,718,000 + 1,825,000 

• •••••••••••••••••••••••• -6.858.000 

- 22,758,000 - 22,758,000 

29,514,000 + 29,383,000 

• 





-
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included within the recomrnendation to continue the Southeast wildlife 
disease control progratn. Funher, funds are included for the Barren 
Ground Caribou Study in Alaska ($327 ,000). 

Animal damage control. The Committee recomxnends $17~827 ,000, 
the same as the budget estirnate and $389,000 over the House estirnate. · 
The House allowance would result in reductions in Service operational 
predator darnage control personnel in the West and tetmination of the 
Sen'ice's cooperative forest darnage control and research efforts, includ­
ing deactivation of the Ol)rrnpi~ Wash., and Bend, Oreg., research field 
stations. 

The Committee concurs that migratory bird anitnal datrtage control 
operations should continue in 1982, in recognition of the imponance of 
this activity. 

Interpretation and recreation. The Cotnrnittee recorrunends an ap­
propriation of $12,963,000, the satne as the budget estirnate and a re­
duction of $806,000 below the House allowance. The Comrnittee does 
not concur \Vith the House s transfer of the "National Aquaritltn" to the 
Smithsonian Institution. Rather, it has recomxnended lirnited funds to 
begin design activities on the planned new aquatic facility at the Na­
tional Zoological Park. At the same tir11e, the Comrnittee directs the 
Fish and Wildlife Service to make available, at cost, the specimens and 
equipment of the "National Aquarium'' in Washington to the new 
"National Aquarium'' in Baltirnore. 

Alaska Refuge A1anagement. The Comtnittee recomtnends an 
appropriation of $7,550,000 in fiscal year 1982 for management of 
existing, new, and expan·ded Alaskan refuges. Within these funds, the 
Committee has maintained the 1981 level of operations on existing 
refuges ($4,553,000), has provided the funds necessary to support the 
development of comprehensive refuge management plans within the 
statutory mandate ($2,840~000): and has provided the 1981 base level 
for equipment purchases ($157 ,000). The Committee does not expect 
significant operations costs on the new refuges, since there are no 
impending resource or environmental threats. Funher, the Cotnrnittee 
directs that no development occur on new refuges until the 
comprehensive refuge managment plans have been completed. 

FISHER i' RESOlJRCES 

Fish hatcheries. The Committee reconunends an appropriation of 
$25,821,000, an increase of $707,000 over the budget estitnate and the 

- House allowance. This increase is to continue the implementation of the 
Lower Snake River Compensation Plan. This plan was developed to 
compensate for fish losses associated with the construction of a series of 

· datns on the Snake River. The $707,000 increase will provide for new 
. and expanded operations at the Hagern1an NFH and McCall Hatchery 

in Idaho, at the Lookingglass Hatchery in Oregon, and at the Lyons 
Ferry Hatchery and the Fall Chinook Egg Bank in Washington. This 
funding level will make it possible to increase fish production by about 
200,000 pounds. 

Fishery assistance. The Cotruninee recon1mends an appropriation of 
$3,743 000, $1,088,000 less than the budget and $2,088,000 less than the 
House allowance. The House add-on was for fishery assistance to the 









.. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

19 

Budget Committee 
estimate recommendat1on Change 

Park management: 
• 

Management of park areas .......... . 
Concessions management ............... . 
Interpretation and visitor services . 
Visitor protection and safety ........ . 

$69,238,000 $69!638,000 + $400,000 
2,717,000 2,717,000 ..................... ...... · 

63,013,000 63,013,000 ........................ . 
65,817,000 65,817,000 ............ ............ . 

193,945,000 240.945,000 +47,000,000 
71 ,629,000 81 ,629,000 + 10,000,000 

Maintenance ....................... ........... . . 
Resources management ................ . 
Informational publications ......... ... . 3,122,000 3,122,000 ................. , ....... . 
International park affairs ............. . 394 .000 394,000 ........... ... .......... . 
Volunteers-in-parks .... ......... ............ . 250,000 250,000 ······················ ··· 
Common program services .... ..... . (26,052,000) - 26,052,000 - 26,052,000 

Subtotal...................................... ... 470,125,000 501,473,000 + 31 ,348,000 
General administration.......................... 7,718,000 32,265,000 + 24,547,000 
Forest fire suppression and rehabili-

tation ... ........................................ ....... . 
Executive direction ........................... ... . 
Park recreation and wilderness plan-

• n1ng: 
Water resources ................ ..... ...... . 
Rivers and trai Is .............. ........ .... .. 
General management plans .... .... . 

Subtotal .. ............... ......... ....... .. ... . 

Statutory and contractual aid: 
Roosevelt Campobello Interna-

tional Park Commission ............ . 
lee Age National Scientific Re-

• 
serve ...... ................... ... ....... ..... .. . . 

Lov1ell Historic Preservation Ca-
nal Commission ........ .... ....... ...... . 

1,200,000 1,200,000 .. ....................... . 
(- 6,575,000) ..... ..... ... ........... (- 6,575,000) 

1,567,000 
1,072,000 
2,325,000 

4,964,000 

372,000 

588,000 

400,000 

1,567,000 ....................... . . 
1 ,072,000 ........ ........... ..... ,. 
2,325,000 .................... ..... . 

4,964,000 ................. .......... . 

372,000 ,., ......................... . 

588,000 .... .................... . 

400,000 ....... ................. . 
Folger Theater ....... .................. .. .... ..... .. ...... .......... : . ...... ... .. ...... .... ........ .............. ..... . . 
Corcoran Gallery .................. .......... .................................................. ........................ . 
Falls of ( .lyde................................. 100,000 100,000 ..... .. ..... ............ . 
Ozette Village archeological site. 20,000 20,000 ....... ................. . 

Subtotal............ ........................... 1 ,480,000 1 ,480,000 .......... ........... ... . 

Total , Operation of the Na-
tional Park System....... ......... . 485,487,000 541,382,000 + 55,895,000 

Management · of park areas. The Committee recommends an ap­
propriation of $69,638,000, an increase of $400,000 over the budget and 
a reduction of $1,035~000 from the House allowance. This allo\vance in­
cludes $400,000 more for travel than the budget estin1ate, but still 
reduces travel by $1~000,000. The General Administration activity has a 
travel reduction included. 

The Committee directs that the Service use $267,000 to purchase 
equipment and fund annual recurring maintenance costs to keep 15 

. miles of road to Rainbo\v Point in Bryce Canyon National Park open 
and clear during September to May! to be derived from funds ap­
propriated in fiscal year 1982. 

Concessions management. The Cotnmittee reconunends an appropria­
tion of $2,717,000, the satne as the budget estirnate and a reduction of 
$300.000 from the House allO\\'ance . 

• 



I"' rp 1 tiotl a11d 'rsir r s n ic . The Conuni t r .... 'LJ __ nd 
pp opri li n o . ,0 , th m th bud et e tim .... d 

deer e f 1 535 000 m the H u e all v. nee. Th Co nun· t ••· 
o j tit) addi enrenai m n e clu i"el) for lhe ation 

and i re id nt n ~d 'i itors. 
The Corrunittee n te that le al offen e in lh Buffal ati n 1 

Ri er re re inc rea ing and dir c that, "'ithin a' ailabl fund lhe 
en ice pro ide an additional ranger For en~oli-cem nl purpo e . 

J isitor proteclr'01l and sajet)'· The Committee r commend an p­
pr pri tion of 65 817.000 the arne a the budget e tirnate an~d the 
sam~e th Hou e allo" ance. 

The Comminee recorrun~end continued a si~ tance to the tO\\ n of 
Harpers Ferry \\. \ ia .. to cover the extraordinary la\\f enfor(:ement bur­
den cau ed b .. ' the ational Historic Park visitation, For fiscal year 1982 
at the level of 85 000 to be provid~ed out of funds appropriated for the 
visitor protection and safety acti' ity. Bill language i al o includ~ed. 

1aintenance. The Committee recommend an appropriation of 
$240.945 000. an increase of 47 000 000 over the budget e tilnate and a 
reducti~on of $13,219,000 from the House allowance. This recommenda­
tion includ~es $4 7.000.000 requested by the Administration in the Park 
Restoration and lmprov~ement progran1, v.rhich vlas to b~e fund~ed out of 
the Lan~d and Water Conservation Fun~d (L&WCF),. The Co,rrunittee 
recommen~ds a direct appropriation at this tin1'e for th~ese additional 
h~ealth and safety projects ( 18 000.000) an~d cyclic maintenance proje~ts 
($29.000 000) rather than through the L&WCF, pending Congressional 
action on the legislative initiative as proposed by the Administration. 

The Cotrunittee doesn t agree vlith the additional $13,224 000 added 
by the House. These projects were schedule~d to begin in fiscal year · 
1983 or later. Ra'th~er than accelerate these projects, the Cotmllittee en­
courages the Service to concentrate on carefully managing the substan­
tially increased maintenance progran1 provided by the Cotrunittee"s 
recorrunendation. However the 1PS may substitute som~e of these 
projects for the projects funded by the Cotrunittee if delays are en­
countered in the original list of projects. 

The Committee directs the Ser' ice ~o make available $500 000 from • 

funds appropriated in fiscal year 1982 to improve the Mount McKinley 
Park Road in Alaska including grading widening. and resurfacing as 
necessary. This road has had se' eral fatal bus accidents in recent y~ears, 
and the CotJunittee expecls that these funds will improve the safety of 
the road. Further the Sen ice should provide the Corrunittee a report, 
in conjunction \vith the submission of the fiscal year 1983 budget that 
pro,·ides alternati\'e management options to deal \vith the road safety 
issue in future vears . .. 

Resour;ces tnanager11ent. The Committee recommends an appropria· 
tion of $81.629.000, an increase of $10,,000 000 o'er the b dget estimate 
and a de,crease of $300.000 from the House allO\\'ance. This recorrunen­
dation includes $10 000 000 requested through the Park Restoration an~d 
Improvement program. 

International publications. The Committee reconunends an appro­
priation of $3 122=000 the same as the budget estirnale and as the 
House allov.•ance. 



.. 
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International park affairs. The Committee recotnxnends an appropria­
tion of $394,000, the sarne as the budget and as the House allowance. 

Volunteers-in-parks. The Conunittee recomxnends an appropriation 
of $250,000, the sarne as the budget and the House allowance. · 

New area studies. The Committee recommends no appropriation in · 
1982 for new area studies, ili.e same as the budget estixnate and House 
allowance . 

Water resources. The Cotrullittee recommends an appropriation of 
$1,567,000 for water resources, the sarne as the budget estirnate and 
House allO\\'ance. 

Rivers and trails. The Committee recommends an appropriation of 
$1,072,000 for rivers and trails, the sar11e as the budget estitilate and 
House allowance. 

General management plans. The Conunittee reconunends an appro­
priation of $2,325,000, the sarne as the budget estirnate and a reduction 
of $1,600,000 from the House allowance. 

Statutory and contractual aid. The Committee recommends an ap­
propriation of $1,480,000, the satne as the budget estimate and a reduc­
tion of $500,000 below the House allowance. The preceeding table 
shows the distribution by project 

General ad1ninistration. The Cotnxnittee reconunends an appropria­
tion of $32,265,000 as a ne\\' activity in the Operation of the National 
Park System appropriation. This is a decrease of $1,505,000 from the 
budge~ estimate and an increase of $800,000 over the House allowance 
of $31,465,000, which was proposed as a new appropriation. This recom-
mendation is developed as follows: · 
Common progrrm serYices O~l>S ....... ....... ...... ................... ................................ + $26,052,000 
Executive direction O~'PS ...... ... ....... ..... ...... .................................... ...................... + 6,57 5,000 
Common program services: 

Construction ...................................................................................... , ................ . 
JFK Center .............................. .... ...................................................................... . 

Subtotal .......................................................................................................... . 
• 

Travel Washington and regional offices ................................................. ........... . 
Public affairs ........................................................................................................... .. . 
l..egislative affairs ...................................................................................................... . 
Cnspecified reduction ...................................................................... : ....................... . 

+914,000 
+229,000 

+ 33,770,000 
-325,000 
-500,000 
-180,000 
-500,000 ----

Total ..... .. ................................................................................... ......... ,.............. 32,265,000 

The Committee directs that $1,000.000 be used for remodeling and 
life safety corrections to facilities in the Grand Canyon Unified School 
District, in accordance with section 301 of Public Law 96-581, the 
funds to be derived from fiscal year 1982 appropriations. 

The Committee also directs that the Service shall cooperate \vith the 
U.S. Artny Corps of Engineers in a survey and study of the hydro­
electric potentials of Falls Creek as a source of electrical power for the 
communi tv of Gustafus and for the Glacier Bav National Monument. 

The Coilunittee has been frustrated in its efforts to secure a cotrunit­
ment that the SerYice will provide, out of funds appropriated in fiscal 
year 1981, for the rehabilitation of the training barn in Rock Creek 
Park for the use of the concessioner, the National Center for Thera­
peutic Riding, in a timely manner. The conferee.s for the 1981 ~ppro­
priations bill directed such action and the Comn11ttee expects actton by 
September 1, 1981. 



The Committee recomm nd fundin 
1 a in fiscal ear 1 2 at th saxn 

~,700,000. 
It i th intent of the Co1runitt e that th rvic • th 

pro\'ision of 1 nited tat Code 4124 h n th~ n 
lndu trie ha~ e an order backlog that significant! dela proj t -
tion . The Committee ugge ts thal lhe agencies procur ub titut 
good from small bu ine es, especial) tho e eligible for mall Bu in_ .. 
Admini tration ection 8(a) contracts. 

In accordance with current statute and m~emorandum of under­
standing, the Commitlee directs that there shall be no public acce to 
the Piscata\\ ay ati ~onal Park through propeny owned by the Alice 
Ferguson Foundations, Inc. except that pers6n designated by the 
foundation may be permitted such access at ti111es specified by the 
Foundation. 

. "ATIO .. Al RECREATIO .. A.J) PR'FSER\'ATIO •• 
• 

1981 appropriation .. .. .. . .. ....................... ....... .. ..... ............................... ......................... SlS.98~0,()()() 
1982 budget estimate.................................................................................................. 13,088,()(X) 
House allo\\~ance ............................................................................ o ..... o....................... 13,088.()(X) 
Committee recommendation ........................................ o·······················oo.................... 12,688,()(X) 

The Commitlee recotrunends an appropriation of $12,688,000, a re­
duction of 400 000 belOYl both the budget esti1nate and the House al­
lowance. This account is a new appropriation in the ational Park 
Service and '"as formerl. the salaries and expenses account for the 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service. It is composed of the 
following activities: 

Recreation programs: 
Planning ..................... o. o··········· •• o •• o 

Community and human resource 

Budget 
eshmate 

$251,000 

CommtttH 
Change 

$251,000 0000 ••••••••••••••••••••• 

development ......... o•· o. o•· ••••• o• o•o··· 0 o• •• o •••••• oo•··· •••••••••••••••• 0 •••••••• o,••·o· •••••• o• 0 ••••••••••••• 0 •••• 

Water resources 000 o• •• 000. o •• ·······o•o o• 0 0 o ••••••••• o •• o.·o···· o o •• •o··· o•··· 0 •••• 0 , •••••••••••••••• •o••· ••••••••• o••· 

Park and recreation technical 
• services ...................................... . 

Subtotal ... 0 ••• o ... 0 •••• 000 ••••••••••••••••• 

National programs: 
Resource area designation ......... . 
Federal real property ... 0 ••• 0. 0 •••••••••• 

Natural area programs ooo··· ....... o•· 0. 

Subtotal ......... 0 •••• 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Cultural programs: 

1,970,000 

2,221,000 

an,ooo 
438,000 
279.000 

1,594,000 

1 ,97(),()()() ooooooooooooooooooo•••••• 

2,221,000 0000 ••••••• o••••••• oooooo 

~~.()()() •••o••··················· 
438 '()()() ................ 0 •••• 0 ••• 

279.000 ........................ . 

1 .5~.000 ··············•••o•••···· 

Planning .......... 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••• o•· •• 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• o ••••• 

Maintenance of National Regis· 
tE!r ............................................... . 

Technical preservation services .. 
1.909,000 
1,548,000 

1 .~.()()() •••••o··················· 
1,148,000 - $400,000 

.. 



... 

• 

.. 

Cultur;al programs-Continued 
National Architectural and Engi-

neering Record ......................... . 
Interagency Archeological Serv· 

• 
ICes .•...........................••............... 

Subtotal .................................. . 

Environmental and compliance re-
• 

VIeW ......•...••......••........•.....•.•........ 

Grant administration ....................... ..... . 

23 

Budget Committee 
estimate recommendation Change 

$964,000 

2,250.000 

6,671,000 

602,000 

2,000,000 

• 

$964 '000 ............. , ............ . 

2,050,000 -200,000 

6,071.000 -600,000 

602,000 ..... ................... . 

2,200,000 +200,000 

Total ........................................... . 13,088,000 12,688.000 -400,000 

The technical preservation services request of $1,548,000 has been 
redu~ed by the requested increase of $400,000 which was to support an 
additional workload at the Federal level for tax act certifications since 
the State historic preservation programs were to be eliminated. The 
Cornmittee is recommending that the State offices be maintained in the 
historic preservation fund, thereby eliminating the need for an increase 
to technical preserYation services. Because of the retention of the his­
toric preservation State grants $200,000 has been added to grant ad­
ministration. 

The Cornmittee recommends a reduction of $200,000 for the Inter­
agency Archeological Services program, leaving $2,050,000 available for 
this activity. These services are duplicative of many other archeological 
services and €Ultural resources protection prograrns administered· ·by 
other Federal agencies . 

• 

l:'"R.BA. ; PARK A!\TI RECREATION Fl1\'D 
1981 appropriation ...... ..... ....... .... ...... .. .. .. .......... ..... .. ......... ... ........... ....... ............ ......... 1 Sl,()()(),OOO 
1982 budget estimate .............................. ......... ..... .................. ... .... ... ..... ........... ... ....... .... , ................. . 
House allowance..................................................................... ... ..... .......................... ... 10:()()(),000 
Committee recommendation .. ..................................... ................... .. .......................... .............. ....... . 

1 Includes a fiscal year 1981 rescission of S19,<XX>,<XX>. 

The Corru11ittee reconunends no appropriation 'in fiscal year 1982, the 
same as the budget request and a decrease of $10,000,000 below the 
House allowance, 

The Urban Park and Recreation Fund was established in 1978 as a 
pan of the urban assistance progratn of the prior Administration. Over 
$135 million was provided in fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981. Funds 
are included in the National Park Service operating budge~ to admini-

• ster pnor year grants. 
Even vlithout further Federal grants, urban areas \\'ill continue to 

. benefit from these prior year grants, directly in tett11S of the facilities 
that have been provided and indirectly because many cities have de­
veloped recreation development and rehabilitation plans which will con­
tinue to assist city personnel to manage urban recreation progratllS . 

• 







19 1 appropnauon 
198 bud e te 
House allo ance 
Comnuuee recommendauon 

The Commi te reco,mntend an appropri lion of ,000. n 
increa e of 141 15 .000 o er the budget and an incr 5,640 000 
o er the Hou e allo~ ance. The Coan,rrtin e al that the d r 1 
land acquisition fund be appropriated directl to th man · nc '. 

The CoJrunittee al o recognizes the benefits pro ided b th non· 
profit organization invol ed in land acqui ition . Ho e er, th Com­
mittee i concerned that the e organizations fr quentl recei e conunit· 
ments and option prior to congressi~onal aulhorizBtion. 
Th~e follov.'ing table ho s the Cotrutlittee recoJJlltlendations: 

Assistance to States: 

Budget 
estimate 

• 

Matching grants ..................................................... . $100,000.000 + $100,000.000 
Administrative expenses .............. . $4,564.000 $2,282.000 - 2,282,000 

Subtotal ...................................... . 4,564,000 102,282,000 + 97,718,000 

Federal programs: National Park 
~"'iC:t! .............................................. . 29,433,000 69,700.000 + 40,267,000 

Administration ............... ~········.-····· .. ·· .. ·· 831,000 ·················~······· -831,000 

Pinelands National Reserve ad'minis· 
trative expenses........... .. ......... . 126.000 4.126,000 + 4,000,000 

1rotal ........................................... . 34,954.000 176,108,000 + 141,154,000 

Th~e Co1nmittee recorrunends the following projects: 

·ationaJ Pari Service: 
~JlJ)~a~~ ~lllil ............................................................................................... . 
Bjg C)'Pre,SS (Fla.) .............................................................................................. . 
Bisc:a ~· n e . ~ (Fla.) ............................................................................................. . 
Buffalo Ri,•er (Ark.) ........................................................................................ . 
Cumberland lslan d (Ga.) .. . . . ............................................................................ . 
Dela~are Water Gap (Pa.. ·.1.) ..................................................................... . 
Golden Gate (Sweene:. Ridg . Cali() ........................................................... . 
Jean ufitt.e " .HP (u.) ..................................................................................... . 
Lower St. Croix (Minn .. Wis.) ........................................................................ . 
· e\\' Ri\•er Gorge (W. a.) ............................................................................. . 

St Croix WSR ( inn .• Wis.) ... , ....................................................................... . 
Fon Sumter .. ~ (S.C.) .................................................................................... . 
\'aile} Forg~e (Pa) .............................................................................................. . 
\·irgin Islands . ·p (Hassel Island) .................................................................. . 
Olattahooch,ee Ri,'er . 1RA .............................................................................. . 
~fic:ie11c:ies .......................................................................................................... . 

Commilltt 
l'tCOIPIIMndDtlon 

$8,000.000 
12.300.000 

2,500.000 
2,200,000 

10,000.000 
1,500,000 

10,000,000 
2,500,000 
1,000,000 
4,000.000 

500.000 
400,000 

4,000,000 
3,550,000 

14.500.000 
10.250.000 

Slippag~e .................... ....... ............... .... ................................................................ . . -17,500,000 
A

,..._. . . 
wlatnlstr:atl\'e expenses .......................................................................................................... . 

~llt>t<>~ ....................................................................................................... ..... ~~.7()(),()()() 
Pinelan,ds _ · ational Reserve.............................................. ................................ 4,126,000 

~()tJll. . ................................................................................................................. ~~.~26,()()(} 
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PARK RESTO RATIO~ A1 m IMPROVEME IT 
1981 appropriation ...... , ........................................ , ..... , ..................... , .................. , .............. , ................... . 
1982 budget estimate.................................................................................................. S105 ,000,000 
House allowance .•.....•.•.••....••.• , .....••...•.•..•.......•• , .........•..•.... , ................ , ...••.•................•.•••••.••. , ...•.••........ 

• 

Comm.i ttee recommendation ...... ,., ........................... , ............................. ......... ,.............. . ............ , ........ . 
• 

The Cotnttlittee reconnt1ends no appropriation for the Park Restora· 
tion and Improvement prograrn from the I 2nd and Water ~Consenration 
prograrn at this tirne. Legislation providing authority for this financing 
arrangement is pending and the Comrnittee \\'ill support such a tech­
nique if approved by Congress. 

The Cotnrnittee, however, is concerned about the overall condition of 
the National Park System and has provided the ar11ount requested by 
the Administration for improvements through the norn1al National Park 
Service accounts~ as follows: 

• 

Operation of National Park System: 
Maintenance ....................................... ........................ , ........... , ...................... ,..... + $47 ,()()(),000 
Resources man.agement .... , ................ , ....... , ........... ,.,..... .. .. ................. ......... .. ...... + 10,000,000 

CollStrUction ..................................................... .,. ................. ..... ................ ..... ..... .... .. + 48%000,000 

Total ....................................................................... , ................. , ...................... ,. + 105, ()()() ,000 

JOHN F. KEN"'NEI>Y CE1 t"IER FOR "I"HE PERFORMING ARTS 

1981 appropriation ............... , ................... ,...................................................................... S4,541,000 
1982 budget estimate ................ .,. ............................ , ....... , ... .,. ..... , ......................... ,............ 4.315,000 
House allowance ................................................................... , ................ ,......................... 4.315.000 
Committee recommendation......................... ............................................................... 4,315, 000 

• 

The Comtnittee recotntnends an appropriation of $4,315,000, the 
same as the budget estimate and the House allo\vance. 

• • 

GE~'"ERAL AD:\ill\lSTRA TIO .. 
1981 appropriation ............................................................................... , ..................................... , ....... . 
1982 budget estimate ............................... , ................................... , ... ... ,........................ ($33, 770 .000) 
House allo\\'ance ........................................................................ .. ,. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31,465,000 
<::c>rilillitt.ee recommendatio11.................................................................................... (32,265,000) 

The Conunittee reconunends no new appropriation for General Ad· 
ministration expenses. Rather, the Comtnittee has provided $32,265,000 
as a new activity .in the Operation of the National Park System 

• • appropnauon. • • 

ENERGY AND MINERALS 

GEOLOGICAL SuRVEY 

SL"RVEYS, ~"VESTIGATIO~S, A!\TD RESEARCH 
1981 appropriation ......................................... .,. ............... .,. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . S516 .20 1, 000 
1982 budget estimate......................................... ............... ........................................... 529 .527,()()() 
House allO\\'ance ..................................................... , ........................................... , ......... ,. 535,561,()()() 
Committee recommendation................................. ..................................................... 529.86 9, ()()() 

The Corrunittee recommends an appropriation of $529,869,000, 
$342,000 above the budget estirnate and $5,692,000 belO\\' the House al­
lovlance. The follovling table provides a comparison of the Conunittee's 
fiscal year 1982 recornrnendations and the budget estitnates: 



National mapping, ~geogra1phy, and 
surveys: 

P1rimery QU,Bdlr&nglle mapping....... SSS.745.000 $35,745,000 ........................ . 
Modernilation of mapping t~ech· 

no11ogy ...............•......................... 4,142.()()() 4,142,()()() ........................ . 
01 ~gita ll mapping ............................ .. 
1Re~v1islo 1n ......................................... . 
Orthopholoquads ............................ . 
Small. in'ternaediate. and special 

mapping oo 0 o 0 o o o o o 0 0 0 o 0 o o 0 0 0 I o o o I o o 0 0 0 o 0 I 0 0 I 0 o 

form a ti on .................. ~· ........ ~· ........ . 

Subtotal. Nat1ional mapping, 
geography, and :surveys ..... 

10,423,000 
6,520.()()() 

15 .ooo 

76,637.000 

1 0,423,()()() oo 0 0 0 o o I 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 o oo 0 00 0 0 0 

6,520.()()() ........................ . 

15 ,()()() ••••••••••••••••• 1010000<1 

3.913.()()() oo OOo oo II 0 I 0 0 toO 00 0000010 

======================~==== 
Geologl~c and miner,al r~esource sur· 
ve~ a1nd 1mapping: 

!EarthQuake hazards reduct~ion .... . 
v~olcano hazards ........................... . 
Ground failur~e ,and ~construction 

h 8,Z&Ird S .. , ...... .. .... .......... , .... ,, ..... ,, .. 

IReact~or hazafds r~esearch ........ ,.. .. 
Geologic framework ...... , ............... . 
Geomagnetism .............. , ....... , ........ , .. 
Climate change ..... .,. ........ ~ .... , .. ., ...... . 
Mineral lfesource surveys ..... , ... , .... . 
Energy geologic surveys , .... , ......... . 
Offshor~e geologic surveys ..... , ...... . 

34,425,000 
13,135,000 

2.an.ooo 
3,20,2,,000 

1 ~4,887 ,000 
2,,229,000 
1,058,1000 

~40,838,000 
40,61 ~4,000 

,22,096,000 

34,425.()[)0 ......... IOO ••••• 0 ••••••• 

13,135,()()() ... ,. .................... . 

2,an ,I(X:)() .•••.•.•. , ••.•••••••.••••• 
3,202,()()() OO IOOIIIIOOIOOIOOOOIOOOIOOO 

13,787 .()()() -1.100,000 
2 I 2.29 . ()()() ..... I ••••• , •• 0 ••••••••••• 

1,058,000 .............. , .......... . 
40 t '838 1 ()()() • • o • o • o ,, • o • • o o • ,, o o • o • o 10 , o 

-2,000,000 
2.2 I 096 '()()() ...... , ....... 0 •• •• I • 0 •• I • 

---------------------------------
Subtotal,, Geologic and 1mineral 

resource surveys and map· 
ping ...... , ... , ......... , ........ , ....... , ... ~····· 175,361 ,000 1'7,2,261,00 -,3,100,000 

Water resources investigations: 
Federal program .. .,. ........... .,. .. ,...,. .. .,.. 
Federal/state program .. .,. .... ,.. .... ,.. .. 
Energy hydrology , .. ,. ......... ,, .. , ..... .,. .. ,,. 

Subtotal. Water resour~ces in-
vestigations .............. 1 •• , •• ,. , •••••• , • ••• 

Conservation of lands and m'inerals: 
Outer Continental Shelf 1lands .... . 
Federal and Indian lands ............ . 
Royalty management ........ , .. , .......... . 

Subtotal, Conservation of lands 

Earth ,sciences appl'ications: 
Earth resources observation S%· 

tem ............. , .............. . , .. , ........... , .... ," 
Envir~onmental affairs ... , ............. , .. .. 
Land resources data applies· 

ti 0 ns .. , ....... , ... , ..... , ...... , ... le. , •••••••• , ••• , •••••• 

52.689.000 
46,946,000 
19,803,000 

52,689.000 ....... , ........... , ...... . 
46 ,94'6,000 ... 0 •••• , ••• , ••• ,,. 0 •••••••• 

19,803 J ()()() o 0 0 o II 0 '' 0 o 10 It 0 0 0 0 '' o o 0 o 10 0 10 0 I 

---------------------------------
11'9 ,438. 000 

68,982,000 
44,913,000 
16,170,000 

11,9.4.38,()()() ... , ..... , ................ . 

68,982,000 ..... ,..,, .. , .. ,, ..... , ... , .... 
44,321,000 -592.000 
16,1'70,000 ...... , ... , ............... . 

----------------------------------
130,065,000 129,4'73,,000 -592,000 

12,554,,000 
4,102,000 

2,678.000 

12,554,000 ....... , ... , ... , ........... . 
4,1 02,'()()0 ........ , .... , ... , ........ ,,. 

2,678,,000 ... , ....... , ...... , .. ,, ..... . 

~Subtotal, Earth sc'iences 
applications , ..... , ................... . 19.334,000 19,334,()()() ..... , ... , .......... , ...... . 

• 
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• Th~e ~c~ m · · tt~e tll r ~ r rec m ~end ... 

lh . th · n ~ ra1 r d ction of 7 16 000 pro I ed i th bud ~et r m-.. · ..••.• 
· u d~ ~ ~ th l n offic •ithi G u tain a di r p~ ni naL red c-
tion "'itll ~ou . ppr~o al , f both appropria.ti~on . c mmiLt e . 

The Committee joins · ith the Hou e in re ta.tin th~ 
portance of accelerating impro .'ements in tb~e ro~ al )' m n . ... ,... 
counting and col],. ction yslem. 

• 
1~-

ac-

1981 appropriation...................................................................................................... 1107,001,000 
198_ budget estimat:e .. .............. ..... .. .... .............. ............... .. .. .. ....... ..................... ..... ... ,000 
House ,allo\\•ance ................ .... . ....... .. .............. ......................... ........ .... ....... ............... ... 2. · 00.000 
Committ~ee r~ecommendation .... ... .... ....... .. . .. .. .. ........ .... .. . .... .. . . ... ... .. .. ..... ..... ..... ........... 2 600,000 

Th~e ~C~onmtittee recomm~ends an appropriation of , · 2 600 1000 'th ~ 
san1e as the budget r~equ~est and the House allow•ance. 

Thi level of funding Y.•ill pro' ide for the continued operation of 
some ~I even 'A' ens at th ~e Barra\\' Gas Field, v. hi ell service both go~ em­
ment installations and nearby native populations. ~o further funding is 
being pro' ided for govertliTlenr-sponsored ~exploratory drilling on the 

T.PRA because of the soon to be implemented private leasing pro,gram 
established in the fiscal year 1981 appropriations act. The Conunjttee 
joins th~e H.ouse in conunending the Department for itS rapid im­
plementation of the prograrn noting the first lease sale is sche~duled for 
December 1981. 

DIGITAL CARTOGRAPHY 
1981 appropriation ...................................................................................................... . 
1982 budget estimate................................................................................................... $6,034,000 
House ~lo'\\·ance ................ , .................................................................................... , ............ , ...... , ......... . 
Co.mm i ttee recomm e,n da.ti on ............. ,......................................................................... . ..................... . 

The Committee recommends no appropriation for digital canography, 
$6 034~000 belov: the budget estimate and the same as the House. 

Because the establishment of a revolving fund for the acquisition of 
digital cartographic data has not yet been authorized, the C.orrunit~ee 
has not recoffi:IDended a nev" ~ separate appropriation for the digital car­
tography account. However the Conunittee is generally receptive to this 
concept and urges the authorizing Corrunittees to act quickly to re'View 
the proposal. $4 034 000 has been provided within USGS''s "'surveys, in­
vestigations, and research' account under the subtitle "digital 
mapping. ' 

BL~EAC OF ML fES 
1981 appropriation ......................................................................................................... Sl42.319,000 
1982 budget estimate ............................................................................................. .......... 141.9110;000 
House allo~·ance .. ............ ....................................................... .. ... .... ................................ 143,460.()()() 
Comminee recommendation............................................................................................. 151,539,000 

The Corru11ittee recormnends an appro.priation of $151,539 000, an in­
crease of $9,629 000 over the budget estimate and an increase of 
$8,079 000 over the House allowance. 

• 
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The distribution by activity is as follows: 

Minerals and research: • 

MinE!ral health and safety tech-
rlology ........................................ . 

Minerals environmental teehnol-
ogy ............................................... . 

Minerals resources technology .... 

~utltotal ...................................... . 
Mirlerals information: 

Data collection and analysis ....... . 
Land assessments ......................... . 

Subtotal ........ : ............................. . 

Budget Committee 
estimate recommendateon Change 

$54,700,000 $57,700,000 + $3,000,000 

12,315,000 12,315,000 ........................ . 
40,646,000 37,646,000 - 3,000,000 

4 

107,661,000 ·107,661,000 ........................ . 

21,540,000 
12.709,000 

34,249,000 

21 .~.()()() ........................ . 
12,709,000 ............. , ........... . 

• 

.. 34,249,000 ........................ . 
~irlE!rill lrl!>titlJt~ .......................................................... . 9,629,000 + 9.629,000 

Total, Bureau of Mines............. 141,910,000 151,539,000 + 9,629.000 

' 
Minerals research. The Comrnittee reconunends an increase of 

$3,000,000 over the budget estirrtate for mineral health and safety tech­
nology research. This reflects Conunittee concern that future minerals 
resource mining activity will continue to increase and is still atnong the 
most hazardous of occupations. 

The Com•nittee recotntnends $12,315,000, the same as the budget es­
timate and a reduction of $1,400,000 from House action, for the min­
erals environmental technology activity. The reduction from the House 
recorrunendation for a lead and zinc demonstration program is based on 
the fact that the Bureau is currently mapping and locating the mine­
related features in the Tri-State district, and that study will not be com­
pleted until late July, 1982. No funds will be needed until the study is 
completed. Therefore, funds for thP demonstration project can be re­
viewed in conjunction with the fiscal year 1983 budget with no sig­
nificant delay in a demonstration project if one is desired at that tirne. 

The Conunittee reconnnencls a reduction of $3,000,000 from the 
budget estirnate for minerals resources technology. This reduction still 
provides in increase of about $11,500,000 over the 1981 appropriations 
to date, an increase of about 44%. · 

Public affairs. The House recommended a reduction of $150,000 for 
the Bureau of Mines Public Affairs Office, a reducti0n of about 35%. 
The Comnlittee does net agree with that reduction and recommends the 
satne as the budget estimate . 

AJined land demonstration. The Comrnittee reconunends that no 
funds be provided to the Bureau from the Abandoned Mine Reclarna­
tion Fund in fiscal year 1982 for additional mined land demonstration 
projects. The Rureau has been involved in the conduct of over 400 
mined land projects totaling about $103,000,000 during the period 
1975-81. About $85,000,000 of that arnount has gone to Pennsylvania. 
The Office of Surface Mining has obligated abou~ $65,000,000 during 
the sarne period, with no state having received more than $17,000,000 
(Pennsylvania), followed by Kentucky ($12,000,000), West Virginia 
($7,000,000}, and Ohio ($7,000,000). To date, none of ~e fiscal year 
1981 demonstration funds provided to the Bureau have been 0bligated 
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The Cotruni tee e pee the Office of urfac inin to 
prioritl to the Ji, e and p]jopen of Centralia r id n . Th o 
expec 0 to develop a orkabl plan to implem t lhi d. 
and repon back to the Hou e and enate Appropriation o 
on the proposed implementation of thi plan \\'ithin 30 
enacunent of tbi bill. The Conunitte~ funher expec the· Bu 

ines to proceed to implement th exploratory drilling in 
with 850.000 from th~e Aban~doned in~e Recla•nation Fun~d. 

1ine1ial in.fomlation. The Corrunittee reco1n1nend 4,249 000, th 
satne as th~e budget estittlate for the data collection and analy i acti it) 
and for the land assessmenl acti it . 

Afine~al Jnstituzes. The Corrunittee reconun~en~d a ne appropriation 
of 9,629,000 ~or the Bureau of Min~es in 1982 for continuation of the 
Mineral Institutes Program. 
Th~e CoiJunittee directs the Bureau ~o perfonn the engineering and 

design work related to the construction of a new facility near Bruce~on, 
Pa., out of funds appropriated in fiscal year 1982, at an estima~ed co l 
of $336,000. 

0FF1CE OF StZRFACE MIN~G, RECI.A\4!ATIO • A ID E. ~ORCB4El IT 

REGll.A TJ~O . A. ID TECHNOLOGY 
1981 appropriation . . .. .. . ....... .. ....... ............ .. .... .............. ...................... .. .. ..................... S89 ,679,()()() 
1982 budget estimat~e ................................................................................................. , 64,568~000 
House allo\\·ance .............. ....................................................... ..................................... 66.033,000 
Committee recommendation...................................................................................... 64,418.000 

Th~e ConlDlittee recorrunends an appropriation of $64,418,000, a de­
crease of $150 000 below the budget estimate and a d~ecrease of $1,615,· 
000 beiO\\' th~e House allowance. A comparison of the budget estimates 
an~d the Cornmittee recommendation is as follows: 

State regulatory prograntS grants ........ 
Federal regulatory programs: 

State and Federal programs ....... . 
lnspecUon and enforcement ....... . 
Technical support ........................ . 

Subtotal ...................................... . 

Budget CommlttM 
estimate recommendation Change 

$31,900,000 $31,900,000 ........................ . 

16,,074,000 16,074,000 ........................ . 
9,653,000 9,653,000 ........................ . 
6.941 ,000 6,941.000 ........................ . 

32,668,000 32,668,000 ........................ . 
Mineral lnstit,utes ................................................................................ · ~·· ......................... . 
Executive direction and administra-

ti()fl ················•···································· ........................ . -150,000 -$150,000 

Tot at, regulation and t~echnol-
ogy ................ ~· ......................... . 64.568.000 64,418,000 -150.000 

St,ate regulatory program grants. The Committee recom1nends 
$31,900,000 for the State regulatory prograrn grants, the sarne as the 
budget estitnate and the House allO\\'ance. In addition $5,800,000 de­
ferred in fiscal year 1981 will be available for state regulatory prograrn 
grants to those eight coal producing states still eligible for 80 percent 
matching grants under the statute. 
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The Comminee shares the deep concern of the House over this 
country's vast mine lands in excess of 1.1 million acres which still 
remain to be reclaimed through the Abandoned Mine Reclamation 
Fund. While it is understood that little such reclatnation \vork has ac­
tually been accomplished because many states have not yet received 
primae)', we expect all 24 states desiring a permanent state regulatory 
program to have achieved this goal by the end of the first quarter of fis­
cal year 1982. Accordingly~ the Conunittee joins in urging OSM to ac­
celerate the reclat11ation progra1r1 as quickly as. is practical. In this 
regard, the Cotrunittee also applauds OSM's effons to assist the states 
in drafting reclarnation plans simultaneously with the regulatory pro­
grams so that these reclamation plans can be quickly adopted upon the 
states' receipt of primacy. As States gain primacy and begin to imple­
ment reclar11ation plans the Corrunittee expects the Departtnent to 
provide additional funds from available unobligated balances. 

State reclamation program grants. $70,000 000 is recotnmended for 
state reclaination grants, the sarne as the House and the budget es­
titnate. Testitnony of OSM indicated their intention to undenake some 
280 high priority projects in fiscal year 1982 at a total cost of ap­
proximately $104,000,000. The additional $34,000,000 for this activity is 
provided through an unobligated previous year balance totaling some 
$57,000,000. The Conunittee strongly urges OSM to use as much of the 
remaining $23,000,000 unobligated balance as possible to fund addi-
tional high priority reclarnation projects. . 

Federal reclamation progra1ns. The Cotrunittee concurs with the 
budget estimate and House allovlance for fund management ($7,077,-
000), technical support ($1~650~000)· and Interior reclan1ation projects 
($31,200,000). Ho'A'ever. the Cornmittee does not concur with the House 
action transferring $16,000,000 of the $31,200,000 to the Bureau of 
Mines for work on demonstration reclatnation projects. Such a move 
can result in the funding of lower priority demonstration projects rather 
than the unfunded high priority reclatnation projects, now totaling 
about 400, which both Committees have so adamantly pushed for. The 
Cotrunittee believes OSM should retain the flexibility to be~ter control 
the use of these funds. The Committee has also not concurred with the 
House transfer of $1,000.000 from the small operator assistance pro­
grarn. Rather~ the Committee recorrunends a level of $4,300,000. the 
same as the budget estimate, to maintain this progratn at a maintenance 
level v.rith no ne\\' project starts. An additional $1,000,000 will not be 
sufficient to make a significant positive impact on the fiscal year 1982 
prograrn. 

Rural abandoned n1ine progran1. The rural abandoned mine program 
(R~t\MP) is administered by the Soil Conser\'ation Serrice in the 
Department of Agriculture. Unbound by the statutory provisions that 
resrrict State prograzns from implementing reclamation plans prior to 
the approval of a State enforcement plan, RAMP has moved forward in 
an expeditious fashion implementing much needed reclarnation projects. 
The mechanisms for av.-arding contracts are in place and can be in 
operation quickly. HO'J.'ever, RAMP has heretofore been harnpered by 
lack of funding from the Office of Surface Mining (OSM). It is the un­
derstanding of the subcommittee that RAMP has the capability of put-
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in the activities as set out in the BIA budget justification. Since the es­
titnated $20,000,000 balance of these Ilv1PL accounts \\'ill be available 
for expenditure in fiscal year 1982, the Con1rnittee has made a one tirne 
reduction in the total operation of Indian progratns appropriation of a 
like arnount. It is the intent of the Comrnittee that this reduction apply 
to those BIA agencies at which the IMPL funds balances are available 
so that the balances will be elirninated by the end of fiscal year 1982. 
Any balances remaining at the end of fiscal year 1982 will become mis­
cellaneous receipts of the Treasury. 

The follov,ring table provides a detailed comparison of the budget es­
titnates and the Cotrunittee recommendations: 

Educat1on: 

. Budget 
estimate 

Commrttee 
recom ... 

mendat&on . IMPL transfer Change 

School operations ........... ... .. . ... $197,632,000 $188,457,1 70 ($541 11 70} -$9.174,830 
Johnson ·0· Malley educational 

asststance ............................. , .. . 644,000 29,935.000 .............. .......... + 29,291 .000 
Continuing education ........... ,........... 19.4n.ooo 54.856,631 (272,250) + 35.379.631 

--------------------------------------
Subtotal, education ................ 21 7. 753,000 273,248,801 ..... .. ... .......... ..... + 55.495.801 

lndtan Serv1ces: 
Tribal government services .... . 
Social services ........................ .. 
Law enforcement ..................... . 

23,238.000 
90,404.000 
34,204,000 

Housing ................. " ................ , ................... , .......... . 

25,286,995 
96,627.865 
35,191 ,330 
28,686,680 
50,394,370 

(1 ! 167 ,995} 
{523.865) 
(849,330) 
(310.680) 
(1 16.370) 

+ 2,048,995 
+ 6.223.865 

+ 987,330 
+ 28,686.680 
+22,on.370 Self ·determinatiOn serv1ces ... .. . 28,317,000 

Navajo· Hopi settlement pro· 
gram.......... ..... ...... ................... 4.852.000 4,352.000 ....... ,,,, ........ ,,,,.. .. . - 500,000 

Subtotal, lndtan Services . 181 .015.000 240,539,240 .............. ........... + 59,524.240 

Economic development and em· 
ployment programs: 

Employment development ........ ......................... . 33,1 04,850 rn .aso> • 33,1 o4.aso 
Business enterprise develop· 

ment ....................................... . 
Road maintenance ................. .. 

Subtotal. economic develop· 
ment and emplyment pro· 
grams .... .. . , ....... ................... . 

Natural resources development: 
Natural resources, general ..... . 
Agncu lture ................................ .. 
Forestry ..................................... . 

Subtotal, trust responsibili· 
ties .... ... . , .............. , ... , ..... , .... . 

7,382,000 8,738,920 (956,920) + 1 ,356,920 
20,659,000 20,052,050 (643.050) - 606.950 

28,041 ,000 61 .895,820 .. .. . .. . .. . . . .. . .. .. . . .. .. + 33.854,820 

962.000 
23.486.000 
26,567,000 

6.636.000 
13,170.000 

800,000 
7,950.000 
6.758.000 

980.000 
24,205 150 
26.668.238 

6.999,410 
13,505,370 

(18,000) 
(219. 1 50} 
(301 ,238) 

(40 410) 
{35.370} 

+ 18.000 
+719,150 
+ 101 .238 
+ 363.410 
+ 335,370 

000.000 .............. , .............................. , .... . 
71 950.000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ............. , .......... . 
6, 758,000 .... , .................... ...... . , ................. . 

86.329.000 87.866.1 68 ........................ + 1 ,537,168 

926.000 
18,342,000 

28,880.000 

926,.000 ........ , ........... , ..... ····················· ... . 
18.312,166 (470, 166} - 29.834 

29.980.666 (600.666) + 1 11 00,666 

48.148.000 49,218.832 ........................ + 1,070.832 



Convnm 
• ,. 

1 management end tee h· 
1 n 

nage nl and edm~ntstra· 
It on . . .. . . . . . . ........ . 53,622,000 ~. ,EI()() ••••••••••••••••••.••• -257.100 

Progr m pporl &e roes .. . .. 
FecUtttes management ........... . 

5. .000 
92.011.000 

!i.~!i.()()() ................. . .. . 
90.260.820 (749.820) - 1.760.180 

--------------------------------
Subtotal general manage· • 

menl and fecllltaes opem· 
tt()n ...................................... 1~.~]rft,()()() 1 ,CLES.~~().~~ ........................ .. :!.()()~.~ 

(}onsolldated lnbal governmental 
programs...................................... 121.500,()()() ................................................. - 121.500.()()() 

Reduclton In per&onnel compen· 
68\ton............................................. -9 ()()() -9 ,()()() ................................................ . 

Recluction an travel.......................... - 881 .000 - 881,()()() ............................................... . 

()perBUon of Indian programs....... 822.997,000 850,972.581 ........................ + 27.975,581 
IMPL spend ou 1 ...................................... •· .. .. .. .. .. ...... - 20,()()(),()()() ••. ....•.•.•.••...... •.. - 20,()()(),()()() 

Total, operation of lndlan 
programs............................. 822,997.000 880,972.581 ........................ + 7,976.581 

Education. The Co1nminee has reduced th,e budget estirnate for 
school operations by the following amounts: equalization fonnula 
( $8,196,000); sch~ool disaster contingency fund ( $250,000); school 
board training ( $219,000); 93-638 coJntnitm~ents ( $454,000); an~d 
stan-up costs ( $597 ,000). Based on the latest data available, the 
Bureau has O\'eresti:mated day sch~ool enrollment by 1, 790 students and 
overesli•nated boarding sehool enrollment by 2,046 stud~ents. 

o increase has been provided for sch~ool board training. Rath~er than 
simply providing each board with an equal grant for training, the 
Conunittee urges the Bureau Lo target the funds to those boards with 
the greatest need and the high~est turnover in membership. The Com· 
mittee feels that there are sufficient resources in the facilities man­
agem~ent account to cover any emerg,ency work which is required on 
BIA schools an~d has, therefore, deleted th,e request for th~e disaster 
contingency fun~d. 

The Co1Iuninee directs the Bureau to provide sufficient funds to 
continue th~e Papago early childh~ood program in fiscal year 1982 and 
expects such funds to be made a ailable from th,e moneys allocated to 
the Phoenix area office for administrative purposes. 

Johnson-0 'Maile)'· The Comrninee has provided the January budget 
level for the JOM supplemental education progratn. 

ContitJuing education. The Conuniuee has n~ot prO\'ided th~e 
$998 619 budgeted for those tribally controlled co1rununity colleges 
\\'hich may be declared eligible for assistance during fiscal year 1982. 
Initiation of suppon in the middle of the fiscal or academic year has 
caused many problen1s in th~e past, and th~e Conuttittee is of the opini~on 
that newly eligible schools should not be funded until the following 
year. 
Th~e Corruninee has provided an additional $1,800,000 for Navajo 

Colntnunity College. The Inspecror Generals' office is conducting yet 
anoth~er audit of NCC. If the results of this audit indicate that the 
Co1n1nittee allowance is excessive, the Bureau should requ,est a reduc-
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tion in the arnount provided for the college. Further the Bureau is 
directed to initiate a periodic disbursement system for the college so 
that substantial cost overruns are not incurred as \\'as the case in fiscal 
year 1981. 

A reduction of $693,000 has been applied to the Institute of Ameri­
can Indian Arts (IAIA). Under a lease agreement "'ith the ~College of 
Santa Fe, IAIA will pay $400,000 for space and meals. The Cornrnittee 
allowance will provide $4,000 per student for instructional costs. In the 
interests of improved education the Conunittee believes that the IAIA 
faculty shGuld be limited to those teaching fine · ans courses and that 
the students should make use of the faculty of the College of Santa Fe 
for other academic courses. The Bureau is directed to report to the 
Cornntittee on the possibility of extending the -agreement with the col­
lege to include a pa1 tial tuition payment for certain academic courses. 

Indian services. The Conu11ittee has deleted $2!336,000 from tribal 
government services: aid to tribal gove1 nxnents ( $1,171,000); Bangor 
office ( $165,000); and new tribes (- $1,000,000). The Bureau has con­
tinually overstated the \\'Orkload for aid to tribal governn1ents, there­
fore, the requested increase has been denied. 

The Conuninee has increased the allowance for social services by 
$5,700,000 to partially meet the costs of welfare assistance in Alaska. 
The Comtnittee does not disagree with the premise that the State 
should assume these costs, but a phase out of Bureau support is re­
quired to insure an orderly transition. The latest available figures indi­
cate that the Bureau will spend almost $10,000,000 in fiscal year 1981 
on welfare grants in Alaska. The Coxntnittee fully intends that the State 
absorb any fiscal year 1982 costs in excess of the $5,700,000 Ylhich has 
been pro\•ided. · 

An increase of $88.000 has been provided under law enforcement to 
establish a substation at Dunseith, N. Dak. A further increase of 
$50,000 is provided to improve the law enforcement activities on the 
Stan<ding Rock reservation. Within the funds provided through the 
IMPL transfer, the Comtnittee expects that sufficient funds \vill be 
made available to the Makah tribe for continuation of its law enforce­
ment prograrr1. 

An increase of $4,600,000 has been provided for housing over the 
• 

January budget estirnate. This represents the amount justified for hcus-
ing construction and improvements under the Indian action teatn 
budget 

Within the total provided for self-determination services is $17,880,-
000 for grants; $2,938,000 for training and technical assistance; and 
$28,460,000 for contract support. The Conunittee has provided only 
$1~000,000 for the Office of Training and Technical Assistance. In 
almost everv instance the services of OT AT are available within the in-., 

dividual progratn activities. The available funds will continue the law 
enforcement . training (\\'hich should be transferred to the law 
enforcement activity) and provide for phase-out of the office. 

$500,000 identified for the life estate prograrn under the Navajo and 
Hopi settlement progratn has been deleted as it appears that there will 
be no life estates. . 
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.4 o. 
R d maJnl nanc .. . ..... .. .. . .. . ......... ............. . .............................................. . 7 0, 
B ~ enterpn de elopmen .. ..... ......................................... ... .................... . .. 1.- .. 
A nrulture .................................................................................................................. . 500, 

3 3.000 
Ul.ltl dl (! and par . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 300,000 

Th Conuniltee d~oes not believe that th office listed above ill re­
quire additional per onnel to manage th~e increased re ourc . Th 
remainder of the funds contained in the January budget v.rhich were not 
eli tribuled to the other progran1s and \\'hich have been deleted by the 
Conunittee inclu ~de 2 136,400 to fund Bureau and tribal admini trati e 
costs of the IAT prograrn and $2,700,000 for tribal facilities. Requests 
for tribal facilities should be justified \vith th~e other construction 
prograrn, of the Bureau. 

In making this change, il is not the Corrunittee's intent to reduce Fed­
eral support to any tribe which has received Indian action team moneys 
excepl ~or tho e funds identified as a~dministrative costs and facilities 
construction. The increases in other progratn areas should be used at 
lh~e location at which IA T money \\'Ould have been spent. In particular, 
the Conunittee directs that the Sandia Pu~eblo and the Coushatta tribe 
receive as a minimum th~e same level of suppon as was available in 
fiscal year 1981. 
Th~e Corruniuee has pro' ided $940,000 for IMPL enterprises under 

the business enterprise development account. The Conutlinee has 
agreed with the House reduction of $1 000,000 in administrative costs. 

The allowance for roads includes a $2,000,000 reduction to be applied 
to BIA personnel. The Bureau has budgeted the sarne number of per­
sonn~el to conduct the $20,000,000 road maintenance prograrn as are 
budge~ed for the $50 000,000 road construction prograrn. Only $1,100,-
000 of the roa~d maintenance prograrn is presently contracted to the 
tribes. Through a m~ore aggressive contracting effon, the level of acti,,ity 
of the road maintenance progratn can be maintained thus providing 
significantly increased employment at the tribal level while reducing the 
BIA pe~onnel cos~. 

Natu~al res~ources development. With the exception of the forestry 
prograrn, the Coxrunittee has agreed Vt'ith the budget estirnates for the 
narural resources develop1nent prograxns with the modification of the 
IMPL transfers and the Indian action team transfers. 

Trust ~esponsibilities The Coxnmittee has reduced the request for 
rights protection by $500 000 associated with grants to Alaska Native 
groups. To date, th~ere have been no applications for these funds and 
the remaining $250,000 should be sufficient for any applications that 
are recei ·ed. In agreement with the House, an additional $500,,000 has 
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been provided under real estate and financial services to partially meet 
the costs incurred by Shee Atika, Inc., Goldbelt, Inc., and Kootznoo­
woo, Inc. The Conm1ittee will consider additional funding for these 
three groups once an audit of the actual costs has been completed. 

General management and facilities operation. The Cotnntittee has 
reduced the budget estixnate for management and administration by 
$257,100. This amount was budgeted for the itnrnediate office of the 
Comxnissioner. There is no intention to appoint a Conunissioner and in­
fornlation made available to the Comrnittee indicated that these funds 
would be used to support the staff costs of the Assistant Secretary for 
Indian Affairs. No funds are to be transferred from the BIA to suppon 
the Assistant Secretary's office which is funded under the Office of the 
Secretary. . . 

Facilities management has been reduced by ·$2,500,000. This reduc­
tion is justified in view of the fact that during fiscal year 1981 three 
Bureau schools were transferred to the State of Alaska, the Albu­
querque Indian School will not be used in fisal year 1982, and addi­
tional school transfers to the State of Alaska are likely. In the construc­
tion account, $40,000,000 is made available for renovation and repairs 
of Bureau facilities. These expenditures should greatly reduce the 
maintenance costs of BIA schools and buildings. 

The Conunittee has not agreed Vlith the House reductions for public 
affairs and congressional affairs. 

CONSTRUCI101\ 
1981 appropriation .......................................... ............. .......... ................... ................. $100,182,000 
1982 budget estimate................................................................................................ 105,942,000 
House allowance........................................................................ ................................ lll,619,{)()() 

Comparable House allowance.......................................................................... (1 15, 472,000) 
Committee recommendation.................................................................................... 77,717,000 

The Committee recomrnends an appropriation of $77,717,000, a 
decrease of $28,225,000 below the budget estimate and $34,902,000 
below the House allowance. 

1be Comrnittee has not transferred funding for progratn administra­
tion to a gene~al administration appropriation as proposed by the 
House. The Department indicated that such a reorganization would be 
very time consuming and costly with no visible benefits as the admin .. 
istrative funds are currently identified within the account. In line with 
the recommendations to reduce the budget estimate for construction, 
the Committee has reduced the allowance for administration by 
$1,000,000. The folloYt'ing table shO\\'S the increase and decreases recom .. 
mended by the Comtnittee: 
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No funds have been provided to initiate construction on two pro­
posed irrigation projects. Section 383 of title 25, United States Code, re­
quires congressional authorization for the expenditure of funds in excess 
of $35,000 for the construction of ne\\' Indian irrigation projects. Such 
authorization has not been sought by the BIA,. The Snyder Act (25 
United States Code 13) does not provide the necessary authorization for 
construction of nev" projects as it gives authority only " ... For exten­
sion, improvement, operation! and maintenance of existing Indian irriga-

• 'I , uon systems . . . · 
• 

ROAD CO~STRUCfiO. • 

1981 appropriation .................. ...................... , .......................... , .. , .................. ,................. S48,625,()()() 
1982 budget estimate ... , .... , ...................... , .................................................. ,....... ............ 50.492.000 
House allo\\'ance ........... , ..... , ............................. , ..................... ,........................................ 48.800.000 

Comparable House alloM·ance .................................... ............ : :. ....... .. .. ..... .. ... .... (50, 412, 000) 
Committee recommendation ......................... , .............. , ..................... :......................... 50 816,810 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $50,816,810, an in­
crease of $324,810 over the budget estimate and $2,016:810 above the 
House allovlance. For the reasons noted previously $1:692,000 re­
quested for prograrn administration has not been funded under the 
general administration appropriation proposed by the House. 

As noted in the previous section, the Conunittee intends that the 
$90,000 required for roads atld bridges associated with the Navajo irri­
gation project be funded from the area allocatio,n under this progratn. 

The Committee further directs that the fiscal year 1983 budget es­
titnate for road construction provide as a separate pan of the justifica­
tion those road funds that are required to support Bureau and other 
federally funded construction projects such as nev" schools, housing 
irrigation projects, and other facilities. The remaining funds would then 
be available for distribution to the areas for tribal priority projects. 

The increase over the budget results from the transfer of IMPL 
funds. 

GE. ~RAL ADML\lSTRA TIO_ 
1981 appropriation ....................... , .. ... .. . .,. ...................... , ..................... , . .,. , .. .......... , ..... ... , .............. , ..... , ..... . 
1982 budRet estimate ............. , ................. ......................... ..................... ....... .......... .......................... . -
l~ouse allo~·ance ....... ... ,. .. . .. ..... .. .. ... .. .. .. ........ .... ....... .. ........ ...... . .... ......... ..... ... .. ..... .. .. . ... S63,512,()()() 
Committee recommendation .............. .,. .......... ............... ,., .. ................... ....................... ...... ............... . 

The Conunittee recommends no appropriation for a general admin­
istration account, the sar11e as the budget estimate and a reduction of 
$63~512 .. 000 belO\\' the House allowance . 

• 

TRL"ST Fl~l)S 
1981 approprianon .... ................ ..... .. ............ .,. ... ........................ , ............................ .. ... . 
1982 budget estimate .............................................. ,., ............................. , .................... . 
House allO\\'ance .... ............ ........... .............. ............................ ............ ............ .,. .......... . 
C omm in ee recomm en dati on .. ...... , ........ ....................... , ........... .. , .. .. .,. ,. ,. , ................... ,. .... . 

S28,000, ()()() 
28. ()()() , 000 
28 '()()(), 000 
28 '()()() . 000 

The Corrunittee recommends an appropriation of $28,000,000 in trust 
funds, the same as the budget estitnate and the House allowance . 

• 
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Budget Comminee 
est1mate recommendation Change 

Virgin Islands: 
Hospital construction grant.......... 18,200,000 21 ,400,000 + 3,200,000 

-----------------------------
Subtotal , Virgin Islands............. 18,200,000 21 ,,400,000 + 3,200,000 

Northern ~ariana Islands: ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Operations grants 0 •• , ••• .,. ••• ,.. • 0 ••••••••••• 

Construction grants .. 0 •••••••••••••••••••• 

Economic development grant ..... . 
H 't I . osp1 a constructaon grant ......... . 

13,225,000 13,225,000 ··········••o•••• '••o••••• 

6,412,000 6,412,000 ........................ . 
2.805,000 . 2,805,000 ...... , .................. . 
1,125,000 . 1,125,000 ........................ . 

------~-----------------------
Subtotal, Northern Mariana Is-

lands ....................................... . 

Federal Comptroller's Office: 
Guam .................. , ... , ................. , ....... . 
American Samoa ........................ .,. . 
Virgin Islands ...................... , .......... . 
NMI/ f l Pl ........................ , ... , ... , ......... . 

Affairs ................................................ . 
Northern Mariana Islands Federal 

Laws Commission ........................... .. 

Total, Administration of terri-
tories ................... , ........ , ......... , ... . 

23,567,000 

841.000 
569,000 

871,00 
935,000 

3,216,000 

1,911,000 

• 

23,567,000 .. , ... , ................... . 

841,000 ........................ . 
569,000 ........................ . 

871,000 ························· 
935,000 ........................ . 

3,216,000 ........................ . 

1 '911 , 000 ........................ . 

200,000 ........................ . 
-----------------------------

80,854,000 87,869,000 + 7,015,000 

In general, the Committee concurs with the budget request, but does 
not share the assumption that the territorial goverrunents can support a 
75-25 cost sharing on construction projects. Cost sharing should be 
based on the ability of the local government to contribuce rather than 
on a set formula. Accordingly, increased funding is pro' ided for those 
projects which the Committee has considered to be of highest priority. 
The Conunittee joins the House in requesting a study of potential fund­
ing mechanisms for developing public utilities, but cautions that 
forthcoming recommendations should be realistic and not contain essen­
tially unreachable shon-tertn goals. 

Guam. The Corrunittee 's recommendation -includes construction 
grants for water transmission lines ($1,350,000); wells ($1,040,000); port 
container yard expansion ($3,840,000); road reconstruction ($1,530,000); 
bridge reconstruction ($3~870:000); and collateral equipment for Agat 
Junior-Senior High School ($1,180~000). 

American Samoa. Included in the Conunittee's recomn1endation of 
$5,715.000 for construction grants are the Satnoana High School 
($630,000); vocational education buildings ($360.000): Ofu Island dock 
improYements ($270.000): road reconstruction (Sl.440.000); phase II 
dock construction ($630.000): and \\'ater facility improvements ($2,385-
000). The Committee concurs y;ith the House's urging of a reprogram­
ing to meet po\\o·er generation needs should aYailable funds for such 
purposes be insufficient. 

J'irgin Islands. The Conunittee has proYided an increase of $3,200,-
000 over the budget estitnate for hospital construction · grants and is 
informed this level of funding is sufficient to meet the Federal cornmit-

• 

• 
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m n ~ r ne h lth ~ 1 1 i . Th m t~ r i , nd J hn. 
The fi I e r 19 .. re mrn nd i n f 1, 0.000 i the third n 

• 

po 1 1.. fin 1. incr m n f fundin . and brin th t I d r l c m· 
mitmen l , 0, 0. 

T.R 1 TE 0 ) 0 T.HE PACIFIC I LA :0 

19 l appr pnnuon . .. . ... .. ... . . . .. ... ...... .. . . . ....... .. ... 94. 
19 2 bud cl lama . . . . ...... .. ... ... .. .... . . . . ........... ......... ............. . .... 7 .500. 
Hou allO\\'Bn .... . ... ... . .................. ·········· ........... .. ... ... ..... .. ....... .7 . 30.000 
Commltt r commendauon ......... . .. . ... .. . ..... .. ...... ..... ..... ... .. .. ....... .. . . .. ........ ... 79. 61.000 

The ommittee recommend an appropriation of 79.561,000 an in· 
crea e of 061.000 abo' e the budget estirnate and 731.000 abo\ e the 
Hou e allOY-' nee. Th~e Committee reco1runendation are compared to 
the budget e timat in the follOYling tabl : 

Budgel Commmee 
est1mate recomrnenaateon C ange 

Operations grants ................................. $67,000.000 $70,661 ,000 + $3,661 ,000 
Construcliion grants ......... .. ......... ......... 5,500,000 8,900.000 + 3,400.000 

Total, Trust Territory of the 
Pacif1ic Islands-.................... 72.500,000 79.561.000 + 7 ,06, ,000 

Republic of Palau- In a~dditi ~on to tll'e budget request the Committee 
recommend increa ed operation grants for medical uppli~e and equip­
ment and medical referrals ($276.000). The Committee also recom­
mends increa ed con truction erants for "'ater system repair ($500.000); 
emergency repairs to McDonald Memorial Hospital ($500.000)· emer­
gency public \\'Orks projects ( 500.000)· and A&E for nev.' hospital 
facilities ( 500,000). 

Afarshall Islands. The Committee has recommended operations 
grant increases for maintenance of existing operational levels ($733.000); 
economic development projects ($583,000)· and increased operation and 
maintenance ($917 000). In ad~dition, the CoiJUnittee joins the House in 
recommending an increase of $152,000 to assist Ene\\'etak in repairing 
severe damage on 1he atoll caused by Tropical Stonn Freda this past 

• spnng. 
Federated States of /icronesia. An increase of $1 000.000 has b~een 

recommended for FSM·s operations and maintenance b\1dget and an in­
crease of $1 400.000 has been recommended for the rehabilitation of 
Truk hospital. 

Vlith regard to the College of Micronesia the Committee is n~ot 
satisfied that the Administration·s plan to pro' ide $200,000 to each of 
the three entities an~d then require that amount to be reappropriated for 
the College is necessary or a~dvisable. According]). the Committee has 
decrea~ ed each of the three entities' budeets bv $200.000 and increased 

~ -
the TIPI Headquarters account by $600.000 \\'hich shall be transferred 
directly to the College. \\1ithin a' ailable funds for relocation of capitals. 
the Committee expect funds to provide A&E work for lhe College of 
Micronesia to be made aYailable. 

In the fiscal year 1981 appropriation $250 000 Vlas provided for 
feasibility studies and project d~esign for a hydroelectric project on 
Ponape' ianepil Ri' er. The Committee expects the Secretary to con· 
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tract \vithout further delay vlith the Corps of Engineers for A&E \vork 
and to evaluate the potential for hydropO'.l.'er on the Nanpil River in 
Ponape. Funds for this project ""'ere made available in the fiscal year 
1981 Interior appropriations bill and \vork should already be under\vay. 
We fail to understand 'A'hy the Department has taken so long in using 
these funds and expect that this situation \vill be corrected \vithout 
further delay. As hydroelectric development is considered a promising 
supplemental power source \\'ell \\'Orth investigating, the Committee 
recommends that pre-feasibility studies of Kosrae Palau and other sites 
on Ponape be conducted using unobligated funds. 

Like the House, the Committee urges the Administration to proceed 
as quickly as possible to complete compact negotiations and thus place 
responsibilities for self-go' ertur1ent in the elected goYerrunents of the 
Trust Territory. In this regard the Administration should make a\ail­
able as much technical assistance as possible to prepare for the eventual 
end of the trusteeship. To do other~'ise and expect the automatic 
assumption of ne\v responsibilities \vithout mishap \\'Ould be a graYe 
mistake which the Administration muse to the best of its ability, a\'oid. 

SECRETARIAL OFFICES 

OFFICE oF THE SoLICITOR 

SALARIES A~D EXP£.1\"SES 

1981 appropriation .................. ....... .. .. .. ... . .,. ................ ,.............. ..................... ............ .. S17 .407.000 
1982 budeet estimate .... ..................... .. ............................ .... ,....................................... 19 667.000 

~ . 
House allo'"·ance .. .. .. . .. ... . ................... .. ................................................................ ........ 17,000.000 
Comminee recommendauon ....... .. ..... ..... .. ............. ,........ ....... .... ... ........................... ... 19,667 .000 

• 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $19,667~000, the 
same as the budget estimate and $2,667.000 above the House allo\vance. 
This le\'el of funding ~~ill proYide 450 staff years for the office and ~·ill 
make it possible to more adequately respond to the workload of legal 
items the Solicitor must necessarily undenake. This workload is, in fact, 
expected to increase by some 20 000 legal items bet\veen fiscal year 
1981 and fiscal year 1982. 

0FFlCE OF THE SECRETARY 

DEPART.viE~!AL ~iA:\AGE\1£~1 
1981 appropnauon ..... .. ................... ......... ........................... .......... ... ........... .... .. .... ..... . 
1982 bu de et estimate ....... .. ........................................................................................ . 

~ 

House allo~·ance .. ...... .... ... ............. ..... .. , .................................. .................................... . 
Committee recommendation ..... ...................... ,.. ....................................................... . 

539.155.000 
1 44.386,000 

36.194.000 
41,631.000 

1 Ex~~\!des :3.539.000 reqJested to :- consuuction marage~ent tor which a sep?:ate a?prop:iat.on is pro\'idec 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of ~41.631,000~ a de­
crease of S2,755,000 below the budget estimate and an increase of 
$5.437,000 aboYe the House allO\\'ance. 

The Committee recommendations compared to the budget estimates 
are displayed in the following table: 



Departmental d recl•on 
lmmed1a1e oH1c ...... 
E ecul• e s crelana . . . . ....... 
Congressaonsl and leg1slat1 e af-

fairs ..... . . . . . .................. . 
Equal opportunil es ..................... . 
Field coordination ....................... . 
Public aHa1r;s ................................... . 
Small and disadvantaged business 

ulilizel10n ....... ·········~············· ... . 

Subtotal, departmental dlrec-
tiDrl ........ ~··· ...................... . 

Program direction and coordinat•on: 
A/ S energy and minerals ............ . 
A/ S land and water resources ... . 
A/S f ish and wildlife and parks .. 
A IS In d i ,an a f fa 1i rs ......................... . 
A/S Territorial and lntern ,ati ~onal 

1.190.000 
231.000 

1 ~075,000 
943,000 
293,000 
918.000 

445.000 

5.095.000 

756,()()() 
841 ,000 
745,000 
726,000 

Affairs .................................................................... . 

tration ......................................... . 
Secretarial opera'tions .................. . 
Environmental project review ...... . 
Acquisition and property man· 

agement .................................... . 
Personnel management ............... . 
Administrative services ................ . 
lnformati ~on resources manage· 

men t ............................................ . 
Polley analysis .............................. . 
Bud,get office ............ ..... ............... . 
Outer Continental Shelf progra1m 

3,068.000 

801 ,000 
2.099.000 

984.000 

1.159,000 
1,534,000 
1.408.000 

4,520,000 
1,461 ,000 
1,700,000 

503.000 

$1,190.000 ..... . 
231 .000 ....................... . 

1 .075,000 ..................... . 
~~-()()() ........................ . 
200,()()() 
850,()()() 

.-$93.000 
- 68,()()() 

~~.()()() .......................... . 

4.934 ,()()() - 161 ,()()() 

756.000 ........................ . 
791,000 -50.000 
74l~,()()() ........................ . 
726,000 ........................ . 

400,000 + 4l00,000 

3,418.000 + 3~0.000 

801,000 ........................ . 
1,779.000 -320,000 

984,000 ........................ . 

1,059,000 
1,414,000 
1,379,000 

4,395,000 

-100.000 
- 120.000 
-29,000 

-125,000 
1,461,000 ........................ . 
1,700,,000 ........... 0 ••••••• 0. 0 •• 0 

503,000 ......... 0 •••••••• • ••• 0 •• 

. -------------------------------
Subtotal. policy. budget. and 

ad ministration ... . . . . . .. . .... ... .. .. .. 16,169,000 15,475.000 -694.000 
============================= Hearings and appeals .......................... 5.894,000 

Minerals policy and research analy· 
• 

SIS ····················································· ·· 
Endangered Species Committee ........ . 
Central services ................................... . 
Alaska subsistence grant ................... . 

968.000 
113.000 

9,579.000 
3.500.000 

5,894,000 ............. 0 •••••••••• 

968,000 .............. .. ........ . 
100,000 

9.342,000 
1.500,000 

-13.000 
-237.000 

-2.000.000 
--------------------------------

1 otal. departmental manage-
men t ....... jj ................................. . 44.386.000 41.631 .000 - 2.755.000 . 

Depart111en1al direction. The Secretary ltas announced his intention 
to close four of the fire field offices of th~e Depanment. The Committee 
suppons this consolidation. but feels that $200.000 \viii be suffici ~ent to 
staff th~e Den,·er office. 

The S68.000 decrease in the Office of Public Affairs \\'ill pro,·ide th~e 
leYel of fundin2 that "as arailable in fiscal vear 1981. 

~ . 



• 

.. 

.. 

49 

Progra111 direction and coordination. The $50'\000 reduction applied 
to the Office of the Assistant Secretarv for Land and Water Resources 
will bring this office more in line with ,funding available to the other as­
sistant secretaries. The Con1mittee has provided $400 000 to establish 
the Office of the Assistant Secretarv for Territorial and International 
Affairs. ·· 

Policy budget ,and ad111inistration. The Conunittee allO\\'anc ~es for 
secretarial operations acquisition and propeny management and in­
formation resources management provide appro?'imately half of the 
requested increases. The Committee has ~deleted four positions from 
personnel management as those positions \vere originally justified for 
planning and program development associated witll the implementation 
of the Civil Service Refoiiil Act. That \\'Ork Y-'ill. b~e completed prior to 
the beginning of fiscal year 1982~ · 

Central senices. $237=000 has been deleted from the request for 
Central Services. The arnount available in fiscal year 1982 \\'ill exceed 
the current funding level by 45 percen1 "''hich should b ~e more than suf­
ficient to meet the increased costs of space, corrununications. and sup­
plies. 

Alaska subsistence gran!. The Corrunittee has reduced the budget es­
titnate by $2.000:000. The grant is to be matched by funds appropriated 
by the Alaska State Legislature \Vhich provided only $1:500.000 for this 
purpose. 

General provisions. The Committee has deleted several general pro­
Yisions included by the House \vhich \VOuld unduly restrict the 
Secretary in effectively and efficiently carrying out the duties of his 
office. 

• 

O FFICE OF !;\SPECTOR GE~CRAL 
1981 appropriation ......................................................................................................... $9,17"> ,000 
1982 budget estimate ................................................................................................... 10.770.000 
House allowance .. ............................................................................................................ 10,770.000 
Committee recommendauon ....... .. .... ....... .......... .. ... .... .... .... ............ .... ... ..... ....... .... ..... 10,770,000 

The Conunittee recommends an appropriation of $10.770,000, the 
same as the budget estimate and the House allo\\·ance. The budget 
proYides for a total of 236 employees, an increase of 90 compared Vlith 
the fiscal year 1980 level. ApproYal of this rate of gro\\'th is indicative 
of the strong support in the Congress for the "'ork carried out by this 
office. 

OFFICE OF CO:"STRCCfiO:'\ MA~AGE\1E~-r 
1981 appropriauon . . . . ......... ... .................................................................................. . 
1982 budeet estimate ....................... .,. ............................................................................ . -House allO\\'ance . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...................................... .................................................. . 
Committee recommendation ..................................................................................... . 

S8.789.000 
3.539.000 
4,000.000 
4.000.000 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $4.000.000. an in· 
crease of ~461 ,000 above the budget estimate and the same as the 
House allov.'ance. The Committee concurs \Vith the House in maintain­
ing this activity as a separate account to ensure its integrity. 

The Committee also endorses the request made by the House that 
the Office of Construction Management conduct an eYaluation and 
deYelop a plan to assist in improving the construction acti\'ities of the 
.. · ational Park Ser\·ice and the Fish and Wildlife Service. 
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Tlle Commilt rec nu11end an appropri tion of 105,56 000 
reduction of _ ,73 .000 from th budget esti111ate and a r du tion of 

,15 .000 from th~e Hou coon. The Corrut1iltee re-eo1runend the 
transfer of _ .6 .000 of general administration expen es to the m jor 
oper tin account of the Forest Sen ice, th~e ational Forest y tern ac· 
count 
Th~e re earch program of the FS i managed through the designati~on 

of research studi~es that are establish~ed for a specific peri~od of tiine. The 
Forest Service repon that about 20 p,e~cent of research studie are com· 
pl~eted in a typical year and the fun~d are reallocated to related ac· 
ti' ities. Th~e Forest Ser' ice. for exa,rnple indicate that the have an 
ongoing program of 63.100 000. scattered throughout the research ac­
tivity, to support various aspect of V.'OOd biomass and its energy im­
plications. In an) given year. funds in completed research studies of 
about 10.000.000 to 15,000.000 are reallocated to follov.r·up on higher 
priority re earch items in this area. 

The Cotmnittee i concerned about the increa ing cost of the Forest 
Sen ice roa~d ystem and the need for initiati es to try and reduce those 
costs. Th~e Cotnmittee has not added n~ew funding in fiscal year 1982 for 
ne"' road related research initiative but directs tlle Depanment to 
develop a plan to impro' e its understanding of road costs and related 
research needs. For exarnple the Forest Sen'ice has an integrated 
tran portation/resource planning computer model that could be refined. 

V. ithin aYailable funds. the FS shall continue to suppon the Forestry 
Intensified Research (FIR) progra1n in Southwest Oregon at a $1,200 -
000 level. Combined \vilh a $1.000.000 increase provided BLM, this will 
continu~e the Federal contributions in 1982 at the $2 200,000 l ~evel. 

The follO\\ ing table compares Committee reconunendations to the 
budget estimates: 

(50) 

• 





uct . m 1 l r mm d 
~ n a re 1, , 00 r lh u 

' . fr th H u e ti n. Tha fund 
pr id d ancr pl ~ r 1, 75.000 f th i 
th dt on, 

STATE A. :tl PRJ ATE FOR.ESJ"RY 
19 propn on. . . . . .. . . . .. . . 1 4. 
19 ~ bu e tmat . ... .. . .. .. . . . .. . .. . . . . .. 6 _ • 
Hou e rdlo"·an . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. . . . . 1 

Compombl Houst allotttJnc . .. . . . . ... . . . .... ... . .. . . . . (7 I .J 
omm1 te r omm ndauon. ..... . .... . . . ..... .. . ..... . . . . . . 64. . 

The Committee reco1tunend an appropri ti n f . 35,000, r · 
duction of .. .970~000 from the budg t and a r duction of ,l 0.000 
from the Hou e all~ov.'anc . 

The foiiO\\'ing table pro' ide a com pari on of the bud t tim te 
and th~e Committee recoJrutlendations: 

Cooperateve resource protection: 

Bucgel 
es •-nate Cha 

Forest pest mana~g 1ment .... ........ .... $24.400,000 $24.400,000 ....................... . 
Rural ftre control........................... 14,930,000 14,930,000 ........................ . 

Subtotal............................... ........ 39,330,000 39.330.000 ........................ . 

Resource resource management: 
Ru rsl t ~orestry assistance...... ........ 22,400,000 17.505,000 -$4,895,000 
Urban forestry assist,ance ....................................................................................... . 
Assistance in management and 

tech1nology .. . . ... .. .. .... . .. . .. . . ... . .. . .. . . 6,900,000 5.500.000 - 1 .400,000 
------------------------------

Subt~otal ..... .................... .... .. .... 29,300,000 23,005.000 - 6.295.000 
============================= 

Gene~ral forestry assistance: 
Gifford Panchet Institute ......................................................................................... . 
FIRIESCOPE ............................................................ . , ,000,000 + 1 ,000,000 
Special projects ............................ . 875,000 3.875,000 + 3.000,000 

Sulbtotall ....................................... . 875,000 4,875.000 + 4,000,000 

Co'mmon program services ................ . (2.675,000) - 2,675,000 - 2,675,000 
============================= 

Total. State and private fores· 
try ...... 0....................... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 69,505,000 64.535,000 -4.970.000 

Cooperatire ~esource p~otectio11. The Co1nmittee recomm nds an ap­
propriation of $39.330.000 tll'e same as the budget eslimate and the 
House alloY.tance. 

The Cotrunittee has been infoJtned that forest insect infeslations. in­
cluding the gypsy moth, spruce bu ~dv-oJtn. and southern pine beetle, 
rna) increase substantial!) in 1982. Th~e Forest Service has requested 
24 400.000 for forest pest management expenses in fiscal year 1982 and 

the Cornmittee has recoitunen~d~ed funding at that lev 1, as did the 
House allO\\'ance. The Forest Service has recentl\' estirtlated that as • 

much as 7,000 000 may be needed in fiscal year 1982 for the Federal 
Share of insect suppression projects related to the g}rpsy m~oth. although 
needs are extremely hard to estimate a .. ear in advance. About $2,300-
000 has been prograrn~ed for g)'PSY moth suppression acti\ ities in fiscal 
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year 1981. The Cotntnittee is confident that the Forest Service can 
provide the necessary funding for insect infestation control acti' ities out 
of the funds appropriated in fiscal year 1982 plus an insect and disease 
carryover funds from fiscal year 1981. Insect and disease catryover 
funds from 1979 to 1980 were $9~100~000 and $4 400,000 \\'as carried 
over from fiscal year 1980 to 1981. The Cotrunittee would anticipate 
some carryover of funds into fiscal year 1982 that could be used for in­
sect infestation control activities. The Cotrunittee vlould also expect the 
Forest Sen'ice to shift funds from the technical assistance and survey 
line item to the insect suppression line item, or through other repro­
gratning or supplemental appropriations actions, if necessary, to meet 
insect infestation needs in fiscal year 1982. 

Cooperative resource management. The Comrniuee reconnnends an 
appropriation of $23,005,000, a reduction of $6,295.000 from the budget 
estirnate and a reduction of $3,600~000 from the House allov.'ance. The 
reductions are $4.895,000 for Rural Forestry Assistance (continuing the 
1981 level as provided by the House)~ $) 600 000 added by the House 
for Urban Forestry Assistance, and $1400,000 for assistance in manag­
ment, planning, and technology, in agreement \\'ith the House. 

General forestry' assistance. The Committee recommends an ap­
propriation of $4,875,000. an increase of $4~000~000 over the budget and 
a reduction of $580 000 from the House allovlance. The Corrunittee 
recotnmends no funding for the Gifford Pinchot Institute in 1982, and 
will rely on outside funding sources to finance the Institute. The Com­
mittee agrees with the House add-ons of $1.000,000 for FIRESCOPE, 
phasing-out assistance at the end of fiscal year 1982, and $3.000,000 for 
a forestry improvement grant to Minnesota, as envisioned by the 
Boundary Waters Canoe Area Act of 1978. 

1\ATIO .. AL FOREST SYSTEM: 
1981 appropriation ................................... .. ............................... _............................ $921,050,000 
1982 budget estimate................................................................................................ 958,67 8.000 
House allO\\'ance ................. ...... ............................................................................... 769,093,000 

Comparable House allowance ....................................................................... (1,028,255,000) 
Committee recommendation.................................................................................. 1.013,500,000 

The Corrur1ittee recomn1ends an appropriation of $1,013,500,000~ an 
increase of $54~822,000 over the budget and an in~rease of $27,895,000 
over the comparable House allowance. 

The distribution of the Corrunittee's recorrunendations are as follovls: 

• 

Minerals and general land activities: 
Minerals ......................................... . 
Land management activities ....... . 
Land line location ........................ . 
Maintenance of facilities .............. . 
Payments to employee's comp 

fund ...... · .................................. .... . 

Budget Comm1ttee 
esumate recommendat1or Ct'lange 

$26,099,000 
26,203.000 
30.205,000 
15,615,000 

8,500,000 

$26,099,000 ........................ . 
26,203,000 ............. ... ........ . 
31,205,000 + $1,000,000 
15,615,000 ........................ . 

- 8,500,000 - 8,500,000 

Subtotal .... ... . .. ..... .... .... .. .. .... .... 106,622,000 99,122,000 -7,500,000 



n nc 
Fir pro C' aon .. . . . .............. . 
F1r con, r ol . . . ..... . ............. . 
Coop rsti I 1 nfo rcem n .... . 
Road ~aint na 'lC ...................... . 

Tr il m lnl n lC ..•. ••n••·············· · 
Su ~ tot I ...................................... . 

T•m~ber sales: 
T1mber resource plann1ng ........... . 
Sil 'ICUI'tural; e Blm•nation .............. . 
Sales preparation and harvest 

adm•nis' ration ............................ . 

Subtola.l ···········"'· .................... . 

Reforestat ion and stand improve· 
ment: 

78, 0, D 
,275,0 1: ' 

5,5 2, 
ft", 170,0 0 
13.25 ,0 0 

281,578,0 0 

12,500,0 0 
27,390,000 

166,746,000 

208,63'6.000 

Reforesta ion.................................. 75.439,000 
Stand improve1ment .. ..... .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . 28,,184,000 
Nu~seri ~es ........... .... ......................... 18,652.000 

78. o ........ • • •••••••• • ••• 

t 7 0 ,Oouo--.-- ••••••• I". .. • ' 

,0 -
8 ,,250,0 
1,3,25 ,0 0 ... , ..... -.......... . 

, :2,fi()().()()() .....•••.•......•.•..•••. 

~~ ,3~(),()()() ..•...•........•.•....•.. 

-300.000 

208,336,000 - 300,0()0 

75,439,000 ........................ . 
28,184 ,1000 ........................ . 
18,652.000 ........................ . 

---------------------------------
Subtotal....................................... 1,22,275,000 

Recreation management: 
!Rec reation use ............................. . 

· '1i Ide rn ess ..................................... . 
99,185,000 

7,952,000 

122,275,000 ........................ . 

99,185,000 ........................ . 
7 ,95,2 ,000 ........................ . 

Cultural resources ......................... 10.254,000 8,199,000 - 2,055,000 
. ---------------------------------

Sub otall.... ... .. .. . . .. . . .. ... .. . . .. . . .. .. .. . . . 117,391 ,000 115.336,000 - 2.055,000 
============================ 

'A'ildl ife and 'fish habita't manage-
ment: 

Wildlife and 'fisheries support ..... . 
Habit8't i1mprovement .................... . 

Su lbt~otal ...................................... . 

Range activities: 
Range 1managemen .................... .. 
Range improvements .................. .. 
Wild horse and burro manage· 

men t . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ............. · .. 
Noxious farm weed con rol. ........ . 

Subtotal ...................................... . 

Soil and wat~e r management: 
SoH and v1ater support ................ . 
Soil and water improvements ..... . 
Soil and v.•a,ter inventories .......... . 

Su ~btota l ...................................... . 

24.366,000 
19,860,000 

44,226,000 

32,087,000 
3,9'36,000 

450,000 
1,072,000 

37,545,000 

25,588,000 
435.000 

14,382,000 

40,405,000 

24,366,000 ........................ . 
19 t 860 1000 o o • • o • • • • • o • • o o • o • o o o • o • • 

44,226,1000 ........................ . 

33,087,000 + 1,000,000 
3.,936,000 ........................ . 

450.000 ·······"················· 
1.072,000 ........................ . 

38,,545,000 

23,588,000 
,2,435,000 

+ 1,000,000 

- 2.000,000 
+ 2,000,000 

14.38,2.000 ······jll··············-··· 
40,405,000 ........................ . 

Common program services ... . ....... ... . . . ( 195,S65,000) - 195.565,000 - 195,565.000 

Subtotal , National Forest Sys· 
tern ........................................... 958,678,000 754,338,000 - 204,140,000 

General ad1ministration ................ .. ....... (82,503,000) 259,162,000 + 259,162,000 

Total, National Forest System .. 958,678,000 1,013,500,000 + 54,822,000 

' 
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MIN'"ERALS A~TI GThtR.AL LA. :D ACfl\'illES 

Afi1zerals. The Committee recotnxnends an appre>priation of $26,099; 
000, the same as the budget and the House allovlance. This provides a 
40o/o increase over 1981 funding and responds to the increased demands. 
for energy minerals on Forest Service lands. 

Land line location. The Comn1ittee recommends an appropriation of 
$31,205,000 for land line location, an increase of $1,000 000 over the 
budget estimate and the sarne as the House allowance. This activity is 
basic to supponing other NFS activities. 

Maintenance of facilities. The Con1mittee reconunends an appropria­
tion of $15 615:000, the sarn·e as the budget and the House allowance . 

Payments to emplO)'ee s compensation fund. The Corrunittee recom­
mends an appropriation of $8,500~000, the saxne as the budget and the 
House allowance. However, the Committee transfers this atr1ount to the 
new general administration activity line in the NFS appropriation. 

RESOCRCE PROTECTION AJ\'D MA~TE .. ·-:A1-CE 

Cooperative lalv enforcement. The Comn1ittee recotnmends an ap­
propriation of $4,502 000, a reduction of $1,000,000 belov.' the budget 
estitnate and the same as the House allowance. This will continue the 
1981 prograxn level. 

Road maintenance. The Conunittee recorrunends an appropriation of 
$81 250~000, an increase of $1,080,000 over the budget and a decrease 
of $3,000,000 from the House allowance. The increase of $1,080,000 will 
provide funds necessary. to ensure full timber salvage from Mt. St. 
Helens, an estimated 770 mbf over the next 3 years. However, the 
Cotrunittee does not agree with the House that road maintenance needs 
a $3.,000,000 increase. Timber harvest levels are dovln substantially from 
prior years and from current estimates. Further, the budget estimate 
provides a $5,400,000 increase over 1981 appropriations to date. 

Trail 111aintenance. The Conunittee recorrur1ends an appropriation of 
$13,251:000, the same as the budget estimate and $1,000,000 below the 
House allowance. At the requested funding level, the FS estimates that 
they can increase miles of trail maintained by 5,000. 

Timber sales preparation and han;est administration. The Corrunittee 
reconunends an appropriation of $168.446,000, a decrease of $300,000 
from the budget estimate and a decrease of $2,000.000 from the House 
allov.'ance. The FS testified to the Committee that current harvest level 
estimates for fiscal year 1981 are likely to be in the 8.5-9.5 bbf range, 
rather than 10.5 bbf as estimated. and that the 1982 harvest estimates of 
11.7 bbf \Vill probably be more in the 10.5 bbf range. The Cotrunittee 
recognizes the \'Olatility of the timber products market but recommends 
a decrease of $2~000.000. to reflect the cost of harvest administration at 
the best current estimates of the Forest Sen··ice. This decrease is par­
tially offset by an increase of $1,700,000 for sales preparation and har­
vest administration expenses in the Mt. St. Helens area. 

It is the intent of this Committee that in carrying out the provisions 
of the Small Business Act by pro\'iding set-aside sales of timber, special 
consideration should be given to small farnily type ti1nber mill opera­
tions of less than 25 persons. particularly when such operations repre­
sent a significant factor in local employment. 
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fiscal year 1981. is estimated to be $261,918 000. Vlhile the fiscal year 
1982 recotnrnendation is significantly reduced from the budget estitnate 
( $18 906.000), it is less than a 1% reduction from the most recent ac­
tual cost experience. HO\\'ever, the Cotnmittee \vill expect the Fs· to 
take advantage of either the supplemental appropriations process or the · 
reprogratning process (pro' ided by funding the general administration 
acitivity out of the FS appropriation) if the recornmended level for 
general administrative costs prohibits the attainment of program outputs 
in a responsible manner. 

It is the intent of the Committee that the Forest Sen ice should Ylaive 
the pro·, isions of 18 United States Code 4124 when the Federal Prisons 
Industries have an order backlog that significantly delays progratn oper­
ations. The Conunittee suggests that the agencies procure substitute 
goods from small businesses especially those eligible for Small Business 
Administration section 8(a) contracts. 

The Committee intends that the reprogratning guidelines in Senate 
Repon 95-1063 \\'ill be follo\ved and that the detailed breakdo,vns 
provided in the Committee·s repon and tables \\'ill not change them to 
require reprogratnings at the line item level. 

CO~STRCCTIO~ A?\TI LA~D ACQUISmO!\ 
1981 appropriation .......................................................................................... .......... $452.506.000 
1982 budget estimat~ ................................................................................................ 4 7 3,693.000 
House allo"·ance .................. ...................................................................................... 509.743.000 
Committee recommendation............ ......................................................................... 509.743.000 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $509,743,000, an 
increase of $36,050.000 over the budget estimate and the satne as the 
House allO'A'ance. This increase is a direct appropriation of the 
$78,700.000 estimated 10 percent fund receipts and is offset by a later 
acco·unt. transferring the receipts directly to the General Fund of the 
U.S. Treasury. The road and facility construction program as pro' ided 
in the Cotnmittee·s recommendations are the satne as the budget. Funds 
are included for the construction of the Bald Mountain road in Oregon. - . 
if necessary for forest management. The Conunittee is also transferring 
$42~650 ~000 of general administrative costs to this ~ 1FS appropriation. 

The Committee is concerned about the escalation of road costs and 
the FS justifications and explanation of the increases. The Committee 
recommends the Department and the FS~ in conjunction vlith the con­
gressional staffs, to conduct a reYie~· of this problem and to recommend 
either in a fiscal year 1982 supplemental or in fiscal year 1983 vlhateYer 
remedies or explanations are necessary to resolYe this concern. Pur­
chaser credit costs are a particular problem and need to be addressed in 
hearings by the legislatire committees. 

The Committee is especially interested in road standards and '~:ould 
expect this to be a major item of consideration in the study . 

\\7ithin the funds aYailable. the Cotmnittee has included $100.000 for 
recreation and road construction on the Mount Ma2azine Recreation -Area in the Ozark i f and $85.000 to renoYate the old Bickle fire to~·er 

~ 

in the Monongahela NF. Funds can be from saYings in other construc-
tion projects. from project delays or from other adjustments in the con-

• struction program. 

82-192 0 - 81 - 4 
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Forest Service: 
Appalachian Trail ............................................ , ................... , ....... , .......................... . 
Boundary \Vaters Canoe Area (Minn.) ........................................................... . 
Middle Fork Salmon WSR .............................. , ................... , ................ .,. ..... , ...... . 
Ele,'en Point WSR (Mo.) .................... , ........................................... .,. ................. . 
Sawtooth ~RA (Idaho} ... , ...... , ................... .,. .. , ................ , ... , .............. , ..................... ,. 
Spruce Knob-Seneca Rocks (W. Va.) ............................................................. . 
Recreation composites ................................... ,. ....... , ........... ,., ....................... , ......... . 

Daniel Boone . ·r ( K )'. ) ............. , ........ , ...................... , ................... , ............... . 
Nicolet ~F ('\\'is.) ...................................................................................... .. 

California Condor (Los Padres ~r) Calif. ........................................................ . 
Kirtlands Warbler (Huron . ·F) Mich ............................................................... . 
Wildlife habitat management ................................................................................ . 

(Alleghen)· . -F, Pa.) ..................... , .... , ....... , ..... .,. ........................................ , .. .,.. 
(~icolet ~F, ~'is.) ......... .,. , ............. : .......... , ............................... , .................... . 

Deficiencies .......................................................................... .,. ..... .,. ........................ . 

Commilltt 
r«ommendouon 

$2,200,000 
2,700.000 

300.000 
2.500,000 
4. 000 '000 
1,300.000 

800,000 
(300.000) 
( 490,000) 
350.000 
80,000 

290.000 
(88.000) 

(202.000) 
600.000 

Administrative expenses .......................... , ................................................................................ . 

Total ........... , ...................................................... ,................................................... 15,120_000 

LAKE TAHOE ACQLlSITION 

(Special fund) 
1981 appropriation ............................ , ......... , ........................ , .................... , ................................... , ....... . 
1982 budget estimate ....... .. ....................................... ................... ........................ .... ... .......... , ........... . 
House all o"'ance .................... , .. , ...... , ............................ ,. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . S7. 000.000 

• 

Committee recommendation ..................... , ......................... , ........................... ,.,............ 7,000,000 

The Committee recorrunends an appropriation of $7,000~000, to 
remain available until expended, from the Land and Water Conser­
vation Fund for the purchase of environmentally fragile lands in the 
Lake Tahoe Basin, NeYada-California. 

Public La\\' 96-586 provides a unique approach to financing land ac­
quisition in the Lake Tahoe Basin. The law provides that BLM will, 
within existing funds, sell lands in Nevada's Las Vegas Valley. Rev­
enues generated by the sale of these lands will be counted as receipts in 
the Land and 'A'ater Conservation Fund. BLM estimates that it will sell 
about 700 acres in fiscal year 1982 for about $7,000,000. Therefore, the 
Conunittee, recognizing the pay-back provision of Public Law 96-586, 
proposes to establish a separate account for this l_and acquisition pro­
gran1. The Forest Sen·ice will then use these funds to acquire sensitive 
lands marked on the official map that is currently being prepared. The 
FS estimates that it can acquire about 30Q-400 acres with this 
$7.000,000 . 

YOl.TH CO~SERVATIOI\ CORPS 
1981 approprianon .... .................................. , ......................... .,. .... ............ .,. ........................................ . 
1982 bud2et estimate .............. , ............................. , ................... , .............. ,., .......................................... . -House allo\\·ance ............................................. , ................. ,............................................ $20.000.000 
Commi nee recommen da u on.,.., .......... ,., .............................................................. ,.......... . .......... , .......... . 

The Corrunittee recotrunends no funding for the YCC program in fis­
cal year 1982, the sarne as the budget estimate and a reduction of 
$20,000,000 below the House estitnate. The YCC is a youth summer 
employment program that also provides environmental education. HO\\'­
ever, the prograrn is not targeted at the hardest hit unemployment 
categories. This is only one of a number of Federal employment pro­
grams, and the Conunittee finds it hard to recorrunend the continuation 
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1 1 propna on . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . . . . .. . .. . .. . .. . 04 •• 
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Hou all . . . ..... .... ...... . . . . ... ..... . . . ....................... •o······· ••• o. 004 .o 9,1 2. 
Comm1nee F~ec~endat1on ....................................................................... 0.... ( 9,1 .()()() 

Th Corrunittee recotruneods no appropriation for thi n . ppr pri • 
tion r otrunen~d~ed b. th~e Hou e. Thi activity h been b th 
Corrunittee at the I ' I of -59,162.000 a a n acti ·t. in th 
gen ral appropriation thereby pro~ iding reprogra•tting fle ibili th t 

ould n~ot b a' ailabl~e if establi h~ed a a n~e\\' appropriation . 
• 

ACQt:JSmO. . OF LA. ~S FOR •. A TIO .. AL FORFS1'S. SPECIAL ACtS 

1981 appropriation ..................................... o· •• • •• •• ••• •• ••• •• .. ••••• •• •• • •• •••• •• • • • • • •• • •• •• •• • •• •••••••••• •• • • • 754 .()()() 
1982 bud~et estimate......................................................................................................... 754.()()() 
House allo"'·ance .............. o ................................................ -............................................... 7 ,()()() 
CommJnee recommendati~on ...... ... .. .. ... .. .. ... .. .. ... ................... ......... .. .. . ....... ......... ......... .... 754,()()() 

The Cortunittee recotnn1en~d an appropriation of $754,000 the sar11e 
a th~e budget and the House allo ance. 

ACQt:JSmO .. Of LA :OS TO CO~LErE LA. ID EXCHA. ·oES 

1981 appropriation ....... .. .. .. ... ....... .... ........ .... .. . .. .. .. . .. .. ... ...... ..... .. . .. .. .. ... ....... ...................... $446,()()() 
1982 budget estimate ................................... . ..... .. .. .. . .... .. . ......... .... ... .... ... .. .. ........ .... ......... 327 ,()()() 
H~ouse allo\\•ance . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. . . . .. .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. . . . .. .. . .. .. . . . .. 327 ,()()() 
C::oJJ1J11ittee rec:<li11Unrlellc~Jitioll............................................................................................ ~27,()()() 

The Co1runittee recomrttends an appropriation of $327,000 the satne 
as the budget and the House allowance. 

RA. GELA ;n IMPROVE.\iE.'-T"fS 

(Special fund. indefmite) 
1981 appropriatio11 ....................................... ....................... .......................................... S6,800,()()() 
1982 budget estimate .................................................................................................... 6,500,()()() 
House allowance............................................................................................................ 6,500,()()() 
Committee recommendation................................................................... ..................... 1 ,500,()()() 

The Co1nn1ittee recDJtunends an appropriation of $7,500 000, a 
1,000 000 increase over the budget estitnate and House allowance. The 

Cotrunittee is concerned that unobligated balances in this account are in· 
creasing and has added $1 000,000 to the range management account to 
pro' ide suppon cos'ts to facilitate at l ~east this le' el of increase of the 
ground activity. 

~ISCELLA. :EOCS TRCST A.:. :OS 
1981 appropriati~on ........................................................................................................................... . 
1982 bud@et estimate........................................................................................................ S90.000 
House allo\\•ance .. .. .. . ....... ............. ... ..... .. ..... .. .. . . . .. .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. ... ......... .. .. . ................... ....... .. 90,()()() 
Comminee recommen~dation....... .. .. .. . .. . . .. . .. . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. .. .. . . . . . . . . .. .. .. . . . . . . . . .. .. .. . .. . . .. . . 9(),()()() 

The Conunittee recotrunends an appropriation of $90 000, the sarne 
as th~e budget estirnate and House aliO\\'ance. 

• 



-

-

• 

-

.. 

61 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERG1' 

ALTER..'\ATIVE FUELS PRODUCTIO~ 
1981 appropriation ......... , ....................................... ,., ..................... , .............. .,. .......................... , ........... . 
1982 budget estimate ........... .,. .............. , ........ , .................................. , ..................... , .................... , ......... . 
House allo\\'ance ..••.. ••••. ... , .........••.....••.••..•••••••.•.......••....••.. , ..•...•.•••. ,. , .. , ... ................•.... ,. , •..•....••..•••..•.. ,. , .... 
Committee recommendation ....... , ........................ , ........ , ........................ ........................... , ................. . 

The Cotnrnittee has recornmended no appropriation for alternative 
fuels production, the sarne as the budget estirnate and the House al-
lov.'ance. . 

The Cotrunittee has recotr.unended bill language \vhich clarifies that 
the transfer provisions specified under this head in the Supplemental 
Appropriations and Rescission Act 1980, Public La~· 96-304: for trans­
ferring projects from the Department of Energ)': to the Synthetic Fuels 
Corporation shall not apply to demonstration projects authorized by 
Public Law 93-577 such as the Great Plains Coal Gasification Project. 

FOSSIL E!\"EROY RESEARCH A1 IT) DEVELOPM£.~.rr 

1981 appropriation .... ... ......... ......... .. ... ......... ... .. ....... ................... .. ....... ..... ....... ........... S659 .917,000 
1982 budget estimate ...... , ............... .,. ........................................................... , ...... , ... .,...... 417 ,340,()()() 
House allowance ..................................... ,.. .......... , ................................................. ....... ,. 463:7 50,()()() 
Committee recommendation ............... .............. ............................................................ 431,990,()()() 

The Co1nrr1ittee recorrunends an appropriation of $431,990,000, 
$14~650,000 above the budget estimate and $31,760,000 below the 
House allovlance. The Committee recotrunendations compared to the 
budget estirnates are sho\\'n in the following table: 

Acttv1ty 
• 

Coal mining research and develop­
ment: 

Budget Comm1Hee 
est1mate recommendation Change 

Underground coal mining.... ........ . $15,000,000 $10,950,000 - $4,050,000 
Coal preparation .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,000,000 3,000,000 - 3,000,000 

Subtotal, Mining research and 
development ........................... . 

Liquefaction: 
Demonstration plants ... ...... .......... . 
Direct hydrogenation .................... . 
Solvent extraction ... .............. ....... . 
Third generation processes ...... .. . 
Indirect liquefaction ...... ............... . 
Support studies and engineering 

evaluations ................................. . 

21 ,000,000 13,950,000 - 7,050,000 

12.300,000 
20.000,000 
30.000.000 
18,300,000 
14,000,000 

10.600.000 

12,300,000 ........................ . 
2Q., 000.000 ........................ . 
30,000.000 .. ............. ......... . 
16,300,000 - 2,000,000 
12,000,000 - 2,000,000 

8,600,000 - 2,000,000 

Subtotal, Liquefaction. ........... 105.200.000 99.200,000 - 6,000,000 

Su rtace coal gasification: 
High Btu gasification ......... .......... . 
Low Btu gasification .................... . 
Technical support .. ...................... . 

1.140,000 
13,200,000 
12,000,000 

1 '140. 000 ............ .. .... .. ... . . 
13' 200.000 .......... ... ........... . 
12,000.000 ...................... .. . 

Peat gasification ........................................................................................ , ........ ...... . 
Third generation processes .. . . . . ... . 27.100.000 18,100,000 - 9,000,000 

Subtotal , Surface coal gasifi-
cation ...................................... . 531440.000 44 ,440,000 - 9,000,000 
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the university. The Connx1inee has made available $1,000,000 to com­
plete such negotiations and for expenses incurred in the transfer of 
facilities. 

Liquefaction. The Committee recorrunends the budget request for 
demonstration plants rather than the $4,400,000 increase proposed by 
the House to support the orderly close-out of the Ft. Lewis, Wash., 
pilot facility. The Comtllittee is inforxned that ·unobligated balances for 
the SRC-II and Ft. Lewis project are mor~e than adequat·e to fund this 
closeout The Cotruniuee has similarly rejected th~e . increase proposed by 
the House for the H-Coal pilot plant. While the ·Conunittee is certainly 
receptive to nev.' agreements whereby industrial partners, possibly with 
foreign panicipation, pay the bulk of the operating costs, there is no 
clear reason why an increase of $10,000,000 in . Federal support m.·ust 
necessarily precede such agreements. · 

The Committee has joined the House in red·ucing long-range third 
generation processes by $2~000,000, and has made similar reductions in 
indirect liquefaction and suppon studies and engineering evaluations. 

Surface coal gasification. The Conunittee reconunends the budget 
estitnates for high Btu gasification ($1,140,000); low-.Bru gasification 
($13,200,000); and technical support ($12,000 000). The Conunittee un­
derstands that critical problem areas associated \\'ith the development of 
the Bi-Gas facility in Homer City, Pa., will be resolved during fiscal 
year 1981 and that the budget request is sufficient to perform all neces­
sary activities to complete the shutdown as planned. 

Included in the Conu11ittee's reconunendation for lOVt'· Btu gasification · 
is $4,000,000 for the fluidized t>ed ·facility in Waltz Mill~ Pa. These 
funds \vill bring the total Federal share of this project to some 
$52,500,000, and should be sufficient to complete the Governtnent's 
planned panicipation in this project 

No funds have been provided for peat gasification as per the budget 
request. The Committee believes, however, that the Department of 
Energy should pursue peat wet carbonization and compatible han'esting 
systems development, and hydrogenation dewatering and directs that 
the Deparunent use any unobligated funds within the surface coal gasi­
fication account for this purpose. The Cornmittee further directs the 
Deparunent to continue pursuing the current peat gasification progra1n 
using the funds provided in prior fiscal years for that purpose. 

The Committee has not concurred with the House reduction of 
$10,500,000 for third generation processes, but rather has reconunended 
a reduction of $9~000,000 from the budget estimate. Funds will be made 
available for molten salt gasifier ($1,500,000), but are not made 
available for catalytic gasification ($9,000,000). 

Advanced research and techno/og)' development. The Cor1unittee has 
recotnmended reducing this activity by $4~000~000 rather than by 
$6,000,000 as proposed by the House. This additional $2,000,000 over 
the House allowance is for the materials and components program. 

Advanced environmental control techno/og)'. The Cotrunittee has 
joined the House in recotrunending a reduction of $4,000.000 in L1e 
"LIMB" program. Under the gas strearn cleanup account, this project 
\\'as terminated in the fiscal year 1981 supplemental appropriations and 
rescission bill, Public Law 97-12. · 







• 
l 

.. p 

includ pil l pi nt up on,. 
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1 p r nn on . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -1 .• 1 
bud e t . ... .. .. . • . ... . .. ... . ... .. . •... ..... ........•. ..• .....• 30. 3 

H ou lo a . . .. . . . . .. . . . . ... .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . ..... .. . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . ... . . . ... . . . ... ... .0 3. 
Comm1t r mm ndat on. . .. .. . .. . .... .. . . .. ... . .. . .. ... .. .. .... ..... . .......... ..... ..... . 4 3 

Th Corrrrnitte r comm~eod an appropriation of 222,46 ,000 . 
. 500,000 belo th budget estirnate and · 40,000 above the Hou e 1· 

lo ' nc . comp ri on of the Conu11ittee reco·rrutlendation an~d th 
udget e timate i hOYln in th ~e ~olio ing table: 

~C\ I 

Naval petroleum reserves: 
Naval petroleum reserves N~os. 1 

Buoget 
estimate 

Comm\Uee 
, . nda1 on 

& 2 .............................................. $202,037,000 $196,037, 1000 - $6,000,000 
Naval petroleum reserve No. 3 .... 22,869,000 22,869,000 ........................ . 
Headquarters .......... .. .. ............. ....... 997,000 997,000 ........................ . 

Subtotal, N,av,al pe'troleu1m 
r~eserves ........................ ... ........ 225.903,000 219,903.000 - 6,000,000 

Shale Oil Development Program: 
Shalle reserves development ....... . 2,560.000 2.560,000 ........................ . 

Program direction ............................... .. 2,500.000 ... . ... ... ..... ... . .. .... - 2,5001,000 

Total ... .............. u...... .. . . .. .. . . . .. . .. .. . 230,963,000 222 .463 ~,000 - 8.500.000 

The Committee recorrun~ends a reduction of $6,000.000 for ·a,'al 
Petrol~eum Resen e " o. l, the sa1ne as proposed by the House. This 
decrease represents sa\ ings attributable to planned electrical n~eeds of 
the reserve Ylhich Y.'ill not be necessary until mid-fiscal year 1982 or 
beyon~d ratl1<er than by the en~d of fiscal year 1981 as originally plann~ed. 
Accordingly~ the Conunittee has provi~ded a total of $11,682 000 ~or 
electrical costS which still represents an increase of 20 percent over the 
fiscal year 1981 funding l ~evel. 
Th~e Cotrunittee does not concur with the House reconunendation to 

reduce this acc~ount by an additional $440,000. This arnount is for an 
automated financial and managerial infortnation system, which the 
~Committee believes is n~ecessary to provid~e the more complete and ac­
curate data regarding th~e r~eserves \\'hich the Corrunittee d~esires. 

Like the House the Cotrunittee b~elieves th~e prograrn direction of 
2.500~000 for th~e remaining acti' ities of the en~ergy production, demon­

strati~on and distribution account are n~o longer necessary and h~as thus 
recommended no ne\\' funds for this purpose. 

E\~GY CO. "SER\'ATIO! .. 
19.81 appropriation ...................................................................................................... S711,67S,OOO 
1982 budget estimate................................................................................................... 195 .. 000.000 
House allo"~ance ..................... ....... .... ... .. ..... .. .. .. . ....... .... .. ... .. .. ........ .. .. ................ .. .. ...... 2{)3,890,000 
Comminee recommendation...................................................................................... 130,340,000 

The Conunittee recotrunends an appropriation of $130,340,000, 
$64 660 000 beloY.r th~e budget estim.ate and $73,550,000 belov.· the 
House allo\\ ance. A comparison of tl1e Committee reeotmnendations 
and th~e budg~et estimates is shown on the follov.·ing tabl~e: 

.. 

.. 
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Budge: Comm1ttee 
estimate recommenoat,on Chanoe ... 

Buildings and community sys­
tems: 

Building systems .................. ,..... $17,547,000 
Community systems .............. ,. , ...... , ..... , ...... , .......... , .. . 
Urban waste ............................. . 9,000,000 
Technology and consumer 

$17,54 7,000 .... , ................. , ..... . 
2,000,000 + $2,000,000 
5,000.000 - 4,000,000 

products ........ , .. , ........... , ...... ,. ,. . . . . . .......... 0 •••••• ,. • • • • • • • • • • •• , •••••••••••••• , •• ,. • • • • • • •••• 0 ••••••••• , ••••• , ••••••• 

(Effects of fiscal year 
1981 deferral /transfer) ............................. . 

Analysis and technology 

• 

(1·1 ,600,000) { + 11 ,600,000) 

transfer ............ , ....... , ........... , ...... , ......... . , ......... , ........................... , ........ , ........................ . 
Appliance standards ................ ,., ...... , ............................................. , .................. .. ....... . 
Federal energy management • • 

program ................................ . 1,000,000 1 ,000,000 , ... , ........ , .. , ............. . 
Residential conservation serv-

• 
1ce ...... ...................................................................................................... , ........... , ... . 

{Effects of fiscal year 
1981 deferral /transfer) .......... , ................ : .. . 

Capital equipment ...... ........... ... 453,000 
Program direction ..................... 3,100,000 

(7 ,000.000) 
453,000 

3,100,000 

{ + 7 ,000,000) 
......... , ..... ,, .. ......... . 
. . . . . . . . . ,, . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ,, . 

----------------------------------
Subtotal, Buildings and 

community services .......... . 31 t 100,000 29,100,000 -2,000,000 
(Effects of fiscal year 

1981 deferral/trans· 
fer) . .. . .. . . . . .. . . . . . .. .. . . . .. .. .. . . . . . .. . . . . ... . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. . ( 18,600 ,000) ( + 18,600 ,000) 

Industrial: 
Waste energy reduction ......................................................................................... . 

(Effects of fiscal year 
1981 deferral/transfer) .. ............................ (1 0 ,000,000) ( + 1 0,000,000) 

Energy process efficiency ............................. .... .. 
(Effects of fiscal year 

1981 deferral/transfer) .. ............................ (5, 100,000) ( + 5, 100,000) 
Industrial cogeneration .................... , ................... . 

(Effects of fiscal year 
1981 deferral /transfer) .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. ... .. .. . .. . .. (8 ,500 ,000) ( + 8,500 ,000) 

Implementation and commer-
. I' t' cta tza 1on ...................................................... .... . 4,400,000 + 4.400,000 

Program direction ..................... 965,000 2,250,000 + 1,285,000 
----------------------------------

Subtotal , Industrial ................ 965,000 6.,650,000 + 5,685,000 
{Effects of fiscal year 

1981 deferral / trans-
fer) ...... .. ...... .. .... . .. .... . .. . .. .. .. . .... .. . . ..... .. .. .. . . (23,600,000) ( + 23,600,000) 

Transportation: 
Vehicle propulsion research 

and development .. . .... . .. ...... .. 11 ,000,000 
(Effects of fiscal year 

1981 deferral / transfer) ............ ..... ........... .. 
Alternative fuels utilization . . . .. . 5,150.000 
Electric/hybrid vehicle pro-

gram ...................................... . 
Transportation utilization pro-

grams .................................... . 

19.600,000 

1,000,000 

12.000,000 

{21.000,000) 
4,150.000 

+ 1,000,000 

( + 21 .000.000) 
- 1,000,000 

19.600,000 .......................... . 

1,000,000 .......................... . 



Transportallon Conl•nued 
Capital qu•pmenl .. . . . .... . 50.000 so.ooo .. ....... ... 0.. . . 
Prog~am dlrecl•on... . ..... ...... .. 1,280.000 1.500.000 .000 

---------------------------------
Subtotal. Transportal on. .... 38.280,000 38,500.000 220.000 

(Effects of fiscal year 
1981 deferral/trans· 
fer) ...... 4 • • •••••• • •• • ••••••••••• • ··············o·•·o········· (21 .000.000) ( 21.000.000) 

State and local programs: 
Emergency energy conserva-

tion program ......................... . 2.000.000 .......................... . 
Energy policy and conserve· 

l110n grants .... .. . .. ... .. .. .. ....... .. .. ..... ... . .. .. ........... .... 20,()()(),000 + 20.000,()()() 
(Eff,ects of fiscal year 

1981 deferral/transf,er) .. ..... ......... .. ... ...... ... (9,()()(),()()()) ( + 9.()()().()()()) 
Energy extension service ....................................................................................... . 

(Effects of fiscal year 
1981 deferral/transfer) ...................... 0....... (1 0.()()().()()()) ( + 1 0.()()().000) 

Energy conservat~ion and p.ro· 
d ucti ~on grants ............................................ 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •••••• 

(Effects of fiscal year 
1981 def·errall/transfer).. ............................ (16,000,()()()) ( + 6,()()().()()()) 

Schools and hospitals .... ......... 100.()()().000 ............ u........... - 100,000,()()() 
(Eff,ects of fiscal year 

1981 deferral/transfer) .. . . . . . . . ... . . ... .. .. . . ... . .. . (50,()()(),()()()) ( + 50,000.000) 
Weathenzation .......................... ............................ 18,500.000 + 18.500.()()() 

(Effects of fiscall year 
1981 def,erral/transfer) .. ................ ............ (94,()()(),000) ( + 94,()()(),()()()) 

Program direction..................... 4,965,()()() 7 ,000~()()() + 2,035,()()() 

Subtotal, St,ate and locall 
prog1rams ........................... . 1 06,965 ,()()() 4 7,500 ,()()() - 59,465 ,()()() 

(Effects of fiscal year 
1981 deferral/trans· 
fer) ... .. . .. .. .. . .... ....... .... ... .... .. .. . ....... .. ... ........ (169,()()(),()()()) ( + 1169,()()(),000) 

Mulltisector: 
Energy conversion teclhnol· 

ogy ................. IIJ •••••••••••••••••••••••• 11 ,700,000 ....... .................. - 11 ,700,()()() 
(Effects of f1iscal yea1r 

1981 deferral/transf,er) ............................ .. (8.170,()()()) ( + 8,170,000) 
Inventors progra1m ... .. . .. . . . .. . .. . . . 5,400,000 5,000 ,()()() - 400 ,()()() 

(Effect of fiscal year 
1981 deferral /transfer) ....................... 0 ..... . (400,000) ( + 400,000) 

Appropriate technology ............................... u .... .. 31 ()()() 1 ()()() + 3, ()()() 1000 
Capital equipment .. ............ ...... 400,()()() 400,000 ··························· 
Program d1irection .. . . ... .. .. . ... ... .. . 190,()()() 190 t ()()() ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Subt~otel, Multisector ............ . 17 ,6'90.000 8.590,()()() -9,100,000 
(Effects of fiscal year 

1981 deferral/trans· 
fer) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .................. 0 •• 0 ••••• (8,570,000) ( + 8,570,()()()) 

Total, Energy conservation .. 
(Effects of fiscal year 

1981 deferral/trans-

195.000,()()() 130,340,()()() +4,340,000 

fer) ················o········· · ···· ························o··· (~~.~().()()()) ( + ~4(),jrjr(),()()()) 

The Committee recotrun~ends a fiscal year 1982 prograrn J,e el of 
$371.110,000, which is 176,110 000 over the budget request. This pro-

• 
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grarn level includes: $130,340,000 of new budget authority; $172,608,000 
transferred from "Fossil energy construction," $400,000 transferred from 
"Energy production, demonstration, and distribution," and $67,762,000 
deferred in energy conservation in fiscal year 1981. 
Buildings and Community Systems-

Building Systems: For building systems, the Comtnittee has recom­
mended $17,547,000, the budget request. The adtninistration's accel­
erated decontrol of oil prices, along with varous tax credits, should 
serve to stirnulate increased conservation practj.ces within the private 
sector. The Comr11ittee therefore has not concurred \\'ith the House 
action pro\riding $6,705,000 per building energy performance standards 
(BEPS) and $5,000,000 for BEPS demonstrations. Included in the 
Comrrtittee recorrut1endation is $3,400,000 for energy conversion equip-
ment and $600,000 for consumer product test procedures. 

Community Systems: The Comrnittee has reconu11ended $2,000,000 in 
comrnunity systems for the water to water heat pump progra111 in 
Scranton, Pa. ($500,000); and for construction of congeneration 
capability for Georgetown University's fluidized bed boiler ($1,500,000). 

Urban waste: $5,000,000 is reconunended for urban waste, the sarne 
as the House proposal. However, unlike the House, the Conunittee ex­
pects this arnount to support the orderly te1n1ination of research and 
development programs concerning the production of energy, recovery, 
and reuse of materials and energy, the conservation of energy in 
municipal waste functions, and the support of technology development 
with private sector panners. 

Technology and Consumer Products: The Cornrnittee reconunends 
$11,600,000, $600,000 over the House allocation. The Conunittee shares 
the view of the House that long-ternl generic research in the develop­
ment of conservation products for residential and commercial use 
should not be as high a priority as research and development leading to 
specific products. Accordingly, the Cotnmittee expects that priority be 
given to research and development of specific products but directs that 
no funds be used for market development of such products. 

Anal)'Sis and Technology Transfer. The Committee has recom­
mended no funds for analysis and technology transfer, the same as the 
budget request. · · 

Appliance Standards: No funds have been reconunended for the ap· 
pliance standards program. The Corrunittee firn1ly believes that market 
demand has forced appliance manufacturers to move toward adopting 
appliance standards and labeling progratns, and thus feels that the con­
tinuation of this progratn is not necessary. 

Federal Energ;·· .. ~fanagen1ent Program: The Cotnmittee has recom· 
mended $1,000,000, the budget request for continuation of the Federal 
energy management progratn. 

Residential Consen'alion Sen,ice: The Cotrurtittee has recommended 
$7,000,000 for continuation of the residential conservation service, 
which had been proposed for tertnination by the administration and the 
House. Within this funding level, the Deparu11ent is expected to make 
available through the States, information on energy conservation and 
renevlable resource measures, home energy audits, insta.Jlation inspec­
tions, and other such activities as provided by law. 
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Tratrsporation. For tran ponation, the Comr•tiU e nd a to· 
lal neY,. appropriation of 38,500.000, hich is 0.000 o r th bu 
request In addition, ome 21.000 000 has b n plio · d d throu th 
transfer of funds as pre 'iously outlined and Wough th rr81 of 
funds from fiscal year 1981. In addition to the budg t requ for 
electric and hybrid vehicle progra1n ( 19,600 000 an~d uansponation 
utilization prograrns ( 1,000,000). the Corrunittee has r 01111n nd ~ 
1,500,000 for prograr11 direction and 33,000 000 for the ehicl propul· 

sion research and d~e elopment prograr11. ithin this 33 000,000 fund· 
ing le el. the Coannittee expects that 15,000 000 is to be u d for gas 
turbine de elopment b a single contractor; $13,000 000 is for tirling 
engine de elopment; and 5,000,000 is for vehicle system which in· 
clud~es continu,ed work on tru~ck bottoming cycles and the turbocom­
pound diesel engine. The Conutlittee believes that funds for the gas tur· 
bine and Stirling engine prograrns will culminate in actual dyn~ometer 
testing of complete engines. 

The Corrunittee has recotrutlended $4,150,000 for al~emati e fuels 
utilization $1,000,000 less than the budget estirnate. In addition. the 
Corrunittee understands that the Depa1 nnent is currently in the process 
of d~eterntining the proper Federal role in the de elopm,ent of methane 
for motor fuel purposes. Should that detertnination indicate that new 
such methane research, development, and demonstration is ad isable, 
the Co1runittee expects that up to $1,000,000 be mad~e available in this 
account for these purposes. 

State and Local Programs. Like the House, the Conunitree agrees 
that the Energy Extension Service has proven effecti e in generating 
energy savings at e local le el and reaches a wid spectrum of 
recipients. Accordingl , $10,000,000, an increase over the budget es­
tirnate, is pro ided for e continuation of this p~ograrn. 

In addition, the conunittee has provided $29,000,000 for energy 
policy and conservation grants and $6,000,000 for energy on~servation 
and production grants. Both progra1ns were not requested by the ad· 
ministration and were not fund~ed by the House. The Conunittee has 
also provided $50,000,000 for th~e schools and hospitals prograrn, half 
the budget request, and $112.500 000 for the weatherization prograrn. 
For weath~erization, th~e Committee expects the Depa1 unent to weather­
ize approximately 125,722, hom~es at the recorrunended funding level. 
This figure is based on the 1980 nati~onal average cost er weatherized 
h~ome of $878.92. The actual figures range ftom a high of $1,364 per 
home in Michigan to a low of $495 per home in ew Harnphsire. 
Within a\'ailable funds the Cottlrninee also directs that $2,000 000 be 
made available 10 ACTIO for coninuation of ACTIO 's corrununicy 

• energy project. 
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The Comtnittee has provided $7,000,000 for progratn direction, an in­
crease of $2,035,000 over the budget esti1nate and a decrease of 
$465,000 below the House allowance. 

Multi-sector. The Cot11mittee has concured in the action of the 
House reducing the Energy conversion technology account by $3,530,-
000 to a funding level of $8,170,000. Despite this reduction, however, 
the Depa1 ttnent is expected to continue long-tetnl development work 
establishing the feasibility of advanced concepts in advanced catalysis, 
heat exchangers, and combustion mechanisms. The Cotntnittee further 
concurs with the House in providing an increase ·of $3,000,000 for ap­
propriate technology. This funding level will provide for continued 
monitoring of grants and dissemination of results of successful grants. 
In this regard, the Depart1r1ent is expected to t1se the National Cenler 
for Appropriate Technology for delivery and· monitoring of these 

• sen'lces. 
The Comtnittee has joined with the House and the budget in provid­

ing $5,400,000 for the inventor's prograr11, $400,000 of which is made 
available by way of transfer from "Energy production, demonstration, 
and distribution." 

ECO. '"OMIC REGULATIO. ~ 

1981 appropriation .............. .. ......... .......................................... ..................................... Sl65.7U,OOO 
1982 budget estimate..................................................................................................... 28,500,000 
House allowance................................................ ........................................................... 32,000,000 
Committee recommendation...................................................................................... 17,100,000 

The Conuninee reconunends an appropriation of $17,100,000, 
· $11~400,000 below the budget estimate and $14,900,000 below the 

House allowance. This account includes the various functions of the 
Economic Regulatory Administration as well as those of the Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

In addition to the recon1tnended funding levels for fiscal year 1982, 
the Committee intends that $38,200,000 deferred from fiscal year 1981 
be made available to cart y out cenain activities of the Economic 
Regulat0ry Administration. The following table provides a comparison 
of the fiscal year 1982 budget estirnates and the Committee 
recommendations: 

Budget . Committee 
Activity esttmate recommendation Change 

Fuels conversion: 
Prohibition orders .. : ................................................................................... · ··· · ·· · ····· 

(Effect of fiscal year 1981 
deferral) ........ ~ .............................................. . ($4,500,000) ( + $4,500,000) 

Exemptions..................................... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ............. · · · ·..... . . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
(Effect of fiscal year 1981 

deferral) .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ....................... . (500,000) (500,000) 
----------------------------

Subtotal, fuels conversion ................................................................................ . 
(Effect of fiscal year 1981 

Utility programs and regulatory inter­
vention: Power supply and reli-
ability ................................................. . 

(5,000,000) (5,000,000) 

$5,000,000 5,()()(),()()() ........................ . 
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Compliance 
Ott ce of Special Counsel .......... . .()()().()()() ••••••••••••••••••••• 0 .. 

(EHect of t cal 1981 
11,100,()()()) ( 11,100 

Office of Enforcement .......... 0. 0 .. 0 0. - 6 ~ 
(EHect of flscal year 1981 

ctefe11rlll) ooo···························· .•...•........•......•... (!;,SIC)(),()()()) (. t;,ll()(),()()()) 

Subtotal. compliance ................ . 11 '9()(). ()()() ....•.. 0 • • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • .. 1 1 ,SIC)(),()()() 
(Effect of f•scal year 1981 

deferral)....................................................... (17,()()(),()()()) ( 17,()()().000) 

Fuels regulation .................................. .. 
Emergency preparedness ................... . 
Off1ce of Hear1ngs and Appeals ...... .-. 
Program administration ....................... . 

(Effecl of fiscal year 1981 de· 

3.600.()()() 
2.()()() ,()()() 
4,500 ,()()() 
1,500.000 

~.600.()()() .. , ..................... . 
~.()()().()()() ........•..•........... 0. 
5,()()(). ()()() 500 
1.500.000 ........................ . 

terral)......................... ..... ...... .. ... ......... (16.200,000) ( + 16.200,000) 

Total, Economic Regulation ..... 
(Effect of fiscal year 1981 

28,500,000 17.100,000 - 11.400,()()() 

cjeferral) ............................... ......................... (~.200.000) ( + ~.200,()()()) 

Fuels conversion. The Com•nittee recom•nen~ds no funds in this bill 
for the fuels con ersi~on prograrn, howe er, expects the Depaar•11ent to 
use $5 000 000 deferred from fiscal year 1981 oo continue this prog~rn. 
Testirnony recei ed by the Co1runinee indicated that some 38 utilities 
and 10 Federal facilities have pending prohibition orders under the 
Fuel Use Act, and, if petsmitted to convert to coal as deswed, would dis· 
plac-e approximare1y 87.6 milli~on ba•Iels of oil per year with some 23 
million tons of coal. 

$4,500,000 of the $5,000,000 is for work toward the completion of out­
standing prohibition orders to powerplants located at the app~oxianately 
38 g~en~erating stations at which th~e utilities desire to conven to coal, 
and to begin the processing of prohibiti~on ord~ers to additional plants 
which wish to conven to coal or coal mixtufes. The Federal prohibition 
orders are needed in order to petmit convetting utilities to take ad­
vantage of special Clear Air Act provisions intended to facilitate conver­
sion and to provide the impetus at the State and local lev 1 for conver­
sion. The Committee, therefore, expects work on these prohibition 
orders to proceed expeditiously and with~out inLerruption. 

The remaining $500,000 is for processing exemptions to the restric­
tions on the use of natural gas and oil contained in the Powerplant and 
Industrial Fu~el Use Act . 

Utilit) pr:og~ams and regulatory intervention. Sitllilar to the budget 
estirnate and the House allowance, the Comrnittee recomrnends $5,000,-
000 for the power supply and reliability activities of the Utility Pro­
grarns account. 'lhis level of funding will petnlit the Oepaarrnent to 
continue its prograr11s to ensure the a~dequacy, reliability, and cost-efTec· 
ti eness of this nati~on's electrical power supply systems. It will also per­
mit th~e Depa,a trnent to somewhat Feorient the prograrns toward an 
emergency response, contingency prep~edness capability. The Com· 
minee recoinrttends no funds to continue the intervention p 

• 
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clu 9 000,000 for planning, 11,912,000 for progra'tn · 
178 496,000 for phase II phase III, and nonphase sp ific 

e torage facilit de elopment an~d operation. Th · 
directs the Depa1 anent to pro 'id~e enate and Hou e Appropri · 
Coaunittee with prior notice of any coJJuniunent for acquisition o 
non·pha e specific strategic reserve s~orage facilities. 1b ar th 
amounts as the budget estimate and the House allo ance. 

In accordance \\'ith recent directive of the Senate 3 684 000 000 
would be mad~e a ailable through off-budget ~e for petro 
acquisition and transponation. This level of funding for acqui ition d 
transponation would permit the purchase of approxima~ely 79 100 000 
ba11els of oil during fiscal year 1982 at an average cost of about .11. 
Including that petroleum contracted for during the 1982 fiscal year bu 
delivered in the first quaner of fiscal year 1983, the strategic petroleum 
reser\'e will hold some 268.1 million barrels, or 35.7 percent of the 750 
million barrel goal planned to be reached no later than 1989 . 
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ll~ll~ l>llcl~~t ~(Ae ......•..•••.•••.•.•.•.••..••••••.•.•.•••••••.•..•.•.•••••.••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••.•••• ~.()()(),()()() 

Jrl()\1~ ~~()~,~~ ·························•·•·····•·····················•·•······•····•······••·•··••·······••·•••·•••••••· ~.~~.()()() 
<::c>II1Unrli1lt~~ ~~ri1U[Il~ll~ti()ll...................................................................................... ~~.II!;Jl,()()() 

The Conuninee reconunends an appropriation of $79,851 000 
$149,000 belOY.' the budget estirnate and $5,135,000 below the House al· 
lowance. The amount reco1nmended by the Conunittee compared with 
the budget estimate is shown in the following table: 

Achvny 
Budget 

est•mate 
Committee 
mendatlon 

Energy applied analysis....................... $8,000,000 $8,000,000 ....................... .. 
Conection. production and dissemina-

tion .. ... ......... .. ........ ... ... .... .. . ... .... .... . ... . 38,385,000 38,236,000 - $149.000 
Data validation...................................... 3,000,000 3,000,000 ........................ . 
Date. information services.................... 30,615.000 30,615,000 ....................... .. 

Total, Energy information of· 
fice .... .. . .. . .. ... . .. . . .. . . . ... . ... . . .. . .. . .. . eo.ooo.ooo 79.851.000 -149,000 

The Committee reconunendation includes the budget estirnates and 
House-passed allo,\'ance for energy and applied analysis ($18,000 000)· 
dala alidation ($3 000.000)· and data information sen'ices ($30,615 • 
000). In collection, production and dissemination, the Commitlee has 
proposed a reduction of $149,000 for information services the same as 
the House. A total funding level of $2,279,000, which is a 106 000 
increase o er fiscal year 1981, will be available to adequately maintain 
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this prograrn, including any projected increases of informational 
requests. 

The Corrunittee has not concurred in the House increases for the 
financial Feponing system ($2,356,900) and consumption data systems 
($2,779,000). In the case of the financial reporting system, the Com­
mittee feels the forms required to be filed by industry are perhaps more 
burdensome than that of any other in the entire Department. More im­
ponant, however, is that the FRS progratn requires information, some 
of which is no longer necessary, \vhich clearly a~ds to more Federal 
intervention in the energy marketplace. That · inforn1ation which is 
desirable can be obtained from other governxnental sources such as the 
SEC ana IRS. 

In the case of consumption data systems, the Committee strongly 
believes the comtnercial and industrial surveys proposed by the House, 
as well as an annual survey of energy use in comtnercial buildings, are 
not necessary and will only add to the already excessive burden on 
private enterprise imposed by the Federal governtnent. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

HEALTH SER\'ICES ADMTI\1STRATIO. ~ 

11\"DIA:\" HEALTH SER vlCES 
1981 appropriation .. ..... .. .. ... .. .. . . . .. .. .. ... .. ....... ... .. .. .. . ....... .. .. .. . .. . ........ .. . .. .. .. ... .... ... ..... .. $606,67 5,000 
1982 budget estimate................................................................ ................................. 626.819,000 
House allowance ........................................................................................................ 629,484,000 

· Committee recommendation.................................................................................... 623.069,000 

The Committee recotnmends an appropriation of $623,069,000, a 
decrease of $3,750,000 belO\\' the budget estimate and $6,415,000 below 
the House allowance. Allowances are displayed in the following com­
parative table: 

Activtty 

Clinical services: . 
IHS and tribal health delivery: 

Hospital and health clinic 
program .............................. . 

Dental health program .......... . 
Mental health program ........ .. 
Alcoholism program .............. . 

· Maintenance and repair ...... .. 
Contract care ......................... . 

Preventive health: 
Sanitation ............................... . 
Public health nursing ............ . 
Health education ................... . 
Community health represent· 

ative program .................... .. 
Urban health projects ........................ .. 

• 

Indian health manpower ..................... . 
Tribal management .............................. . 
Program management ......................... . 
Equity health care fund .... .................. . 

Budget Commtttee 
esttmate recommendatton Change 

• 

$318,146,000 $325,146,000 + $7,000,000 
18,129,000 18,629,000 + 500,000 

6,000,000 6,000,000 ....................... .. 
16,969,000 16,969,000 ........................ . 
8,611 ,000 8,611 ,000 ........................ . 

115,028,000 115,028,000 ....................... .. 

14,177.000 
8.301,000 
2,285.000 

39!083,000 

14,677,000 + 500,000 
8,301 ,000 ....................... .. 
2,285,000 ........................ . 

34,583,000 -4,500,000 
4,450,000 ....................... .. - 4,450,000 
3,792,000 
2.744,000 

53,050,000 
16,054,000 

3,992,000 + 200,000 
2, 7 44,000 ........................ . 

52,050,000 
14,054,000 

• 

-1,000,000 
-2,000,000 
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Cl111rcal s. I n ith th ou of 
b n add r hosp , eli ·ca1 and d tal 
o h lth faciliu th t ill open du • 

ommi t h also accept d th aiJo 
prograrn in lin ith incr pro · d~ d 

aciliti 
The conununit ' health representati e pro has 
500,000. Iocr ed direct ervices p~o id Wough n an 

ment hospitals and clinics and associated taffing · 
r due~ the need for CHR • . ccordingl , th CoauJrlttee dir tha 
reduction belo the fiscal ear 1981 le el be appli~ed sol ly to th 
areas which ha e received inc~eased medical staff in fiscal y 198 
and 1982 as a result of new construction. 

u~ban health p~ojecls. The Conunitree has pro ided no funds for ur 
ban health projects. · 

Indian health nJanpower. The increase of $200,000 for Indian health 
manpower is to provide institutional suppon for the Indian in o 
Medicin~e project in onh Dakota. 

Program management. The Co1t11nittee has agreed with the Hou e 
reduction of $1,000,000 in progra•n management as a panial offset to 
th~e increase provi~ded under the hospital and clinic programs. 

Equil)' health care fu1ul. The Committee has applied a $2,000.000 
reduction to the request for the fiscal year 1982 installment of the 
equity h~ealth care fund. The repon accompanying the fiscal year 1981 
bill clearly stated that the equity fund was to be an aid to reallocating 
Indian Health Sen,ice resources. As no reallocation of resources was 
made in fiscal year 1981, the Conu11inee directs that the full budget es· 
rirnate for the fund be spent for this purpose. but that $2,000,000 be 
derived from a reallocati~on of existing Indian Health Service resources. 
Th~e Co1runittee understan,ds that the Indian Health Service has 

reduced the number of RAC criteria that will be used oo detemtine the 
ranking of the tribes which will receive equity health care funds. Based 
on infonnation provided by the General Accounting Office, it appears 
that "bile certain progr~•n deficiencies have made tribes eligible for 
equity funds, the Indian Health Service has allowed the tribes to allo· 
cate these increased resources as they wished, rather than applying the 
n~e\\' fun~ds to those prograrns in which the deficiencies exist. The Com· 
minee, th~erefore directs the Indian Health Service to ensure that tribes 
receiving equity funding use that money solely for those deficient pro· 
gram components \\'hich led to their being qualified to receive increased 
m~oney. 

Afedicare/medicaid collections. The Conunittee has not agreed \\'ith 
the House that a ponion of the Indian Health Service costs be offset by 
funds collected from medicare and medicaid reimbursements. The law 
authorizing such collections specifically states that such receipts 
not be considered in deteJ tnining appropriations. 

A recent repon by the Inspector General has found that the e t 
operation of the lndi~an Health Service has been cunailed as a result f 
limitations on the hiring of personnel. The Co1runinee has. therefore, • 
eluded bill language prohibiting reductions in personnel below those 
le rels prO\'id~ed for in appropriations. 

• 
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Another problem has developed as a result of the interpretation of 
the Indian preference requirements. IHS has followed a policy of ab­
solute Indian preference in recent years. This policy goes far beyond 
court decisions which found that other things being equal, Indians shall 
be given preference in hiring Yt'ithln the IHS and the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs. 

The Comrnittee directs IHS to revie\\ hiring policies and to report to 
the Comrnittee by January 30, 1982 on proposed changes that will 
comply with, but not exceed, the directives outlines in coun decisions 
regarding Indian preference. · · 

INDIAJ. HEALTH FACILI'I"IFS 
1981 appropriation ............................ .,... .......... ......... ..................... .. ................ ... ......... $84,469 ,()()() 
1982 budget estim.ate ........... , ......................................................... .".:............. .............. 8,100,000 
House allowance ............................................................................... :.......................... 46,739.000 
Committee recommendation...................................................................................... 46,617,000 

The Conunittee recommends an appropriation of $46,617,000, an in­
crease of $38,517,000 above the budget· estirnate and a decrease of 
$122,000 belO\\' the House allowance. The following comparative table 
sumrnarizes the Cotlunittee's recomrnendations: 

Budget Committee 
Activity estimate recommendation Change 

Hospitals: 
New and replacement .................. . 
Modernization and repair ............ . 

$7,900,000 
200,000 

Outpatient facilities ....................................................... . 
Personnel quarters ....................................................... . 
Sanitation facilities ....................................................... . 

• 

$9,928,000 + $2,028,000 
200,000 ........................ . 

10,014,000 + 10,014,000 
350,000 + 350,000 

26,125,000 + 26,125,000 

Hospitals and clinics. The Conu11ittee continues to support an on­
going prograrn to replace outdated health care facilities and to provide 
new clinics \\'here required. Accordingly, construction funds have been 
provided for three outpatient facilities for which planning and design 
funds were appropriated in fiscal year 1981. Initial funding has also 
been provided for the next two hospitals on the priority list Funding 
for these projects is detailed below: 

Budget Committee 
est1mate recommendation Change 

Planning and design: 
Sacaton, Ariz ......................................................... . 
Rosebud, S. Oak ................................................... . 

Outpatient facilities: 
Anandarko, Okla .................................................... . 
Huerfano, N. Mex .................................................. . 
Tsaile, Ariz ............................................................. . 

Personnel quarters: Planning ...................................... . 

$728,000 + $728,000 
1,300,000 + 1 ,300,000 

3,045,000 
3,212,000 
3,757,000 

350,000 

+3,045.000 
+ 3,212,000 
+3,757,000 

+- 350,000 

Personnel quarters. $350,000 has been provided to plan 200 units of 
quaners for the Chinle Hospital and 28 units for Inscription House. 
The Conunittee has also included bill language authorizing Indian 
Health Service to lease the quaners needed for these two facilities. 

Sanitation facilities. The Cotrut1ittee has red11ced the House al­
lowance for sanitation facilities by $2,500,000. The House had provided 
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nels for 6 900 uni to b buil b th pan•n of ou · 
rban De lopmenL Information a ailabl to th Conuni 

that a maxi•num of 000 en of Ho · and rb 
men uni ill re.qu Indian Health ervic uppon in 
1982. In ent with the House. 20.500,000 has pro i r 
construction of sanitation facilities for which planning and d · n 

ere pro ide-d in fiscal year 1981. 
anitation construction has been needlessly delayed du to the · ·~a­

lions hich ha e been placed on the hiring of temporacy personn . · 
language has be-en included to allow the Indian Health ervic ~o 
the personn~el necessary to keep the construction prog1 arn on sched . 

DEPARTME OF EDUCATIO 

OFFlCE OF ELEMEt\'TARY A! m SEOO. IDARY EouCAno 

1981 appropriation o ..... ooo ........• 0 •••••••••••••• 0. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• S81.680,()()() 
1982 budget estimate.................................................................................................. 81.096,000 
House allo~'ance ....... 00 .o ...... 0 .o ..................•....... 0 •• o•• .....•.......................•..• 0 •• •• • •• ••••• •• ••• •• • 82.096.000 
C::C,J11UDrli1Jt~ r~~nc1Jltiono..................................................................................... llll,096,()()() 

The Co1nn1it1ee recoounends an appropriati~on of $81,096,000 the 
sarne as the budget estirnate and $1,000,000 below th~e House allowance. 

Bill language has been included requiring th~e Secretary of the De· 
paa1rnent of Education to comply with the provisions of the Indian 
Education Act with respect to certification of eligibility. Also required 
by the Cotmnittee language is the repon from the Secretary on the 
definition of the term "Indian" which was mandated by section 453 of 
me Indian Education Act This repon, along with the recom•nendations 
of dle Secretary, was due January 1, 1980. 

NAVAJO ~1) HOPI no, ' CoMMiss1o T 

SALARIPS ~'D EXPENSES 
Jl~Bll ~t))J)JrClJ)~ti()Il ..................................................................................................... . 
1~82 budget estimate ................................................................................................. . 
House all()\\'ance ............................... 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

$2,737,000 
1S.061,()()() 
lS.OSJL,OOO 
4,981,000 

The Conunittee recommends an appropriation of $4,981,000, a 
d~ecrease of $10,080,000 below the budg~et estirnare and $10,070,000 
below the House allowance. Th~e Committee concurs with the House 
reduction for Administration and Finance. 

As a resull of a Gen~eral Accounting Office investigation requested by 
the CoJD'Inittee. it has been lea1ned that fully 75 percent of the reloca-

• 

• 

tion benefits have been paid to indi iduals who do not 1i e on the pa1 ti· ' 
tioned lands. A formal revie\\' has been requested and there exists th~e 
possibility that the Comptroller General will find that these payments 
ha e been made con tracy to law. Until this issue is resolved, the Com· 
minee directs that no payments be made to those classified as "tem· 
porarily away." If payments to those "ten1porarily away" are found to 
be legal the Conut,ittee funher directs that the Com•nission revise its 
benefits schedule so that those not living in the Joint Use Area receive 
less than those who must actually be reloca~ed. 
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The reductions below the House allowance consist of the following: 
bonus payments ( $750,000); relocation payments ( $8,700!000); nevl 
positions ( $120,000); and the newly authorized discretionary fund 
( $500,000) . 

Based on the infotnlation provided by the Conunission~ the discret­
ionary fund would duplicate many existing programs no\\' administered 
by the Indian Health Service and the Bureau of Indian Affairs. The 
Committee has detetrnined that discretionary funds should not be made 
available until the land transfer has been completed and until the 
Conunission develops a more precise proposal for the use of the funds . 

SMITHSO~lA.. . INSTI"I lTfiO! . 
• 

• 
• 

SALARIES A. IT) EXPENSES ·. 
1981 appropriation ......... .... ............................................................................................. Sl22,478.J)()0 
1982 budget estimate................................................................................................... ... 135,086,000 
House allo\\'ance .................................................... ............................................................ 136.374.000 
Comminee recommendation............................................. .............................................. 132.106,000 

The Conunittee reco1runends an appropriation of $132,106,000 a 
decrease of $2,980,000 below the budget estimate and $4!268.000 below 
the House allowance. The following table provides a comparison of the 
budget estirnates with the Committee recot11mendation: 

Science ................................................. . 
. History and art ..................................... . 

Public service ...................................... . 
Museum programs ............................... . 
Special programs ................................ . 
Administration ...................................... . 
Support activities ................................. . 

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

Budget Committee 
estimate recommendation Change 

$45,828,000 
21,154,000 

2,763,000 
10,166,000 
8,786,000 
9,705,000 

36,684,000 

135,086,000 

$45.394,000 
19.949,000 

2,363,000 
9,976,000 
7,936,000 
9,415,000 

37,073,000 
' 

132,106,000 

-$434,000 
- 1,205,000 

-400,000 
-190,000 
-850,000 
-290,000 
+ 389,000 

-2,980.000 

Science. The Corrunittee has reduced the requested increase for the 
National Museum of Natural History by the follo\ving amounts: Special 
exhibits gallery ( $143~000)· Museum of Man ( $125,000); Insect 
baseline studies ( $64,000) and research publications ( $35,000). For 
the Astrophysical Observatory, the Conunittee has deleted the $8,000 re­
qtiested for a tour dFiver, but has provided an additional $33,000 for a 
safety specialist and has provided an additional $340,000 for the 
Multipl~ Mirror Telescope. . 

No additional funds have been provided for the Tropical Research 
Institute for research publications (- $37~000); vehicle replacement 
( $50~000): or other inflationary costs ( $54.000). The $116,000 in­
crease requested for additional research at the Radiation Biology La­
boratory has been deleted. The request for the Chesapeake Bay Center 
has been reduced by $150,000 associated with the ~'atershed monitoring 
prograrn and $35,000 for new vehicles. 

History' and Art. The Committee has provided no funding for addi­
tional acquisitions. The Smithsonian presently ovlns more than 75,000,-
000 objects. Funds in excess of $40,000,000 have been OT will be pro­
vided to build and equip the Museum Support Center ~·hich will store 



atem h1 h c n 1 di pia d. qui ition for th u ur11 of 
ca n al ne e eed 1 000 pi a ear. Th mith ni iU 

continu to u e tru 1 fund and accept · from pri ·a~ dono th 
uction in dentl uppon ill not end the acqui ition prog~ . Th 

reduction to 1 9,000. 
Th Commilte ha provided 200 000 of the requ ted inc of 
74,000 ~or the usuem of merican Hi tory for printing, uppli 

equipm~en and oth~er er ices. 75.000 reduction has be n appli-.. 
the increa e requested For upgrading exhibition faciliti collectio 
management, and remedial c~n ervation for the u eum of Ameri 

n. 
The requ~ested increase ~or management of collections and exhibition 

at th~e Ponrait Gallery ha been reduced b~ $25,000 and the Corm11itoo 
has not provided the a~dditional $42.000 requ~ested for publication for 
the Mu eum of African An. 

Public Sen ice. The Cotrunittee has reduced the estirnate for th 
Smilhsonian Press by $400 000. In each of the preceeding 2 fiscal years 
the Smith onian has reduced the trust funds for this account by ap· 
proximatel $400,000. Th~e Corrunittee does not feel that additional costs 
for this prograrn should be shifted to the Federal Go ~err1ment. 

A1useum p~ogranls.-Qf the requested increase of $343,000 for U· 
braries, the Conu11ittee h~as provided $200,000. $85 000 of the requested 
increase for tlle traveling exhibition service has been provided. 

Special prog~ams. The Committee has not pro ided the requested in· 
creases of $250,000 for special exhibitions, $300,000 to reestablish the 
research a\\'ards prograrn ·or $300 000 for the native Americans progra1n. 

Administration. The requested increase of $790,000 has been re· 
duced to $500 000. 

Support activities. The Conunittee has provided an additional 
$389,000 to restore base funds for guard and physical plant positions. 

MUSEt;M PROGRAMS AJ ;o RELA'J"FD RESEARCH 

(Special foreign currency program) 
1~81 app~opriation ............................................................. , ......................... 0 •• , ••• 0 • •• • 0.. •• • $3,650,000 
1982 budget estimate .o ....................... o• ...... ,o··· o•o······o·······o·············· ................... 00 •• • ••• ••• 5.500.()()() 
House allowance •o oo•······oo••o·•o························· ......................... 0 ............... 0............ .. .. .... 4.500.()()() 
Committe~ recommendation ...... 00 ••••••••••••••• 0 ••••••••••••••••••••• o ,. ••• •• •• ••• •••••••••••• •• •• •• • • • •••• • •• • 5,250,()()() 

The Cotnmittee reconunends an appropriation of $5,250,000, a 
decrease of $250 000 below the budget estimate and $750 000 above the 
House allO\\'ance. The House had not provided for the third installment 
of the loN ard-funded reserve of Indian rupees. The Conunittee sup· 
pons the concept of the resen·e and has provided $750,000 of the 
$1.000,000 requested for this purpose. 

00 .. ·siRUCllO ... A. :0 NP&O\'E..\iE ~S •.. ATIO .. AL ZOOLOGICAL PARK 

1981 appfopriation ......................................... ....................................................... ....... S3,290,000 
JL~B~ t>u~~t ~t~ ................................................................................................... ~.ll!)(),()()() 
~0\l~ ~~()~~~ .................................................................................................... ....... JL.~.()()() 
Committee Jecomm~ndation ............................................................... ,........................ 1,650,()()() 

Th~e Conunittee recJIIUnends an appropriation of $1,650,000. a 
decrease of $5,500,000 below the budget and an increase of $500,000 

• 

, 
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over the House allowance. The Conunittee has provided only $500,000 
of the requested $6,000,000 for the aquatic habitat exhibits. This 
atnount \Vill be sufficient to complete the design of the project. The 
current estimated cost of the ne\\' exhibit exceeds $9,000,000. The 
Cottlffiittee urges the Smithsonian to use the additional design funds to 
scale do\vn the project. If possible, the design should incorporate a 
national aquarium . 

RESTORA TIO?\ ANTI RENO VA TIO .. ' OF BL1LDI!\GS 
• 

1981 appropriation ......... ............ ....................................................... :. . .... ......... ... .......... S7 ,539,000 
1982 budget estimate...... .................................. .. ......................... ............................... ... 7.500,000 
House allowance ......................................... .................................. ...................... ... ........... 8,500.000 
Coll1II1iuee recommendation.............................................................................................. 7.500,000 

• 

The Corrunittee recon1mends an appropriation of $7,5001000 for 
restoration and renovation of buidings. This is the sar11e as the budget 
estitnate and a decrease of $1,000,000 oelOVt' the House allOVt'ance. The 
projects added by the House are of lower priority and can be deferred . 

co~STR cerro~ 
1981 appropriation .. ..... .. .... ... .. ... .. .. .. ....... .......... ................ .. . ................................... ........ $5.()()(),000 
1982 budget estimate...... ....................................................... ........................................ 1,000,000 
House allO\\'ance .... .. ..... ... .. .. .............. .. ....... ... .... ................. ..... ....... .... ............ ... .. .. ... .... 1.000,000 
Comminee recommendation......................................................................................... 1!000.000 

The Cotnmittee recommends $1,000~000 for construction, the sarne as 
the budget estimate and the House allowance. 

Half of the projected cost of $49,000,000 for two new museums is to 
be raised from private donations.~ To date\ only $2,000,000 has been 
raised. Prior to the request for funds to initiate construction, the Com­
mittee wishes to indicate that it \\'ill not approve appropriation of Fed­
eral funds \vithout a clear indication that the Smithsonian has the 
ability to raise its share of the project cost. 

NATIO~AL GALLERY OF ART 

SALARIES A:\"D EXPE\SES 
1981 appropriation .. .. .. . . . .. . . .. . .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. ... .. .. . .. . . ... ....... .. ... .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. ... ..... .. ..... .. .. . .. .. .. S24 .651.()()() 
1982 budget estimate .................................... ... ... .................................. ~... .. .. . ............. 32.777.000 
House allo\\'ance .. ....... ....... .... .. . .... ... .. ... .. ..... .. .. .. . .... .. ... ............ .... ... .... ... .............. .. ... ... 31.777.000 

• 

, Comminee recommendation....... .. ........ ... ... ...................... .......................................... 30.067 .000 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $30,067,000, a 
decrease of $1,710.000 below the budget request and the House al· 
lo'A'ance. 

The arnount recommended by the Conunittee for fiscal year 1982 
compared 'A'ith the budget estimates is shown in the follo'A'ing table: 



Cere and ization of art collections.... -
Opera on and maintenance of build· 

lnga end grounds ....... ~...................... 1&.278.CKMJ 14,048,000 -
Protection of buildings. grounds. and 

C)C)nttln •.•..•.•••.•••••••.•••••..•....••.•••••..•..• 4,728,000 
2.751 ,000 

4J.7~.()(J() ......................... . 
General adminast~auon ........................... . 2. 751,()()() .•.•.•••••••••••••••••••• 

Total, National GaUery of Art ... 32.77/,000 00,067,000 - 2,71 

Care and utilization of art collections. The reduction belo 
budget estittlate are: Special exhibitions ( $330 000) and 

• service ( $150,000). The arnount remaining for special exhibitio..-. 
cover on~e-half of the projected costs of these shows. The Commi 
has allo ed only half of the requested increase for the extension serv· 
ice. Presently, Gallery. materials are made available to school librari 
and public tel~evisi ~on stations at no cost other than return postage. 
Conunittee believes that the Gallery should establish a no1ninal charg 
for these services which would offset the costs of replacing and repair· 
ing the items which are provided through the extension prograrn. 

Operation a1zd maintenance of buildings and grounds. The reduction 
for operation and main1enance consist of the following: West building 
renovation ( $1,000,000); utilities ( $1,000,000); and supplies and 
materials ( $230,000). 

Testirnony before the Co1runittee indicated that the trusrees of the 
Gallery have made a conscious decision to use almost all of the private 
funds for new acquisitions rather than to offset the costs of the renova· 
tion of the West building. Since the first tirne this renovation was 
brought to the attention of the Conunittee, the esti•nated costs have al· 
most tripled. Further, most of the private donations for the renovation 
have been used to expand the scope of the original project rather than 
to car1y it out as initially planned. The Com•nit1ee, therefore, directs 
that the Gallery use private funds to complete the scope of renovation 
work that was justified for fiscal year 1982. 

Estirnated costs for utilities have been reduced by $1 000,000. The 
GalleT}' had estimated a rate increase of 25 percent for the coming year 
\\'hich is excessive in light of the current energy market The Com•nittee 
has also noted that the Gallery's rate of consumption of energy con· 
tinues to increase and urges the Gallery to institute effective conserva· 
tion measures wherever possible. 

The re,duction for supplies and materials makes allowance for a 20 
peocent increase in this account compared to fiscal year 1981. 

WoooRO\\' V..'ILSO. · I. :-r~ ·A no. ·AL CE.'.!ER FOR SCHOLARS 

SALARIES A. ·o EXPENSES 
1981 appropriation .. .. .. . . . . . . . . .. .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. . . . .. .. .. . • . .. .. • .... .. . . . .. .. . .. . . . . . .. .. •. . .. .. .. ........ .. ... . . .. . . 51,830,()()() 
Jl9J)~ t»llcl~~t ~tAe ............................................................................ ................. ..... ~~«J().()()() 
Jrlo\l~ ~~()~'an~..... . . . . . . .. ................... . . . ... . .. ... ......... ... . ... . ..... . ... ...... . ......... . . ............. . .... ~~.()()() 
Committee recommendation.: ..................................... :............. ................................. 1,903,()()() 

The Coouninee reconunends an appropriation of $1,903,000, a de· 
crease of $357,000 belO\\' the budget esti•nate and the House allowance. 

.. 
, 
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The Comrnittee has not provided the increase requested for the fel­
lowship progra1n in view of the fact that the stipends were increased in 
fiscal year 1981. Funher, when sabbatical income is included, Wilson 
scholars are paid at a rate comparable to full professors in the area. 

The estimate for public services has been reduced by $269,000: Per­
sonnel costs ( $261,000); travel ( $2,000); and consultations 
( $6,000). At a tirne when Federal employment is being reduced in 
most agencies, the Con11nittee cannot suppon a transfer of eight posi­
tions from the Center's private payroll to the Federal payroll. The eight 
positions represent half of the Center's private payroll excluding those 
who work on the Wilson Quanerly. 

NATio. ·AL FoL~TIATION o. · THE ARTS AJ"\TI HtJMA!'!rrtFS 
• 
• 

NATIOKAL E!\l)()WME!\!S FOR 'IHE ARTS Ai'\TD Ht.JMA .. ~I'IIFS 
• 

SA A! J) EXPENSES 
1981 appropriation ......................... ..... ................... .... ....... : ................ ..................... .... $243,894,000 
1982 budget estimate .......................... .,... .. ................. .. .. ......... ............... .. .... ........ .. ..... 140,500,()()() 
House allowance.. ..... .. .... .......... .................. ... ........... ............................. ...... ............. ... 237.087 ,()()() 
<::c>Il1Lflli1Jt~~ re<:<>IJ1UCrl~llclcttiC>Il..... . .. . ...... . .. .. . . ...... .. . . ... .. .. .. . . . . .. . . . . . . ... . . . . . . .... ... ........ . ..... .. . JL77.~0(),()()() 

The Conunittee recotrunends an appropriation of $177,300,000 an 
increase of $36,800,000 over the budget estitnate and a reduction of 
$59,787,000 below the House allowance. These funds combined with 
those provided for Challenge grants and Treasury grants increase the 
budget estirnate for the Endowments to the full Senate reconciliation 

· allov..'ance of $119,300,000 and $113,700,000 for NEA and NEH 
respectively. 

}lational Endowment for the Arts. The following table provides a 
comparison of the budget estirnates and the Conunittee recom­
mendations: 

Artists-in-schools ................................. . 
Dance .................................................... . 
Design arts ............................................ . 
Expansion arts ..................... : ................ . 

Budget Comm1ttee 
est1mate recommendation Change 

$235,000 
5,252,000 
3,118,000 
4.849,000 

$3,235,000 
5,852,000 
2,818,000 
5,449,000 

+ $3,000,000 
+600,000 
-300,000 
+600,000 

Fellows ...................................... .................... ....... ... ............ ............................................. . 
F o I k arts ................................ : ............... . 
Inter arts .... · ...................... ,\ ......... ........... . 

2,252,000 
2,275,000 

2,852,000 
2,175,000 

+600,000 
-100,000 

· International ......................................... . ......... ... .......................... ........ .... ........................ . 
Literature ............................ .................. . 
Media arts ..... ........... ............ ................. . 
Museums ...... ...... ........ .. .......... .. ......... ... . 
Music ....... ...................... .. ...... ......... ...... . 
Opera/ musical theater ................... ...... . 

3,277,000 
5,250,000 
6,772,000 
4.603,000 
1,160.000 

3,8n,ooo 
5,850,000 
7,372,000 
5,203,000 
1,760,000 

+600,000 
+600.000 
+600,000 
+600,000 
+ 600,000 

Special constituencies .......................... ....... ... ..... ... ............................. .................... ....... . 
State programs .................. .. .. ..... ....... ... . 
Theater ...................... .... ......... ....... ....... . 

• 

Visual arts .......... ........ ....... ............. ... .... . 

11,600.000 
2,460,000 
4,732,000 

24,200.000 + 12,600,000 
3,060,000 + 600,000 
5,332,000 + 600,000 

Research ............................................... ...... ............................................................. ....... . 
Ad ministration .................. ............ ........ . 12,665.000 10,265,000 - 2,400,000 

Total , arts ............................. ..... . . 70,500,000 89,300,000 + 18,800,000 

• 
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~oo.ooo increase for regional ~epr ntati and a 000 
for a propo ed ne interdisciplinary p~ograrn. In ie of th 
of ans progran1 acti it in fiscal ye-ar 1982 the Comrni t h 
the esti•11ate for adminisuation by 2 400 000. ilhin thi reductio 
funds ha e been pro i ~ded for a ne ADP system. 

Travel. The Endowm~ent has followed a practice of u ing p 

1 

fund as . ell as a~dminisuati e funds to uppon adtninisuati e tra I y 
Endowment employees. In fiscal year 1980, Endowment tafT m 240 
different trips to ew ork City. On an a erage, there are fi 
staff m~embers in ew ork City every week. The Comrninee eriou ly 
questions the need for such extensi e tta rei and, therefore, directs tha 
n~o progra1n funds be used to finance tra el by any employee of th 
Endowment Total travel for all End~O\\'Dlent employ~ees shall not exceed 
th~e $435,000 justified in the budget submtssion. 

atio11al Endowment for the Hum,anities. The following table pro· 
'ides a comparison of the budget estianates and the Comrni ee 
recotnrnendation for NEH: 

State programs ..................................... . 
Public programs ..................... ~ ............. . 
Education programs .......................... , .. . 
Fellowships ......... , ..... , ... , .......................... . 
Research grants .................................. . 
Special programs ........... , ................. , .... . 
~ctl11irllstration ...................................... . 

Total, Humanities ....................... . 

Budget Con•mtttee 
est~ mate eon 

$13,200,000 
8.400.000 

10,700,000 
9,200,000 

13,000,000 
4,500,000 

11,000,000 

70 ,()()() ,000 

$23,200.000 + $10,000,000 
16,,400,000 + 8,000.000 
10,7()(),()()() ........................ . 
~.200,()()() ........•................ 

1~.000,()()() ........................ . 
• 4,500,000 ........................ . 

1 1 ,()()(),()()() .•..•.•••••••••..••.••••. 

88 ,()()() ,()()() + 18,000,000 

Program funds. As with the Ans, the Conunittee has recomrnended 
a substantial increase in the axnount allocated to the State progrants. 
Under the budget submitted b}' NEH, individual states would have had 
their prograrns reduced by anywhere from 50 percent to 87 peftenL 

Because of the wide audience reached by the media p sup· 
poned by EH, the Committee has provided an additional $&,000,000 
for this acti\'ity. 

The Conuninee notes with favor the increased suppon from NEH for 
intercultural research and translations, prograrns valuable to the Na­
tion s understanding of foreign cultures and traditions. 

Administration. The Committee has provided the budget estitnate of 
$11 000,000 for ad1ninistrative expenses. Bill language has been in· 
eluded, however, which would require the National Endowment for the 
Humanities to fund the administrati,'e costs associated with the con· 
tinuance of the Institute of Museum Services. 

• 

, 

• 

• 
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MA TCHL':G GR.Al ITS (INDEFINI'l"E) 
1981 appropriation .. ..... ...... ........ ....................... ..... ......................................... ... .. ....... S62,200,000 
1982 budget estinlate ...... ...................... ....... ......... ..................... .............................. ... 32,500,000 
House allowance . . .. .. . .. .. ... .. .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. . . . .. . . . .. .. .. . . . .. .. . . . .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. . . . . . . . . .. . 64,4 7 4,000 
Committee recommendation .................................. ,.,................................................... 55,700,000 

• 

. The Comrnittee recomrnends an appropriation of $55,700,000, an 
mcrease of $23,200,000 over the budget estir11ate and $8,774,000 below 
the House allowance. The following table provides a comparison of the 
budget estiinate and the Comrnittee recon1mendation: 

Challenge grants • Treasury grants 

Est1mate Recommendation Est1mate Recommendation 

NEA .... ...... ......... .. ....... ..... . $2,500,000 $15,000,000 · . $15,000,000 $15,000,000 
NEH ........ ............. .... .. . ..... .. 9,600,000 15,600,000 · · 5,400,000 10,100,000 

L~STI"IlJTE OF MUSEL'M SERVICES 
1981 . . appropnanon ............................................................ : ...................................... . 
1982 budget estimate····························-·································································· 
House (l}l<>wan~ ....................................................................................................... . 
<::clmmitJtee rec:oll1UOrleilclcltioil ................................................................................... . 

1 Appropriation made to and requested by Depax anent of Education. 

1 Sll,857 ,000 
1 220,000 

14,420,000 
8,400,000 

The Committee reconunends an appropriation of $8,400,000, an 
increase of $8,180~000 above the budget request and $6,020,000 below 
the House allowance. The Conuninee has concurred with the House in 
transferring the Institute to the Endowments. 

The Committee has provided 75 percent of the January budget esti­
mates for one-year grants and for special projects. No funds are rec­
ominended to initiate a multi-year grant program. Administrative funds 
are to be derived from the adrninisuative account of the National En­
dO\\'lllent for the Humanities. 

Approximately one-fifth of IMS grants have been awarded to mu­
suems which have previously received IMS support. In order to assist 
the maximum number of museums within limited resources, the Com­
mittee supports a policy of limiting suppon to a one year period. 

The Committee is not convinced that assessment and accreditation 
grants represent a worthwhile expenditure, panicularly in view of the 
fact that one-third of the arnount provided for these grants would go to 
one national museum organization. None of the funds provided for 
special projects should, therefore, be used for this purpose . 

• 

Co~ISSIO~ oF Fl!\c ARTS 

SALARIES A:\"D EXPE!\SES 
1981 appropriation ..................................................................................................... . 
1982 budget eStimate ................................................................................................ .. 
House (l}lowan~ ......................................................................................................... . 
Committee recommeildation ..................................................................................... . 

• 

$298,000 
173,000 
303,000 
303,000 

The Committee recot1unends an appropriation of $303,000, the same 
as the House allowance and an increase of $130,000 above the budget 
request. The recommended level of funding will allow the Conunission 
to maintain its current staff level without the need to reson to private 
fund raising which has the potential for abuse in light of the Com­
mission's responsibilities. 



S'JORJC 

1 1 appropnauon . . . .... .0 ............................... 0 .................................. •••• 

l u et tmate . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . ... . . .. . . . . . .. .. . . .. .. . . .. ... 
House allo '&nee 0 •••• 0. 0 •••• 0 • • • • • •••••••• •o •••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••••••••••••••••••• 

Comma r ommendauon 0 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 •••••••••• Oo ••• 00 •••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• 

Th CoJnntinee recoJtunends an appropriation of 1 6 2 000 
satn as th Hou e allowance and a r-eduction of 233,000 from th 
budget estiJnate. Thi re~o1runendation pro ides for an in f 

2,000 o •er 1981 appropriation to date, for increased rental and pa 
costs. 

The Council reque ted $39 000 for a re ie of th~e impact on hi toric 
propenie of the missile ystem deploymenL Th~e Cornrnit1 agf' 
\\'ith the Hou e that the Deparun~ent of Defense should assi t in thi 
revie hen a basing mode is ad~opted. 
Th~e Council also requested $74,000 for a study of historic pre • 

ervation tax incentives. However, the Council has requested an ex~en· 
sion of the submission date for the tax study until December 1982 · 
order to d~evelop a study plan in conjunction with the Depar ltnen of 
Treasury and Interior and in order to see what changes are made to th 
historic preservation tax incentives by th~e Tax Refonn Act currentl 
being prepared by Congress. The Co1nmittee believes th,at the Council 
sh~ould rely primarily on Treasury to accomplish such a study and that 
th~e Council should focus its effon on continuing to encourage the 
Federal agencies most directly involved in projects threatening his~oric 
propenies to strengthen their own historic preservation review func· 
tions. Qth,er increases totaling $120,000 were requested by lhe Council 
that are not provided by the Coimnittee. 

The Conunittee \viii help the Council secure the necessary com· 
mitments of assistance from the Depa111nents of the Treasury and 
Interior if necessary. 

ATJO. 'AL CAPITAL PLA ~G CoMMISSJO. , 

SALARIES A. m EXPENSES 
1981 appropriation ........................................... 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0.0 S2,400.000 
1982 budget estimate........ .......................................................................................... 2,381,000 
House allowance .... 0 • •• •••••••••••••••••••• • ••••••• ,............. ••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••• 2,371000 
C::<>tl1111itt~e re(j()I11Uf:rl~ll~tioll ................ o .............................................. .....•...... o.......... 2,~E;ll,OOO 

The Cotiunittee recommends an appropriation of $2,361.000, a 
decrease of $20 000 below the budget esti•nate and $10,000 below the 
House allO\\'ance. The Connnittee concurs with the House reducti~on in 
personnel funds. 

The decrease belov.' the House allov.'ance is a reduction in the request 
for tlle citizens panicipation prograrn. 

The Corrutlittee is concerned that the Cotrunission has not reduced its 
involvement in District affairs in line with the increased responsibilities 
of the District of Columbia resulting from home rule. The Comtnit·ee 
requests th~e General Accounting Office to re iew the operation of the 
Conunission 10 d,etet1nine if it is still required in light of the altered 
governrnental structure in Washington D.C. 

• 

, 
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FRk''KLIN DELANO ROOSE\'ELT MEMORIAL CoMMISSIO. ~ 

$30,000 
40,000 
30,000 
30,000 

The Corrunittee recomrnends an appropriation of $30,000 the same 
as the House allowance and a reduction of $10,000 below the budget es-

• tJ..-mate. 
• 

PEN. ~sn v A. JA A VE\lJE DEVELOPMB\TT CoRPoRATION 

SALARIF~ A.:"'D EXP~SES 
1981 appropriation ...................... , ......... , ............ , ......................................... ,.,.................. S2,443.000 
1982 budget estimate ............................................ , ..................... , ....... :_ ... , ...... , ..... ..... ,..... 2,340.000 
House allowance ........... , ............................................... , .............. , ............ ,........... ... ........ 2,340~000 
Committee recommendation ........................... ,., ........... .,. ...... ,...................... ....... ... ....... 2.340,000 

The Coiillninee reconunends an appropriation of $2,340,000, the 
Saine as the budget request and the House allOY.'ance. This arr1ount \vill 
be sufficient for the Corporation to continue implementation of the 
Pennsylvania A venue Development Plan. 

LA~TI ACQLTJSITIO!\ A:\'D DE\'ELOPME_ ~ FL~TI 

(Borrowing Authority) 
1981 appropriation ............................................... , ....................... ,....... .. ............ .. ......... Sl5,000,000 
1982 budget estin1ate ............ ,.... .. .. . .. .. ... ....... .. .. ............ .. .. . .... .......... .. ................... ..... .. 2,500,000 
House allowance ......... ............ .,. ........................................... , .......... ,.............................. 2.500,000 
Committee recommendation.............. ....... ....... .. .... ... .............. ................................... 2.500,000 

The Conunittee recollll11ends an appropriation of $2,500,000 to pur­
chase selected sites on the A venue. In view of the rapid escalation of 
land prices on the A venue, the Cominittee urges the Corporation to 
move expeditiously in seeking an increase in the authorization ceiling 
for land acquisition. 

PlJBUC DE\'ELOPME\T'f 
1981 appropriation ... ...................... .. ... .. ..................................... ....... ..... .......... .......... . 
1982 budget estimate ...................................................... , ............ , .......... , ........ , ............. . 
House allowance ......................................................................................................... . 
C . da . . omm1ttee recom.m.en t1on ..................................................................................... . 

S14 ,169,000 
14,200,000 
14,200,000 
14. 200 '000 

The Committee recornmends an appropriation of $14,200.000 for 
public development activities, the same as the budget estimate and the 
House allowance. 

The recorrunendation includes $12.850,000 for public improvements 
and $1,350~000 for prograrn support costs. 

FEDERAL !~SPECTOR FOR THE ALASKA GAS PlPELL\"E 

1981 appropriation .. .............. .... ........................................................................... ... .... $?1.038,000 
1982 bu deet estimate ........................................................................................... .. ..... 36.568,000 -House allo~·ance ....................... , ................... ····················· ...................... ,........ ............. 28~568.000 
Committee recommendation........ .............................................................................. 28,568,000 

The Committee reconunends an appropriation of $28,568,000 a 
decrease of $8,000.000 below the budget estimate and the saine as the 
House allowance. As work on the Alaska leg of the pipeline will be 
significantly delayed as a result of financing problems and the need for 

• 



dditional I · action,. lh a~mount rem ining ill 
conunu the p on truction or and ~o conduct lh n 
and ie of lhe l o lo er le of the pipe lin . 

ppro imatel.. 40 pen:ent of the bud et request i for 
difiection and administration. Th Coounit~ee, th r for 
future budget justifications contain a eparate account and 
for the e acti ities. 

Bill language has been added which will allo the F deral · 
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lor 
to caJ 1 y o er a ponion of the fiscal year 1982 appropriation in~o 
follov.,ing fiscal year in order 10 gi e th~e Fede~al lnij>ector a c nain 
arnount of latitu~d~e in sch~eduling contracts that will be requ~ d in 
conjunction with the Alaskan segment 

HoLOCAuST MEMORIAL Cot CIL 

SAlARIES A. :0 EXPENSES 
1981 appropriation ..................................................................................................... . 
1982 bu~dget estimate ................................................................................................. . 
House allo"''ance ......................................................................................................... . 
Committee recommendation .................................................................................... . 

8722,000 
800.000 
800.000 
770.000 

The Co1runittee reco1mnends an appropriation of $770,000, a decrease 
of $30,000 below the budget esti1nate and the House allowance. 
Th~e reduction is to be assessed against tra el as the Council intends 

~o hold only three meetings rather than four as originally planned. It is 
also und~ers~ood that many Council members have foregone payment of 
travel and per diem expenses associated with the meetings . 

• 

BUDGETARY IMPACT OF H.R. 4035 

PREPARED BY THE CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE PURSUANT TO SEC. 308(a), 
PUBLIC LAW 93-34• 

[In millions of dollars] 

Budget author•ty Outlays 

Commattee Amount CommattH Amount 

Comparison of amounts i1n the bill with the 
Committee allocation to its subcommittees 
of amounts in the First Concurrent Reso· 
lution for 1982: Subcommittee on Interior 
and Related Agencies .................................. . 

Projections of outlays associated with budg· 
et authority recommended in the bill: 

allocataon •n b1ll anocauon •n bUI 

7,800 7 '760 11 ,200 : ~ 11 ,393 

1982 ., ........................ ............................ .. ........ ,............ .. .. .............. ............... J 4,810 
,~ ..•.•..•............••..•.....•...............••.....•.• •.• .• ...•...•..••.•• ................. •....•.••••.••. 2,()E)j7 
,~~ .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••• •••••••• ................ ................. ••••••••••••••• j7()E) 
198~ ............................................................. ............... ................ ............... 1~ 
1 ~86 and future year ................................. .. .. . .. . ... . .. . .... .. .. .. .... .. ... . ....... .... 38 

Financial assistance to State and _local gov· 
ernments for 1982 in the bill ..................................... . 573 .... ······· .... 227 

• 

: lncJuoes outlays from oraor-year budget autnorny . ... 
• Does no: ref H.R. 3962 as passeo by the Senate, whch removes frOfll budgtl 1otats the oal 

acQutSiteon outlays from oraor year tudget authonty. Once enacted. ouUays for thas ~Ill w•ll be reduced 
by up to $2.3 btlhor.t. 

3 Excludes outlays from pnor·year budget authorrty. 
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TITLE 

LAND AND WATER RESOURCES 

n 8 t 

nt of 1 nd nd r 
Acqui 1t1on, con truction, 

ourc • · • •••••••••••• • •• ••• • 
nd mnlnt C- •••• • ••••••• 

nd cqu1 it ion • • •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• 
G ncr 1 dminl tr tion • • ••• • •••••••••••••••••••• • ••••• 
P nt in li u o t •••• • •• •• ••••••••••••••••••• • 
Or goo nd C liforni gr nt 1 nda (1ndef1n1t • 

ppropr1 tion of r c ipt ) ••••••••••••••••••• • • • •••• 
R n iaprov ~nts (ind finite , appropriation of 

r c ipta) ••••••••••••• • •••••••••••••••••••••••• • •••• 
S rvic ch rg • d posits , and forfeitur s 

(1nd finlt , sp ci 1 fund) •• • ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Hi c llaneous trust funds (indefinit ) •••••••••••••••• 

Total , Bureau of Land Hanogemcnt •••••••••••••••• 

Office of Wntcr Research ond Technology 

S lories and expenses ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Office of Water Policy 

Salaries nd expenses ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

B 

406,730,000 
14,768,000 

------
103,000,000 

57,500,000 

13,500,000 

9,600 ,000 
100 ,000 

374 ,6 I, 
l • 26,000 

307,000 
---

5,000,000 

60 , 105,000 

13 ,500,000 

10,000,000 
100 ,000 

-----~- -- -~-- -~--------------
605 ' 198 ,000 517 ,269,000 

24 ,585 ,000 ---

--- ---
- - W W - - ._ • I W W - W - W - W- W W W W 

Total, Land and Water Resources ................. 629 , 783 ,000 517 ,269,000 

FISH AND WILDLIFE AND PIUU<S 

United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

Resource management ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Construction and anadromous fish •••••••••••••••••••••• 
National Wildlife Refuge Fund • • ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Migratory bird c·onscrvation account (definite • 

repayable advance) ••••••••• • •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Land acquisition •••••••••••••• • ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
General administr.ation •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Total , United States Fish and Wildlif e Service •• 

National Park Se r vi ce 

Operation of the national park system ••••••••••••••••• 
National recreation and preser vation •••••••••••••••••• 
Urban park and recreation fund •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Land and Water Conservation Fund ( indef i ni te) ••••••••• 

( ln·creas ~e in lim:L tation) •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Historic preservation f und •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Construe t ion •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Construction (t rust f und) ( r escission} •••••••••••••••• 
Land acquisition and state assistance ••••••••••••••••• 
John F. Kennedy Center fo~ t he Perfor ming Arts •• • ••••• 

• 

.. ··-··-······ ............... . 

233 ,430 ,000 
35 ,397 ,000 
8,500,000 

1, 250 ,000 
------

221 ,600 ,000 
7 , 240 ,000 

---
---

l ,13'9 ,000 
---

---------·--- -- --------·--- -------
278 ,577 ,000 229 ,979 ,000 

···--··········· ········-······· 

459,041 ,000 
15 ,980 ,000 

1 ,000 ,000 
288 ,593 ,000 

(413 ,000) 
26 ,000 ,000 
43,367 ,000 

-1 2 ,000 ,000 
---

4 ,541,000 

4 ~85 , 487 ,000 
13 ,088 ,000 

-----
4 ,700 ,000 

60 ,7 21 ,000 

34 ,954,000 
4 ,315 ,000 

• 

• 

• 
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AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL \EAR 1981 Al D BUDGET ESTIMATES 
BILL FOR FISCAL YE.~R 1982-continued 
in dollars] 

House 
allowance 

---
31,465,000 

Committee 
recommendation 

-
---· 

Increase ( +) or decrease (-) compared with-

1981 Appropriation Budget estimate House allowance 

-- -105,000,000 ---
- - -31, 465 ,000 

- -----·---------- --------- - - - ----

,, 

822,213,000 

1,087,420,000 

535 , 561 ,000 
2 , 600 , 000 

--

869,714,000 

1,107,203,000 

529 ,869 , 000 
2,600,000 

---
+43,192,000 

+2,104,000 
---·======•===== 

+13,668,000 
-104,401,000 

---
- ----- ----·----- ------------ ---- - -----

- - - ----- -- -
+161,449,000 +4 7 , 50 1 , 000 

cc:::ca::::===•:::aa.cc 

+168,959,000 +19,783,000 
aa..:::aa.a:r:::::c::::ac::ac 

• 

+342,000 -5,692,000 
--- ---

-6,034,000 ----- - -- ·- _____ _, ______ _ 
538,161,000 532 , 469 , 000 -90 , 733 , 000 -5,692,000 - 5,692 ,000 

143,460,000 

66,033,000 
115,227,000 

151,539,000 

64,418,000 
114,227,000 

+9,220,000 
acaa••a::aaz:u::a:::aa 

- 25,261 , 000 
+31, 7 42,000 

+9,629,000 +8,079,000 
•==••••===••=•=c ar:caaaacaaaaaaaa 

-150,000 -1,615, 000 
-1,000,000 -1,000 , 000 

- ----·------ - ------------ ------ ---I v___,f _____ ._. ---·~ - ---_..;.... ____ ---
181,260,000 

=~~============= 

862,881,000 

797,395,000 
112,619,000 
48,800,000 
63,512,000 

---
3,000,000 

25,000,000 
--

(14,770,000) 

(27,630,000) 

178,645,000 

862,653,000 
==::a===========ca 

830,972,581 
77,717,000 
50 ,816,810 

--
- -

3,000,000 
25,000,000 

---
( 14 , 7 7 0 , 000) II 

(27,630,000) 

+6 ,481, 000 
==-==cz==-========= 

-75, 032,000 

-7,1 67 ,419 
-22,465 , 000 
+2,191,810 

---
-30 , 000 , 000 

---
--

-81,500 ,000 
' (+14,770,000, 

' ' (+27 ,630 , 000, 
-___ ...... ------------- _____ , _____ _.... ------ ----

-1,150,000 
=======::aaa•aaa 

+2,787,000 

+7,975,581 
-28,225,000 

+324,810 
--
---
- -
---
-·-
--·-

-- I• 

-2,61 5 , 000 

-228 ,000 
a::=aaa===aaaaaca 

+33,577,581 
-34,902,000 
+2,016,810 

- 63,512,000 
--· 
-·--
--
--
---

---
------··- ------1 -------- - ------

1,050,326,000 987,506,391 -138,940 ,609 -19,924,609 -62,819,609 
CC::3CCCCCCCCCCCC= cca:::c:::CCCCID:::DCID CI!CICICICCICCICCCCCCICI :::ICCIDDDC.DCI:ICCCC :::ICDCCCICCI!CI•m•caDD 
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I 

han 

TERRITORIAL AFFAIRS 

Ad n1etrat1on of 
(Lial t tion on 

Tru t T rrltory of 

rltoriea ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
gu r nto d loans) •••••••••••••••••• 
th P cific lel nd••••••••••••••••• 

Tot 1, Office of Territorial Affair• •••••••••••• 

SECRETARIAL OFFICES 

Office of the Solicitor 

Salaries nd expenses ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Office of the Secretary 

Dep rtme 'ntal Hanag nt ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Office of Con~struct:Lon Management ••••••••••••••••••••• 
Office of Inspector General••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Youth Conscrvoti,on Corps •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Rural Water Trea'tment and Distribution System ••••••••• 

Total , Office of the Secretary•••••••••••••••••• 

Total , Secretarial Offices•••••••••••••••••••••• 

Total , title I , nev 
authority , Deport 

budget 
nt of 

(obligational) 
the Int erior ••••••••• 

1981 
Appropriation 

77,915,000 
---

94,.522,000 

Budaet 
esdmate 

8'0,854,000 
(31,000,000) 
72,:500,000 

-------·I----- I -----------
172,437,000 1S3,35 ,000 

---------------· ......... . ... . 

17,407,000 19,667,000 
--·-············ ··--········ . 

39 , 155,000 
8,789.000 
9 , 172,000 

26 , 000,000 
1,900, 000 

--- -·--
85 , 016 , 000 

44,386,000 
3,539,000 

10,770,000 
- -

58,695,000 
---······-······ -·····--·"···-~ 

1'02 . 423 . 000 78,362,000 
---------····--· ----·····-····· 

4,073 , 874,000 3,554, 526,000 
. -- --·-----

Consisting of : 
Appropriations •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Definite appropriat ions ••••••••••••••••••• 
Indefini t e appropriations ••••••••••••••••• 

TITLE II - RFJ~TED AGENCIES 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICU~TURE 

For es t Service 

Research •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
State and privat e fores t rY •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
National forest system•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Consultant ser vices ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Construction and land acquisition••••••••••••••••••••• 
Land acquisition•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Lake Tahoe Acquisition•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
T~ber receipts transfer•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Youth Conservation Corps •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
General adadnistration ••••••••••••••••••• • •••••••••••• 
Acquisition of lands fo r national fores t s : 

Special acts (special fund , indefinite) ••••••••••• 
Acquisiti~on of lands ~to complete land exchanges 

(special fund , indefinite) •••••••••••••••••••••• 

4,073,874 , 000 
3, 668 , 081 , 000 

306,693 , 000 

3, 554,526,000 
3 , 442 , 821,000 

10,000,000 ------·· ---··· .............. .. 

127 , 812 , 000 
74 ,184 , 000 

1, 036 , 050 , 000 
- 156 , 000 

452 , 506 , 000 

- ---
wn za 

754 , 000 

446 , 000 

134,300, 000 
69 , 505,000 

958,678,000 

473 , 693,000 
8,600, 000 

754,000 

327,000 

• 

• 

, 
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AUTHORI"fY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1981 AND BUDGET ESTIMATES 
BILL FOR FISCAL YEAR 1982-continued 

I ' 

in dollars] 

House 
allowance 

92,571,000 

78,830,000 

Committee 
recommendation 

87,869,000 

79,561,000 

Increase ( +) or decrease (-) compared with1-

1981 Appropriation Budget estimate 

+9,954,000 
--

• 

-14,961, 000 

+7,015,000 
(-31,000,000' 

+7,061,000 

House allowance 

I 

-4,702,000 
--

+731,000 
---------- ---·---·--------- -- -----·-1 ----------1 ---------

171,401,000 167,430,000 -5,007,000 +14,076,000 -3,971,000 

17,000,000 

36,194,000 
4,000,000 

10,770,000 
--
---

50,964,000 

67,964,000 

3,720,619,000 
• 

19,667,000 

41,631,000 
4,000,000 

10,770,000 

--
·-------

56,401,000 

76,068,000 

3,787,242,391 

+2,260,000 

+2,476,000 
-4,789,000 
+1,598,000 

·-26, 000,000 
-1,900,000 

--

-2,755,000 
+461,000 

-·-
- -

• 

+2,667,000 

+5,437,000 
--
--
--

-·---------t ---·-·----1 ______ ,,_ 
-28,615,000 -2,294,000 +5,437,000 

-26,355,000 -2,294,000 +8,104,000 

-286,631,609 +232,716,391 +66,623,391 --· ---- - __ _.... ..----·---·-------- - ----·---- ... --·--------t ------- -------
3,720,619,000 
3,614,031,000 

10,000,000 

109,722,000 
68,715,000 

769,093,000 . 

509,743,000 
35,989,000 

---
-78,700,000 

20,000,000 
259,162,000 

754,000 

327,000 

3,787,242,391 
3,670,536,391 

10,000,000 

105,568,000 
64,535,000 

1,013,500,000 

509,743,000 
15,120,000 
7,000,000 

-78,700,000 

---
754,000 

327,000 

• 

-286,631,609 
+2,455,391 

-296,693,000 

-22,244,000 
-9,649,000 

-22,550,000 
+156,000 

+57,237,000 
+15,120,000 

+7,000,000 
-78,700, 000 

-
---
---

-119,000 

I ' 

+232,716,391 
+227,715,391 

--

• 

-28,732,000 
-4,970,000 

+54,822,000 
---

+36,050,000 
+6,520,000 
+7,000,000 

-78,700,000 
-
---

--

+66,623,391 
+56,505,391 

---

-4,154,000 
-4,180,000 

+244,407,000 
---

-20,869,000 
+7,000,000 

-20,000,000 
-259,162,000 

--
---

• 



I 

ltean 

I 1 nd ~rov .. nt• (•p ci 1 fund , ind flnit ) ••••• 
Hiac llan ou truat fund• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Total. For at S rvlc ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Ait rnatlv fu la production (reaciaeion) ••••••••••••• 
Foaail norgy r rch and d v lopmont •••••••••••••••• 
Foaa11 en rgy construction •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Naval p tro and oil ah 1 reserves •••••••••••••••• 
Energy conservation ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

(Limitation on guar ntecd lo ne) •••••••••••••••••• 
Economic regulation••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Strat ic petroleu• reserve••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
En rgy Info tion Administration••••••••••••••••••••• 
8 as En rgy Development : 

adl 

(L~itotion on direct loans) •••••••••••••••••••••• 
(Limitation on guaranteed loans) •••••••••••••••••• 

Total , Department of EnersY ••••••••••••••••••••• 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

DIPAR'I:IIBHT IBSOURCBS 

adla 

I :~· , 'c 1: or 

Of lee o BlmieD ar, 

adlaa educa .... 

ry Bducatloa 

COHHISSIOH 

aaa 

1981 
App~riation 

6,800 , 000 
·--

1,b98 , 396,000 

• 

Buct&ct 
eaimate 

6,500,000 
90,000 

.... ·-······· ..... . 

-1,175,000,000 
659 , 917,000 
333.900,000 
216.313,000 
711 . 675,000 

---
165,712,000 

2 ,790 , 507,000 
90,417,000 

------

---
417,3,0,000 

18,000 , 000 
230,963,000 
195,000,000 

(6 , 000,000) 
28,500,000 

3, 883,408,000 
ao.ooo,ooo 

(80,000,000) 
(35,000,000) 

--------·--------·--·-
3 ,793 ,441,000 

••••••••••••••• 

606 
8 

00 

81 680 

3 290 
7 539 
5 000 

14 

4 , 853 , 211 , 000 
• •••••••••••••• 

• 





• 
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I 

ltena 

S 1 rl 1 nd xp na •• tlon 1 Gall ry o Art • • • •• ••• 
Sal ri • nd xp n •• Woodrow W1l•on lnt rnatlon 1 

c~nt r for Scholara ••••• ••• •••••••• • •• • •• • •• • • •••• •• 

Total, Saithaonlan lnatltutlon •••• • ••••••••••••• 

ATlO AL t"OUNDATION ON niE ARTS AND niE IIUHANlTIE . 

H tional Endowment for th Arts 

S lari • nd xpenac ••••••• • ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Adain1strat1ve expcns ~ca ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

1981 
Appropriation 

2t.,6Sl,OOO 

1,830,000 

• 

I 

32,777,000 

2,260,000 
~---&---- -- -- ~-------· -···--

168,438,000 191,27 ,000 ................ •............ . 

114 , 195,000 
11,900 ,000 

- ---- ------
57 ,835,000 
12,665,000 

Subtotal ••••••••• • ••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••• 126 ,095 ,000 70 ,500 ,000 

Hntching g~onts (indefinite) .......................... 32 , 700 ,000 17,500 ,000 
~-- ------------- -- --------

Total, No'tionol Endowment for the Arts .......... 158 , 795,000 88 ,000,000 

National Endowment for the Huunitles 

Salaries and expenses ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Administrative expenses ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Hatcbiq srao • (1 oite) 

To al loaal Boduv.eo or Raaoltlu 

o Huaeu. Service• 

and he 
Buaollu 

COHHI 

Salarlea and expeoau ••• • 

C PRBSBRVATIOH 

Salarlea and expeD&ea • • •••• 

Salarlea and ezpeuea • • • 

.bosBVBLT HBII)IJAI, 

udupeuu • 

................ . ............ . 

106 ,522 ,000 
11,277 ,000 

----------- ---
117 799 000 

33 500 000 

151 299 000 

12 857 000 

322 951 000 

298 000 

1,590,000 

2 400 000 

30 000 

59 ,000 ,000 
11 ,000 ,000 

------ ·-----1 
70 000 000 

15 000 000 

85 OdO 000 

220 000 

173 220 000 

173 000 

1 865 000 

2 381 000 

0000 

• 
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AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1981 D BUDGET ESTI 1ATES 
BILL FOR FISCAL YEAR 1982-continued 
in dollars] 

House 
allowance 

31, 777 , 000 

2, 260 , 000 

Committee 
recommendation 

30 , 067 , 000 

1 , 903,000 

Increase ( +) or decrease (-) compared with-

1981 Appropriation Budget estimate House allowance 

+5 , 416 , 000 - 2,710 , 000 -1, 710 , 000 

+73 , 000 - 357 , 000 - 357 , 000 ------·-------- ---------------- ····--- ___ _..._, ____ --- --- -- -- -------- ·---------
185,561,000 179 , 476 , 000 +11,038 , 000 - 11 , 797 , 000 - 6 , 085 , 000 

a••••~u••••••••m 
• 

• 

• 

113 , 635 , 000 79 , 035 , 000 - 35 , 160 , 000 +21,200 , 000 - 34 , 600 , 000 
11, 365 , 000 10 , 265 , 000 - 1 , 635 , 000 - 2 , 400 , 000 - 1 100 000 , . ' -- ·- -- ·-. --- - ·- - --- -- --- ···-- - - -··-------- -- - -- --- -

125 , 000 , 000 89 , 300 , 000 - 36 , 795 , 000 +1 ,8 , 800 , 000 - 35 , 700 , 000 

32 , 500 , 000 30 , 000 , 000 - 2,700 , 000 +12 , 500 , 000 - 2 , 500 , 000 
-~---··-~---- -- ---------------- ---------------- ---------------- ----------------

157, 500 , 000 119 , 300,000 - 39,495,000 +31,300 , 000 - 38 , 200 , 000 
• ••••::::,.•••a• ••••• c:wc::=•••••=•••a•= ••••••a••••c:~:c:c:• ••••••••••a••••a aa,••aa:::aaa•••=c:rwc:r 

100, 087, 000 77, 000 , 000 - 29, 522 , 000 +18,000 , 000 - 23 , 087 , 000 
12,000 , 000 11,000 , 000 - 277 , 000 --- -1, 000 , 000 

-·---- --- ---- ----- ----· -- ·--- ---------- --------- .---- .... ------ ----
112 ,087, 000 88 ,000, 000 - 29 , 799 , 000 +18 , 000 , 000 - 24 , 087 , 000 

31, 97 4, 000 25 , 700 , 000 - 7 , 800 , 000 +10,700 , 000 - 6 , 274 , 000 
- ---------- ---- -----------4 --------··-- _ .. _______________ ... -------- - --

144, 061,000 11 3 , 700 , 000 - 37 , 599 , 000 +28 , 700 , 000 - 30 , 361 , 000 
•••••==••••=maa• a• a=•••anc:raa•acc ••••====•aQcnn• •nc:ra••••aca•••• ••••••ancnwuc:c2a • 

14, 420 ,000 8 ,400 , 000 - 4 , 45 7, 000 +8 , 180 , 000 - 6 , 020 , 000 ---------------- -- ··---··-------- -- __ , _____ --- -·-- -·- ---- -- ·---------- -
315 ,981, 000 241,400 , 000 -81, 55 1,000 + 68 , 180 , 000 -74 , 581 , 000 

303,000 303, 000 + 5 , 000 +130 , 000 ---

1, 632 , 000 1, 632 , 000 +42 , 000 - 233 , 000 ---

2 ,371, 000 2 , 361 , 000 - 39 , 000 - 20 , 000 -10 , 000 

30, 000 30 , 000 --·· -10 , 000 -·-

• 



• 

Item 

P!NNSYLVANlA ~VENUE DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

Salarl • and xpen•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Land cquiaition de lop .. nt fund (borrovinl 

authority)•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Public lopaent •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Total, Pennaylvania Avenue Develop .. nt 
Corporation•••••••••• • ••• • ••••••• • • • •••••••••• 

FEDERAL INSPECTOR FOR THE ALASKA GAS PIPELINE 

Penalttin1 enforcement•••••• • ••• • ••• • •• • •••••• • ••• 

HOLOCAUST HEHORIAL COUNCIL 

Salariea and expenae••••••••••••••••• •• •••••• • ••••• ••• 

Total, title II, nev budget (obligational) 
authority, related agencies •••• •• • •• • • ••• • •• •• 

Consisting of: 
Appropriations •••• • •••• • •• • •••••••• • • • • ••• •• 

Definite appropriations ••••• • •••••• • •••••• 
Indefinite appropriations • •• • •• • ••• •• • • ••• 

Borrowing authoritY• •• • •• •••• • • •• • • • •• • •• • • • 

RECM»ITULATION 

Total, new budget (obligational) authority, 

1981 

1S,OOO,OOO 
14,169,000 
-•• ••m••• 

31,612,000 

722,000 

----
2,500,000 

14,200,000 

36,568,000 

800,000 
•• • •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

6,330,681,000 
6,256,481 ,000 

74,200,000 
15,000,000 

••••• mmmvJqa 1m 

7,659,594,000 
7,619,513,000 

40,081,000 
2,500,000 

•••••••••••••••• •••••••••• • ••• 

all title• ••• • •••• • ••••••••••• •• •••••••••••••• 10,419,555,000 11,216,620,000 

Consisting of: 
Appropriations •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Definite appropriations ••• • ••••••••••••••• 
Indefinite appropriations ••••••••• • ••••••• 

Borrowing authoritY• •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
(Limitation on direct loans) •••••••••••••••• 
(Limitation on guaranteed loans) •••••••••• •• 

TITLE I - DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Hanageaent•••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••• 
Office of Water Research and Technology••••••••••••••• 
Office of Water PoliCY•••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••• 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service••••••••••••••• 
National Park Service••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Geological Survey •••••• • •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Bureau of Hines ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••• 
Office of Surface Hinins Reclamation and Enforcement • • 
Bureau of Indian Affairs •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Territorial Affairs•••••••••••••••••••• • •••••••••••••• 
Office of the Solicitor••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Office of the Secretary••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Total, Title I - Department of the Inter ior ••••• 

10,404 ,555 ,000 
(9,924 , 562 ,000) 

(380 ,893 ,000) 
15,000,000 

---

605 , 198 , 000 
24 , 585,000 

- I 

278, 577 , 000 
826, 522,000 
623,202 , 000 
142 , 319,000 
172 , 164,000 

1, 126,447,000 
172 , 437 , 000 

17 , 407 , 000 
85, 016,000 

------------------
4, 073 , 874,000 

11 , 214,120,000 
(11,062,334,000) 

(50,081,000) 
2 , 500,000 

(94,770,000) 
(99,630,000) 

517 , 269,000 

229,979 ,000 
708 , 265, 000 
538, 161 , 000 
141 , 910,000 
179, 795,000 

1,007,431 , 000 
153,354, 000 
19,667,000 
58,695, 000 

3, 554, 526, 000 --- ----- .... ----· ....... .. 

• 
• 

• 
-



• 
t 

. 101 

AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1981 A D BUDGET ESTI_1ATES 
BILL FOR FISCAL YEAR 1982-continued 

in dollars] 

House 
allowance 

2,340,000 

2,500,000 
14,200,000 

Committee 
recommendation 

2,340,000 

2,500,000 
14,200,000 

lhcrease ( +) or decrease (-) compared with-

1981 Appropriation Budget estimate 

-103,000 

-12,500,000 
+31,000 

--
--

House allowance 

' -·--

-- --------- ··- ---------- ------------ -·-- -·-------- -- ·-- ----- -------- _, _____ ---
• 

19,040,000 19,040,000 -12,572,000 ---

• 

28,568,000 28,568,000 +7,530,000 -8,000,000 ---

800,000 770,000 +48,000 -30,000 -30,000 

---------------- ---------------- ---------··==·-- ==--··=--------- ------------=---• 

7,419,108,000 3,959,932,000 -2,385,749,000 -3,702,162,000 -3,459,176,000 
-------- ···-- ~ ------· ------ - -------·-- -- - - ---- -- - -----------
7,416,608,000 
7,344,553,000 

72,055,000 
2,500,000 

3,969,932,000 
3,886,151,000 

76,781,000 
2,500,000 

-2,360,749,000 
-2,370,330,000 

+2,581,000 
-12,500,000 

-3,689,662,000 -3,446,676,000 
-3,733,362,000 -3,458,402,000 

+36,700,000 +4,726,000 
--- ---

11,139,727,000 7,747,174,391 -2,672,380,609 -3,469,445,609 -3,392,552,609 
- ------ ---------------- -------------·--- ---------------- ----------------

11,137,227,000 
(10,958,584,000) 

(82,055,000) 
2,500,000 

(14,770,000) 
(27,630,000) 

470,872,000 
9,755,000 

---
265,207,000 
822,213,000 
538,161,000 
143,460,000 
181,260,000 

1,050,326,000 
171,401,000 

17,000,000 
50,964,000 

---- --····- .. -----
3,720,619,000 

7,757,174,391 
(7,556,687,391) 

(74,281,000) 
2,500,000 

(14,770,000) 
(27,630,000) 

576,264,000 
---

10,118,000 
237,489,000 
869,714,000 
532,469,000 
151,539,000 
178,645,000 
987,506,391 
167,430,000 
19,667,000 
56,401,000 

---~ -----------
3,787,242,391 

-2,647,380,609 
(-2,367,874,609) 

(-306,612,000) 
-12,500,000 

(+14,770,000) 
(+27,630,000) 

-28,934,000 
-24,585,000 
+10,118,000 
-41,088,000 
+43,192,000 
-90,733,000 

+9,220,000 
+6,481,000 

-138,940,609 
-5,007,000 
+2,260,000 

-28,615,000 
-- --- -

-286,631,609 
••••••••••••a••• a••••a•••••••••• ~-•••••••••••••• 

-3,456,945,609 
(-3,505,646,609) 

(+24,200,000) 
-·-

(-80,000,000} 
(-72,000,000} 

• 

+58,995,000 
---

+10,118,000 
+7,510,000 

+161,449,000 
-5,692,000 
+9,629,000 
-1,150,000 

-19,924,609 
+14,076,000 

---
-2,294,000 

--..-- - ----
+232,716,391 

a••••••••••c••• • 

-3,380,052,609 
(-3,401,896,609) 

(-8,774,000) 
- -
----
---

+105,392,000 
-9,755,000 

+10,118,000 
-27,718,000 
+47,501,000 

-5,692,000 
+8,079,000 
-2,615,000 

-62,819,609 
-3,971,000 
+2,667,000 
+5,437,000 

-- ·--
+66,623,391 

•••••a•••••••a•• 

• 

• 
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TlTLE 11 - RELATED CIES 

Por t •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

D par t of •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
En r11 S curity Rea rv ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Indian H lth••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
lnd1 n Bduc tlOD··•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
N ajo and Hopi lndt R location Co .. leaion •••••••••• 
Saithaonian ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
H tion 1 Gall ry of Art ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Woodr WilBon lot tion 1 Cent r for Scholars •••••• 
Nation 1 Endowment for the Art• ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Nation 1 Bndovaeot for th Hu .. oitie•••••••••••••••••• 
lnetitut of Huaoua Service••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Co.-de ion of Fine Art•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation ••••••••••••• 
Nation 1 Capital Planning 1aion •••••••••••••••••• 
Franklin Delano Roosevel t Memorial C aion ••••••••• 
Pennsylvania Avenue Develo nt Corporation ••••••••••• 
Federal Inspector for the Alaska Gaa Pipeltne ••••••••• 
Holocaust Heaorial Council•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Tot al , Title 11 - Related Agencies •••••••••••••• 

Grand t otal••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Tot al tory and disc re t ionary••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ha'ndatory ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Discretionary ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

• 

--

1981 
Appropriation 

l, 698 , 3'96 ,000 
3,793,441,000 
-469 , .500,000 

689,848,000 
81,68'0,000 

2, 737 , 000 
141 , 957 , 000 

24 , 651 , 000 
1, 830, 000 

158 , 795,000 
151 , 299 , 000 

12 , 857 , 000 
298,000 

1, 590 , 000 
2, 400 , 000 

30, 000 
31 , 612 , 000 
21 , 038 , 000 

722 ,000 
--·-----

6, 345 , 681 , 000 
--------···· 

10 , 419, 555 , 000 

mounD 

• 

1,65 ,447,000 
4,853,211,000 

··-
63 ,919,000 

81,096,000 
1.5,061,000 

156, 23'6,000 
32,777,000 
2,260,000 

88,000,000 
85,000,000 

220, 000 
173 ,000 

1, 865,000 
2, 381 , 000 

40,000 
19,040,000 
36,568, 000 

800,000 
--

7, 662,094,000 ., ......•.... 
11. 216 , 620,000 

··-····· -····· -········-····-
10 , 419, 555 ,000 

~( 99 ,1 00,000) 

(10 , 320, 455 , 000) 

11,216 , 620 , 000 
(101, 705 , 000) 

( 11, 114, 915, 000) 
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AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1981 AND BUDGET ESTIMATES 
BILL FOR FISCAL YEAR 1982-continued 

in dollars] 

House 
J allowance 

1,701,395,000 
4,390,057,000 

--. 
676,223,000 

82,096,000 
15,051,000 

151,524,000 
31,777,000 

2,260,000 
157,500,000 
144,061,000 
14,420,000 

303,000 
1,632,000 
2,371,000 

30,000 
19,040,000 
28,568,000 

800,000 

7,419,108,000 

Increase ( +) or decrease (-) compared with.-
Committee 

recommendation 1981 Appropriation Budget estimate 

1,645,437.,..000 
1,085,152,000 

--

• 

669,686,000 
81,096,000 . 

4,981,000 
147,506,000 
30,067,000 

1,903,000 
119,300,000 
113,700,000 

8,400,000 
303,000 

1,632,000 
2,361,000 

30,000 
19,040,000 
28,568,000 

770,000 

-52,959,000 
-2,708,289,000 

+469,500,000 
-20,162,000 

-584,000 
+2,244,000 
+5,549,000 
+5,416,000 

+73,000 
-39,495,000 
-37,599,000 
-4,457,000 

+5,000 
+42, 000 
-39,000 

-·-
-12,572,000 
+7,530,000 

+48,000 

-7,010,000 
-3,768,059,000 

---
+34,767,000 

---
-10,080,000 
-8,730,000 
-2,710,000 

-357,000 
+31,300,000 
+28,700,000 

+8,180,000 
+130,000 
-233,000 
-20,000 
-10,000 

-8,000,000 
-30,000 

---- -------1 ------------·--------------1 -- ---·---·--

House allowance 

f -55,958,000 
-3,304,905,000 

-6,537,000 
-1,000,000 

-10,070,000 
-4,018,000 
-1,710,000 

-357,000 
-38,200,000 
-30,l61,000 

-6,020,000 

-10,000 
------

-30,000 
---·------

3,959,932,000 -2,385,749,000 -3,702,162,000 -3,459,176,000 
---------------

--- - a-..a .. ra·~c4 ••-••~•=-r-=•===nll4 ••-•-a•••---=-cr-1 c::ac::a•••=c:a=u::aa==:a ::a _______ ,. __ , -~ - - --------- -
11,139,727,000 7,747,174,391 -2,672,380,609 -3,469,445,609 -3,392,552,609 

------------·- ----------·--··--·~- ---------------- --------------- ------------ --
11,139,727,000 

{96,588,000) 
{11,043,139,000) 

7,759,674,391 
{96,588,000) 

(7,~50,586,391) 

-2,659,880,609 
{-2,512,000 

(-2,657,368,609 

0 

-3,456,945,609 
{-5,117,000 

(-3,464,328,609 

• 

• 

-3,380,052,609 
- M 

(-3,392,552,609) 

• 




	002_R
	003_L
	004_R
	005_L
	006_R
	007_L
	008_R
	009_L
	010_R
	011_L
	012_R
	013_L
	014_R
	015_L
	016_R
	017_L
	018_R
	019_L
	020_R
	021_L
	022_R
	023_L
	024_R
	025_L
	026_R
	027_L
	028_R
	029_L
	030_R
	031_L
	032_R
	033_L
	034_R
	035_L
	036_R
	037_L
	038_R
	039_L
	040_R
	041_L
	042_R
	043_L
	044_R
	045_L
	046_R
	047_L
	048_R
	049_L
	050_R
	051_L
	052_R
	053_L
	054_R
	055_L
	056_R
	057_L
	058_R
	059_L
	060_R
	061_L
	062_R
	063_L
	064_R
	065_L
	066_R
	067_L
	068_R
	069_L
	070_R
	071_L
	072_R
	073_L
	074_R
	075_L
	076_R
	077_L
	078_R
	079_L
	080_R
	081_L
	082_R
	083_L
	084_R
	085_L
	086_R
	087_L
	088_R
	089_L
	090_R
	091_L
	092_R
	093_L
	094_R
	095_L
	096_R
	097_L
	098_R
	099_L
	100_R
	101_L
	102_R
	103_L
	104_R
	105_L

