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OPERATING PLAN AND REPROGRAMMING PROCEDURES

The Committee continues to have a particular interest in being
informed of reprogrammings which, although they may not change
either the total amount available in an account or any of the pur-
poses for which the appropriation is legally available, represent a
significant departure from budget plans presented to the Com-
mittee in an agency’s budget justifications and supporting docu-
ments, the basis of this appropriations Act.

Consequently, the Committee directs the departments, agencies,
boards, commissions, corporations and offices funded at or in excess
of $100,000,000 in this bill, to consult with the Committee prior to
each change from the approved budget levels in excess of $500,000
between programs, activities, object classifications or elements un-
less otherwise provided for in the Committee report accompanying
this bill. For agencies, boards, commissions, corporations and of-
fices funded at less than $100,000,000 in this bill, the reprogram-
ming threshold shall be $250,000 between programs, activities, ini-
tiatives object classifications or elements unless otherwise provided
for in the Committee report accompanying this bill. Additionally,
the Committee expects to be promptly notified of all reprogram-
ming actions which involve less than the above-mentioned
amounts. If such actions would have the effect of significantly
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changing an agency’s funding requirements in future years, or if
programs or projects specifically cited in the Committee’s reports
are affected by the reprogramming, the reprogramming must be
approved by the Committee regardless of the amount proposed to
be moved. Furthermore, the Committee wishes to be consulted re-
garding reorganizations of offices, programs, and activities prior to
the planned implementation of such reorganizations.

The Committee also directs that the Departments of Transpor-
tation, Treasury and Housing and Urban Development, as well as
the Judiciary, the General Services Administration, and the Office
of Personnel Management, shall submit operating plans, signed by
the respective secretary, administrator, or agency head, for the
Committee’s review within 60 days of the bill’s enactment.

RELATIONSHIP WITH BUDGET OFFICES

Through the years, the Committee has channeled most of its in-
quiries and requests for information and assistance through the
budget offices of the various departments, agencies, and commis-
sions. The Committee has often pointed to the natural affinity and
relationship between these organizations and the Committee which
makes such a relationship workable. The Committee reiterates its
longstanding position that while the Committee reserves the right
to call upon all offices in the departments, agencies, and commis-
sions, the primary conjunction between the Committee and these
entities must normally be through the budget offices. The Com-
mittee appreciates all the assistance received from each of the de-
partments, agencies, and commissions during the past year. The
workload generated by the budget process is large and growing,
and therefore, a positive, responsive relationship between the Com-
mittee and the budget offices is absolutely essential to the appro-
priations process.

THE EFFECT OF GUARANTEED SPENDING

Over the objections of the Appropriations and Budget Committee,
in 1998 the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-
21) amended the Budget Enforcement Act to provide two new addi-
tional spending categories or “firewalls”, the highway category and
the mass transit category. The Wendell H. Ford Aviation Invest-
ment and Reform Act for the 21st Century (AIR-21) provided a
similar treatment for certain aviation programs. Although using
different procedures, each of these Acts produced the same results:
they significantly raised spending, and they have had the effect of
prohibiting the Appropriations Committee from reducing those
spending levels in the annual appropriations process. As the Com-
mittee noted during deliberations on these bills, the Acts essen-
tially created mandatory spending programs within the discre-
tionary caps. This undermines Congressional flexibility to fund
other equally important programs not protected by funding guaran-
tees and to address emerging priorities, such as homeland security
and overseas military requirements, within projected budget totals.
The reorganization of the Committee in the 108th Congress posed
additional challenges in this regard, because funding guarantees
for selected transportation programs compete in the budget process
against funding for non-transportation agencies such as the De-
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partment of Housing and Urban Development, Office of National
Drug Control Policy, enforcement of anti-terrorism and money
laundering activities in the Treasury Department, the Internal
Revenue Service, and the General Services Administration as well
as the Judiciary. As in past years, the Committee has done all in
its power, considering this environment, to produce a balanced bill
providing adequately for all modes of transportation as well as all
non-transportation programs under the jurisdiction of this bill.

Although the funding guarantees in AIR-21 were extended in the
Vision-100 Century of Aviation Reauthorization Act last year, the
guarantees of TEA-21 expired on September 30, 2003. The Com-
mittee’s recommendations were developed based on the very gen-
erous funding levels in H.R. 3, the Transportation Equity Act, A
Legacy for Users. As reauthorization of our surface transportation
programs continues to be debated during the current session of
Congress, the Committee wants to make clear that the continued
use of spending guarantees to “wall-off” parts of the discretionary
budget for particular constituencies could cause both transportation
and non-transportation programs across the government to be
under more severe budget pressure, in order to keep the overall
budget in balance. The effect of maintaining and enforcing these
guarantees would leave its mark on non-covered programs and ac-
tivities in this bill, since they must compete for leftover funding.
The Committee continues to believe that funding guarantees skew
transportation priorities inappropriately, by providing increases to
highway, transit, and airport spending while leaving safety-related
operations in the FAA and FRA, as well as critical housing finan-
cial, and judicial programs, to scramble for the remaining re-
sources.

TABULAR SUMMARY

A table summarizing the amounts provided for fiscal year 2005
and the amounts recommended in the bill for fiscal year 2006 com-
pared with the budget estimates is included at the end of this re-
port.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

The Committee has conducted extensive hearings on the pro-
grams and projects provided for in this bill. Pursuant to House
rules, each of these hearings was open to the public. The Com-
mittee received testimony from cabinet officers, agency heads, in-
spectors general, and other officials of the executive branch in
areas under the bill’s jurisdiction. In addition, the Committee has
considered written material submitted for the hearing record by
Members of Congress, private citizens, local government entities,
and private organizations. The bill recommendations for fiscal year
2006 have been developed after careful consideration of all the in-
formation available to the Committee.

PROGRAM, PROJECT, AND ACTIVITY

During fiscal year 2006, for the purposes of the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (Public Law 99-177), as
amended, with respect to appropriations contained in the accom-
panying bill, the terms “program, project, and activity” shall mean



5

any item for which a dollar amount is contained in an appropria-
tions Act (including joint resolutions providing continuing appro-
priations) or accompanying reports of the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations, or accompanying conference reports and
joint explanatory statements of the committee of conference. This
definition shall apply to all programs for which new budget
(obligational) authority is provided, as well as to capital investment
grants, Federal Transit Administration. In addition, the percentage
reductions made pursuant to a sequestration order to funds appro-
priated for facilities and equipment, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion shall be applied equally to each “budget item” that is listed
under said accounts in the budget justifications submitted to the
House and Senate Committees on Appropriations as modified by
subsequent appropriations Acts and accompanying committee re-
ports, conference reports, or joint explanatory statements of the
committee of conference.

TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 20051 .. $86,536,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 87,046,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeee e 84,913,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccoevoiiriiiiniiniiienieeieeeee —1,623,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........cccccoeveeriiiiiieniiiniieieeee. —2,133,000

1Includes across the board reduction of .8 percent.
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The bill provides $84,913,000 for the salaries and expenses of the
various offices comprising the office of the secretary. The following
table compares the fiscal year 2005 enacted level to the fiscal year
%006 budget estimate and the Committee’s recommendation by of-
ice:

Fiscal year 2005 en-  Fiscal year 2006 es- House recommended

acted ! timate

Immediate office of the SeCretary ...........coomeevcesmrrereeennn. $2.,202,000 $2,198,000 $2,198,000
Office of the deputy secretary 699,000 698,000 698,000
Office of the executive secretariat .........cccocovvevververenrrennnns 1,444,000 1,442,000 1,442,000
Office of the under secretary of transportation for policy ...... 12,526,000 11,680,000 11,680,000
Board of contract appeals 698,000 697,000 697,000
Official of small and disadvantaged business utilization ...... 1,268,000 1,265,000 1,265,000
Office of the chief information officer 11,301,000 11,895,000 11,895,000
Office of the assistant secretary for governmental affairs ..... 2,297,000 2,293,000 2,052,000
Office of the general counsel 15,272,000 15,183,000 15,183,000
Office of the assistant secretary for budget and programs ... 8,504,000 9,485,000 7,593,000
Office of the assistant secretary for administration ............... 23,249,000 23,139,000 23,139,000
Office of public affairs 1,914,000 1,910,000 1,910,000
Office of intelligence and security .... 2,037,000 2,033,000 2,033,000
Office of emergency transportation ... 3,125,000 3,128,000 3,128,000

Total $86,536,000 $87,046,000 $84,913,000

Lincludes across the board reduction of .8 percent.

Funding for individual offices.—The Committee’s recommenda-
tions include individual funding for all of the offices within the of-
fice of the secretary, as has been done in past years, rather than
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consolidating them as proposed in the budget request. In each in-
stance, the recommendation provides a small funding increase over
the fiscal year 2005 enacted levels to fund the estimated fiscal year
2006 civilian pay increase, inflation, and other mandatory in-
creases as requested, unless otherwise noted in the sections that
follow.

Office of the general counsel.—The Committee recommends
$15,183,000 for the office of the general counsel in fiscal year 2006.
This level should fully fund 104 full time equivalent staff years
(FTEs) as described in the budget justification, which includes
$150,000 as requested for one additional FTE for the office of emer-
gency transportation’s litigation caseload and three additional
FTEs for which no new funding was requested.

Office of the assistant secretary for governmental affairs.—The
Committee recommends $2,052,000 for the office of governmental
affairs, which represents a cut in funding below the fiscal year
2005 enacted level.

When there is a legislative issue of importance to the depart-
ment, the Committee expects the office of the secretary to contact
the majority and minority staff of both the House and the Senate
Committees on Appropriations.

Additionally, the annual appropriations bill for the Department
of Transportation directs the department to notify the Committee
no less than three full business days before any grant totaling
$1,000,000 is announced. In fiscal year 2005, due to the fact that
funding for some programs was released incrementally as the re-
sult of enactment of a series of extension acts, the Committee was
not notified prior to the announcement of dozens of grants where
the incremental amount being released at the time was less than
$1,000,000, even though the total amount of the grant was over
$1,000,000. Although the department may feel as though it did not
violate the letter of the law on grant announcements, it most cer-
tainly violated the spirit of this provision. The bill once again in-
cludes a provision that prohibits the Secretary of Transportation
from issuing funds for any grant unless the House and Senate
Committees on Appropriations have been notified not less than
three full business days before any discretionary grant award, let-
ter of intent, or full funding grant agreement totaling $1,000,000
or more is announced by the department or its modal administra-
tions. In addition, due to the possibility that certain programs may
again face incremental funding in fiscal year 2006, the Committee
directs the department to consider grants based on their full-year
funding level, not just the incremental amount being released,
when complying with this grant announcement provision.

Office of the assistant secretary for budget and programs.—The
Committee’s recommendation of $7,593,000 for fiscal year 2006 is
20% below the request and 11% below the fiscal year 2005 enacted
level. As part of this reduction, the request for two additional FTEs
for oversight of the department’s credit programs is denied due to
inadequate justification. The Committee also denies the depart-
ment’s request to hire contract support for these credit programs.

Through the years, the Committee has channeled most of its in-
quiries and requests for information and assistance through the
budget offices of the various modal administrations. The Com-
mittee has often pointed to the natural affinity and relationship be-
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tween these offices and the Committee which makes such a rela-
tionship workable. The Committee reiterates its longstanding posi-
tion that, while the Committee reserves the right to call upon all
offices within the department, the primary communication between
the Committee and the department must normally be through the
budget offices. As such, the Committee expects to have uninhibited
access to the budget officers in the modal administrations, espe-
cially when questions arise or when additional information is need-
ed pertaining to the budget justifications. The Committee will not
tolerate continued interference by the office of the secretary in
these matters. The Committee appreciates all the assistance re-
ceived from each of the offices within the department and the
modal administrations during the past year. The workload gen-
erated by the budget process is large and growing, and therefore,
a positive, responsive relationship between the Committee and the
budget offices is absolutely essential to the appropriations process.

Congressional budget justifications.—The past few years, the
Committee has urged the department to improve the quality of the
budget submissions. However, once again, there were significant
inconsistencies in the quality and type of information provided in
the department’s budget documents. The Committee expects the of-
fice of the assistant secretary for budget and programs to take a
stronger role in ensuring that the same quality of information is
supplied by each of the modal administrations within the depart-
ment. Similarly, the Committee has had numerous discussions
with departmental staff regarding the type of information and the
level of detail that should be provided in the Congressional jus-
tification materials. In fact, in last year’s report, the Committee di-
rected the department to include the same level of detail that was
provided in the Congressional justifications presented in fiscal year
2003. Yet, many of the budget documents submitted for fiscal year
2006 did not adhere to that standard. Therefore, the Committee
once again directs the department to submit its fiscal year 2007
Congressional justification materials at the same level of detail
provided in the Congressional justifications presented in fiscal year
2003. Further, the department is directed to include in the budget
justification funding levels for the prior year, current year, and
budget year for all programs, activities, initiatives, and program
elements. Each budget submitted by the department must also in-
clude detailed justification for the incremental funding increases
and additional FTEs being requested above the enacted level, by
program, activity, or program element.

Operating plan.—The Committee directs the department to sub-
mit an operating plan for fiscal year 2006, signed by the secretary
for review by the Committees on Appropriations of both the House
and Senate within 60 days of the bill’s enactment. The operating
plan should include funding levels for the various offices, programs
and initiatives detailed down to the object class or program ele-
ment covered in the budget justification and supporting documents
or referenced in the House and Senate appropriations reports, and
the statement of the managers.

Form M.—The Committee is concerned that the Department of
Transportation allowed the motor carriers financial and operating
statistics survey (Form M data) to lapse in March of 2005 despite
direction to the contrary in the statement of managers accom-
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panying the Transportation, Treasury, Independent Agencies, and
General Government Appropriations Act, 2005. The fiscal year
2005 statement of managers denied the request to transfer respon-
sibility and funding for the Form M data from the Bureau of
Transportation Statistics (BTS) to FMCSA but it was not the Con-
ferees intent to let the collection and reporting of survey data
lapse. In fact, the report accompanying the fiscal year 2005 Senate
transportation appropriations bill stated, “these activities should
remain within the province of the BTS, which receives sufficient
funding to continue these activities.” Collection of this data is im-
portant because it provides safety-related information on motor car-
riers and is widely used by the industry. The Secretary of Trans-
portation is directed to immediately resume the motor carrier fi-
nancial and operating statistics survey. The secretary is directed to
provide a report within 30 days of the bill’s enactment to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of both the House and Senate that iden-
tifies the agency responsible for the survey and the funds to be al-
located to this priority during fiscal year 2006.

Bill language.—Language prohibiting funding for the assistant
secretary for public affairs position has been retained from last
year. Also, the bill continues language that permits up to
$2,500,000 of fees to be credited to the office of the secretary for
salaries and expenses.

OFFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $8,630,400
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 8,550,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccooooiiiiiiiiieiiecceceee e 8,550,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiieeeeciieeeeree e —80,400

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeeiieeriiiieeiiieeciieeeiies eerree e e ree e

1Includes across the board reduction of .8 percent.

The office of civil rights is responsible for advising the secretary
on civil rights and equal opportunity matters and ensuring full im-
plementation of civil rights opportunity precepts in all of the de-
partment’s official actions and programs. This office is responsible
for enforcing laws and regulations that prohibit discrimination in
federally operated and federally assisted transportation programs.
This office also handles all civil rights cases related to department
of Transportation employees. The recommendation provides
$8,550,000 for the office of civil rights, the same as the budget re-
quest.

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING, RESEARCH, AND DEVELOPMENT

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $19,840,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 9,030,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieceee e 40,613,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceviiriiienieniiienieeieeiee +20,773,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........cccccoeveeriiieniieniienieeieenen. +31,583,000

1Includes across the board reduction of .8 percent.

This appropriation finances those research activities and studies
concerned with planning, analysis, and information development
needed to support the secretary’s responsibilities in the formulation
of national transportation policies. It also finances the staff nec-
essary to conduct these efforts. The overall program is carried out
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primarily through contracts with other federal agencies, edu-
;:_ational institutions, nonprofit research organizations, and private
irms.

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $40,613,000 for
transportation planning, research and development, an increase of
$20,773,000 above the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and
$31,583,000 above the budget request. Within the funds provided,
the Committee directs the secretary to provide $10,000,000 to sup-
port the orderly discontinuation of Amtrak’s mail and express serv-
ice; and $20,000,000 to be held in reserve, which may be trans-
ferred to the Surface Transportation Board in order to carry out di-
rected service should Amtrak cease operations.

WORKING CAPITAL FUND

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccceverierienienienieeieneereneeee ($129,002,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 1
Recommended 1n the DIl ......cococvviiiiiiiiiiiiieecceeeeeeeeeeeeeee e (120,014,000)
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 (—8,988,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 (+120,014,000)

1Proposed without limitation.

The working capital fund (WCF) was created to provide common
administrative services to the various modes and outside entities
that desire those services for economy and efficiency. The fund is
financed through negotiated agreements with the department’s op-
erating administrations and other governmental elements requiring
the center’s capabilities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a limitation of $120,014,000 on the
working capital fund. The budget request proposed a limitless pro-
gram level for the fund in fiscal year 2006. The Committee’s rec-
ommendation is appropriate considering the funding levels of the
operations and administrative accounts.

Modal usage of WCF.—Consistent with past practice, the Com-
mittee directs the department, in its fiscal year 2007 Congressional
justifications for each of the modal administrations, to account for
increases or decreases in WCF billings based on planned usage re-
quested or anticipated by the modes rather than anticipated by
WCF managers.

MINORITY BUSINESS RESOURCE CENTER PROGRAM

Limitation on guaran-
teed loans

$892,800 ($18,367,000)

Appropriation

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 900,000 (18,367,000)
Recommended in the bill ..........cccoeviiiiininnnn. 900,000 (18,367,000)
Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .................. +7,200 (eveennenn )
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ................  eeeevveieeiieeeeieeens [ )

The minority business resource center of the office of small and
disadvantaged business utilization provides assistance in obtaining
short-term working capital and bonding for disadvantaged, minor-
ity, and women-owned businesses. The program enables qualified
businesses to obtain loans at prime interest rates for transpor-
tation-related projects.



10

The recommendation fully funds the budget request of $500,000
to cover the subsidy costs for the loans, not to exceed $18,367,000,
and $400,000 for administrative expenses to carry out the guaran-
teed loan program.

MINORITY BUSINESS OUTREACH

Appropriation, fiscal year 20051 $2,976,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 3,000,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccooooiiiiiiiiiiiecceeee s 3,000,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccoeviiviiiiiiieniienieeieeeee +24,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccceevviieiriiiiiiiieieiieeiies eerreeenre e

1Includes across the board reduction of .8 percent.

This appropriation provides contractual support to assist minor-
ity business firms, entrepreneurs, and venture groups in securing
contracts and subcontracts arising out of projects that involve fed-
eral spending. It also provides grants and contract assistance that
serves DOT-wide goals. The Committee has provided $3,000,000 for
this program, $24,000 above the fiscal year 2005 funding level and
equal to the budget request.

NEW HEADQUARTERS BUILDING

Appropriation, fiscal year 20051 $67,456,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 100,000,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoociiiiiiiiiiiiiieiieiceee e 100,000,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccoceveriiereriieneniienienienene +32,544,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviieeeiiiieiiiieciieeeiies eerree e e aee e

1Includes across the board reduction of .8 percent.

This appropriation finances fiscal year 2006 costs for the new De-
partment of Transportation headquarters building, which would
consolidate all of the department’s headquarters operating adminis-
tration functions (except the Federal Aviation Administration) from
various locations around the Washington, D.C. metropolitan area
into a leased building within the central employment area of the
District of Columbia.

The Committee’s recommendation includes $100,000,000 in fiscal
year 2006 for the new headquarters building, $32,544,000 above
the fiscal year 2005 funding level and equal to the budget request.
The Committee commends the department for its efforts to ade-
quately answer all of the questions raised regarding the funding of
this building.

PAYMENTS TO AIR CARRIERS
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND)

Appropriation, fiscal year 20051 $51,584,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ettt et et e e te et eerte beestesteestesnbeeaaeans
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiccecee s 54,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiiieeniieeeree e +2,416,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccceeeevveeeiieeeecieeeeiiee s +54,000,000

1Includes across the board reduction of .8 percent.

The Essential Air Service (EAS) program was originally created
by the Airline Deregulation Act of 1978 as a temporary measure to
continue air service to communities that had received federally
mandated air service prior to deregulation. The program currently
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provides subsidies to air carriers serving small communities that
meet certain criteria.

The Federal Aviation Administration Reauthorization Act of 1996
(Public Law 104-264) authorized the collection of user fees for serv-
ices provided by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) to air-
craft that neither take off from, nor land in the United States, com-
monly known as overflight fees. In addition, the Act permanently
appropriated these fees for authorized expenses of the FAA and
stipulated that the first $50,000,000 of annual fee collections must
be used to finance the EAS program. In the event of a shortfall in
fees, the law requires FAA to make up the difference from other
funds available to the agency.

The fiscal year 2006 budget proposes to fund the EAS program
at a total of $50,000,000, solely from new overflight fee collections
credited to the Airport and Airway Trust Fund. The Committee
finds the budget proposal unrealistic considering that in fiscal year
2005 the department came to the Committee seeking additional
funding for the EAS program as several communities were in jeop-
ardy of losing air service.

The Committee recommends a total program level of EAS in fis-
cal year 2006 of $104,000,000, roughly a $2,000,000 increase above
the level provided in fiscal year 2005. This funding consists of an
appropriation of $54,000,000 and $50,000,000 to be derived from
new overflight fee collections.

The Committee includes language to ensure prompt availability
of funds for obligation to air carriers providing service under the
EAS program. The language removes an unintended penalty
whereby if $50,000,000 is made immediately available by the FAA
to the EAS program at the beginning of each fiscal year, the FAA
must take that amount from its appropriations, without the ability
to credit back amounts transferred from the FAA once sufficient
overflight fees are available. Without this language, the result
would be a permanent reduction in the appropriations to the FAA.
The Committee has also included language that allows the sec-
retary to take into consideration the subsidy requirements of car-
riers when selecting between carriers competing to provide service
to a community.

The bill includes a provision (sec. 182) prohibiting the use of
funds to implement the essential air service local participation pro-
gram.

The Committee is concerned that the Department of Transpor-
tation has yet to implement the code-sharing pilot program re-
quired under section 406 of the Vision 100—Century of Aviation
Reauthorization Act (49 Stat. 41731 note; 117 Stat. 2545). The im-
plementation of this pilot program will increase the number of via-
ble transportation options available to small communities by giving
communities more options and fostering competition among non-
aligned commuter carriers. The Committee feels that this pilot pro-
gram has the potential to improve air service in rural communities,
leading to decreased dependency on Essential Air Service and other
government subsidies. The Committee strongly recommends that
the Department implement this pilot program.
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FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is responsible for the
safety and development of civil aviation and the evolution of a na-
tional system of airports. The Federal Government’s regulatory role
in civil aviation began with the creation of an Aeronautics Branch
within the department of Commerce pursuant to the Air Commerce
Act of 1926. This Act instructed the Secretary of Commerce to fos-
ter air commerce; designate and establish airways; establish, oper-
ate, and maintain aids to navigation; arrange for research and de-
velopment to improve such aids; issue airworthiness certificates for
aircraft and major aircraft components; and investigate civil avia-
tion accidents. In the Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938, these activities
were subsumed into a new, independent agency named the Civil
Aeronautics Authority.

After further administrative reorganizations, Congress stream-
lined regulatory oversight in 1957 with the creation of two separate
agencies, the Federal Aviation Agency and the Civil Aeronautics
Board. When the Department of Transportation began its oper-
ations on April 1, 1967, the Federal Aviation Agency was renamed
the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and became one of sev-
eral modal administrations within the department. The Civil Aero-
nautics Board was later phased out with enactment of the Airline
Deregulation Act of 1978, and ceased to exist at the end of 1984.
FAA’s mission expanded in 1995 with the transfer of the Office of
Commercial Space Transportation from the Office of the Secretary,
and decreased in December 2001 with the transfer of civil aviation
security activities to the new Transportation Security Administra-
tion.

OPERATIONS
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccceoiieriiieniieiiieieeeeeeeee e $7,712,800,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 8,201,000,000
Recommended in the Dill ........cccceeeiiiiiiiiiiiieceeeeeee e 8,192,920,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccceeeevieeeiieeeeciiee e +480,120,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........cccceeveiieenrieeincieeeeiieeenns —8,077,000

This appropriation provides funds for the operation, mainte-
nance, communications, and logistical support of the air traffic con-
trol and air navigation systems. It also covers administrative and
managerial costs for the FAA’s regulatory, international, medical,
engineering and development programs as well as policy oversight
and overall management functions.

The operations appropriation includes the following major activi-
ties: (1) operation on a 24-hour daily basis of a national air traffic
system; (2) establishment and maintenance of a national system of
aids to navigation; (3) establishment and surveillance of civil air
regulations to assure safety in aviation; (4) development of stand-
ards, rules and regulations governing the physical fitness of airmen
as well as the administration of an aviation medical research pro-
gram; (5) administration of the acquisition, research and develop-
ment programs; (6) headquarters, administration and other staff of-
fices; and (7) development, printing, and distribution of aero-
nautical charts used by the flying public.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $8,192,920,000 for FAA operations,
an increase of $480,120,000 (6.2 percent) above the level provided
in fiscal year 2005, and $8,077,000 below the budget request. With-
in the funds provided, the Committee includes $150,000,000 for
competitive sourcing for flight service stations transition costs.

A comparison of the fiscal year 2006 budget estimate to the Com-
mittee recommendation by budget activity is as follows:

Budget activity FY06 estimate FY06 recommended

Air traffic organization $6,647,305,000 $6,424,229,000
Research and acquisition (1) 222,171,000
Flight Service Stations A-76 150,000,000 150,000,000
Aviation safety 941,742,000 951,042,000
Commercial space transportation 11,759,000 11,759,000
Financial services (2) 50,583,000
Human resources (2) 69,943,000
Region and center operations (2) 150,744,000
Staff offices 450,191,000 140,337,000
Information services (2) 36,612,000
Account-wide adjustments — 14,500,000
Total 8,200,997,000 8,192,920,000

L Estimate includes $222,171,000 under “Air traffic organization”.
2Estimate includes such funds under “Staff offices”, as follows: Financial services, $50,983,000; Human resources, $69,943,000; Region
and center operations coordination, $150,744,000; Office of information services, $36,612,000.

TRUST FUND SHARE OF FAA BUDGET

The bill derives $11,769,000,000 of the total appropriation from
the airport and airway trust fund. The balance of the appropriation
($3,206,920,000) will be drawn from the general fund of the Treas-
ury. Under these provisions, 79.3 percent of the FAA’s operating
costs will be borne by air travelers and industries using those serv-
ices. The remaining 21.6 percent will be borne by the general tax-
payer, regardless of whether they directly utilize FAA services.

STATE OF THE AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND

According to Administration estimates, fiscal year 2006 will con-
tinue the recent trend where necessary outlays for FAA programs
outstrip the revenues from aviation users deposited into the airport
and airway trust fund. The following table compares trust fund
revenue to trust fund outlays for the past three fiscal years. As the
table indicates, under current estimates the Federal Government is
not only spending all the revenues coming into the trust fund, it
is going beyond that, and spending down the cash balance. The Ad-
ministration estimates that, at the end of fiscal year 2006, the un-
committed cash balance in the trust fund will be approximately
$1,195,000,000. This represents a drop of 51 percent from the fig-
ure two years before.

Fiscal year 2004 Fiscal year 2005 Fiscal year 2006
Trust fund revenue! $9,687,000,000  $11,092,000,000  $11,921,000,000
Trust fund outlays 10,415,000,000 11,165,000,000 12,660,000,000
Difference — 728,000,000 —73,000,000 — 739,000,000

Lincludes excise taxes, offsetting collections, and interest on trust fund cash balance.

It is imperative for the agency to lower its operating costs and
find ways to be more efficient in all its operations. For several
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years, the Committee has indicated that improvement was needed
in the area of personnel costs. Although the Committee did not re-
ceive timely information on the average full-time equivalent (FTE)
workyear cost for fiscal year 2006, the fiscal year 2005 level was
$130,957. FAA’s workyear costs have historically been among the
highest of all federal agencies, and increased 22 percent over the
four year period covering fiscal years 2001 through 2005. Average
sick leave costs historically have been 20 percent higher than the
government average, raising the agency’s staffing costs. The cur-
rent average yearly sick leave consumed is 11.23 days per FAA em-
ployee. In addition, special pays will cost the agency $364,015,000
in fiscal year 2006, an increase of 3 percent over the previous year.

Given the severe budget constraints facing the nation, the Com-
mittee directs FAA to continue focusing on ways to reduce sick
leave, to improve productivity and lessen the need for additional
staffing resources in future years.

The Committee notes that the agency has made some progress
in the area of the memoranda of understanding (MOU) entered into
with different bargaining units at the regional, local and national
level, outside the national collective bargaining agreement. FAA
has begun to track the number of MOUs in a recently established
database, and has implemented a process to accept new or renego-
tiate existing MOUs. The FAA indicates it will renegotiate those
that infringe on management’s reserved rights under federal labor
laws, are too costly, or make no business sense. Currently, there
are 3,238 MOUs in the database. In fiscal year 2005, 37 new MOUs
were signed, and 49 are pending review. Given the number of total,
new, and pending MOUs and their potential implications to the
agency, the Committee directs the Inspector General to provide a
follow-up to its September 12, 2003 report on FAA management
and controls over MOUs.

AIR TRAFFIC SERVICES

The bill provides $6,424,229,000 for air traffic services, a reduc-
tion of $223,076,000 from the budget request. These resources
would be managed by FAA’s air traffic organization. Recommended
adjustments to the budget estimate are listed and described below:

Amount

Contract tower base Program ...........ccccecceeerieeeenrieeenineeesseeeessereeesneens +$3,200,000
Contract tower cost-sharing program ................. . +395,000
Restoration of Research and Acquisitions office —222,171,000
Management of MOUs and MOAs ........... —500,000
BTS aviation statistics —4,000,000

Contract tower program.—The bill includes $90,500,000, an in-
crease of $3,200,000 above the budget estimate, to continue the
contract tower base program. The President’s budget inflated the
program and did not reflect the estimate for new contracts being
negotiated during fiscal year 2006, or costs to continue operations
at an estimated 15 new towers entering the program during fiscal
year 2006.

In addition, the bill provides $7,500,000, an increase of $395,000
above the budget estimate, to continue the contract tower cost-
sharing program. The Committee continues to believe this is a val-
uable program that provides safety benefits to small communities.
Communities in this program as of May 22, 2005 are shown below:



15

Airport name State

King Salmon AK
Fayetteville AR
Springdale AR
Laughlin/Bullhead City AZ
Hawthorne CA
Waterbury/Oxford cT
Macon GA
Bloomington IN
Columbus Municipal IN
Gary Regional IN
Muncie/Delaware County IN
Garden City KS
Manhattan KS
Barkley regional (Paducah) KY
Worcester MA
Sawyer MI
Jefferson City MO
Joplin Regional MO
Concord NC
Kinston NC
Smith Reynolds (Winston-Salem) NC
Hickory Regional NC
Lebanon Municipal NH
Lea County/Hobbs NM
Elko NV
Oneida County NY
Stillwater 0K
Latrobe PA
Williamsport/Lycoming County PA
Greenville Donaldson Center SC
Grand Strand/Myrtle Beach SC
McKeller-Sipes (Jackson) N
Walla Walla Regional WA
Morgantown Wy

Restoration of research and acquisition office.—The Committee
recommendation restores funding for a separate office of research
and acquisition. The President’s budget proposed to transfer this
funding to the air traffic organization. Inasmuch as not all research
and acquisition staffing is related to air traffic services activities,
and in recognition that there are separate appropriations for these
important activities, the Committee maintains the traditional
budget structure.

Management of MOUs and MOAs.—Recognizing that the im-
provements in the MOU process and oversight are likely to result
in reduced operating costs, the Committee assumes cost savings of
$500,000 from this effort.

Controller staffing.—According to FAA, the agency expects that
over the next 10 years, 73 percent of its 15,000 controllers will be-
come eligible to retire. Consistent with its 10 year staffing plan,
the FAA budget assumes hiring of 1,249 new controllers. This hir-
ing will be offset by the estimated loss of 654 controllers. The bill
includes $24,875,000 for salaries, benefits, training, and ancillary
support costs associated with a net increase of 595 in controller
work force.

The Committee agrees with FAA that a one for one replacement
of retiring controllers is not prudent, as it would not assume pro-
ductivity improvements from procedural changes, facility consolida-
tion, or even new technology. The Committee believes the business-
like mindset of the air traffic organization, as well as the unusual
flexibility provided to the agency through personnel and procure-
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ment reform, will make such productivity improvements a reality
and lessen the need for additional personnel. In addition, many
controllers working traffic today are certified to work traffic, but
are not yet certified professional controllers (CPC). FAA data indi-
cates that new controllers are sent to an operational facility within
four months of initial qualification training, not three years. FAA
also has issued regulations to waive the mandatory retirement age
of 56 for controllers. The Committee believes that this is a good
hedge against the retirement surge in future years. Further, the
FAA expects to complete an analysis in December of staffing needs
for each facility based on its size, complexity and traffic volume.
This important analysis will provide a more accurate estimate of
needs.

Airway facilities technical workforce.—The bill provides a total of
$5,400,000, consistent with the budget request, to hire and train
258 additional maintenance technicians. A recent arbitration ruling
upheld the contractual requirement that FAA maintain a minimum
level (6,100) of technical staff (systems specialists, electronics tech-
nicians, and computer specialists) for maintenance of the air traffic
control equipment. This staffing level is contained in the Profes-
sional Airways System Specialists (PASS) Union Contract signed in
January 2000.

Bureau of transportation statistics studies.—The Committee de-
nies the $4,000,000 requested for aviation statistical studies to be
conducted by bureau of transportation statistics. It is not clear to
the Committee how these studies will be relevant to FAA’s mission.

New York/New Jersey airspace redesign.—No funds made avail-
able for national airspace redesign may be used to prepare the en-
vironmental impact statement for the redesign of the New York/
New Jersey/Philadelphia regional airspace, or to conduct any work
as part of the review of the redesign project conducted under the
National Environmental Policy Act and related laws, as long as the
FAA fails to consider noise mitigation.

COMPETITIVE SOURCING FOR FLIGHT SERVICE STATIONS

The bill provides $150,000,000 for competitive sourcing for flight
service stations, consistent with the budget request.

AVIATION SAFETY

The bill provides $951,042,000 for aviation safety, an increase of
$47,760,666 above the fiscal year 2005 level and $9,300,000 above
the budget request. Recommended adjustments to the budget are
described below.

Amount

Additional safety inspectors and engineers ...........c.cceeeeeveeeieeneennenn. +$8,000,000
Safety and security analytics .........ccccveeenneenne. . +1,000,000
Professional Aerial Application support system . . +50,000
Certification of upset training program ...........ccceccevevveenenreeneneennenne +250,000

Aviation safety inspectors.—The Committee provides $15,103,000
for aviation safety personnel, an increase of $8,000,000 over the
budget estimate. The budget assumes the office of aviation safety
will attrit 151 full time equivalents (FTEs) during fiscal year 2005.
The Committee understands that actual attrition appears to be 125
to 170 FTEs and that the Air Transportation Oversight System
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(ATOS) may affect the number of inspectors required to ensure
safety.

The Committee notes that loss of certification staff has nega-
tively impacted the domestic aviation industry’s ability to bring
new products to the marketplace, and in turn affect global leader-
ship and competitiveness. Therefore, the Committee directs that
$4,000,000 of the $8,000,000 additional provided will result in a
total FTE level in the office of aircraft certification of 1,189. The
remaining $4,000,000 above the request shall be available to in-
crease inspectors in the office of flight standards.

Funds provided for the offices of aircraft certification and flight
standards shall not be reprogrammed for any other purpose within
or outside of the aviation safety office, including hiring other types
of personnel within aviation safety. Further, this is designated as
a special Congressional item of interest. The Committee directs the
Secretary to provide a summary by March 1, 2006 regarding the
use of the funds provided, including, but not limited to the total
FTE in the offices of aircraft certification and flight standards,
total employees, vacancies, positions under active recruitment to
the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations.

The Committee directs the FAA to issue a report on the publica-
tion and implementation of final regulations implementing organi-
zational designation authority to increase efficiency within the of-
fice of aircraft certification.

Safety inspections of air carriers.—In 1998, the FAA began imple-
mentation of the Air Transportation Oversight Systems (ATOS).
Under this system, FAA inspectors are to use data analysis to focus
their inspections on areas that pose the greatest safety risks and
to shift the focus of those inspections in response to changing con-
ditions within air carrier operations. In 1999, FAA began to transi-
tion the remaining air carriers to the ATOS system. In 2002, the
Inspector General reported that ATOS program was conceptually
sound, and suggested improvements, each of which the FAA imple-
mented. The IG issued a second report on June 3, 2005 that again
stated that the program was conceptually sound. However, it iden-
tified opportunities to fully implement the program to enhance
FAA’s ability to perform safety oversight of air carriers in transi-
tion. The IG stated that implementation of its recommendations
will make a safe aviation system even stronger, and the FAA has
agreed to implement the recommendations. This Committee directs
the FAA to provide a report of the House and Senate Committees
on Appropriation by March 1, 2006 on the status of implementing
the IG’s recommendations.

Safety and security analytics project.—The recommendation in-
cludes $1,000,000 to initiate the safety and security analytics
project. Current software is available to analyze electronic text
found in descriptions of accidents, incidents, pilot and controller re-
ports, and other databases to determine trends, patterns, and
anomalies earlier than using other methods. This technology will
help FAA meet its long-term goal of reducing the fatal accident
rate among commercial air carriers by focusing on long-term trends
rather than specific cases.

Professional Aerial Application Support System.—The rec-
ommendation includes $50,000 for the National Agricultural Avia-
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tion Research and Education Foundation’s Professional Aerial Ap-
plication Support System.

Certification of upset recovery training.—The Committee rec-
ommends $250,000 for FAA to evaluate and validate state of the
art methods of conducting enhanced upset recovery training using
centrifuge based flight simulator technology. Funds are to conduct
human factors experiments at the Civil Aeormedical Institute to
verify the benefits of this technology.

Flight attendant fatigue.—The Committee looks forward to re-
ceiving the flight attendant fatigue study, as required the fiscal
year 2005 House report 108-671, and will give due consideration
to the report’s recommendations.

Detroit Metropolitan air traffic control tower.—In September
2004, mold contamination was discovered in various locations of
the Detroit Metropolitan Air Traffic Control Tower during a safety
inspection. The Committee urges the FAA to conduct thorough and
complete remediation of the mold found in the air traffic control
tower based on standard industry practice. The Committee directs
the FAA to consider the safety and health of the employees that
work in the tower as a priority during any remediation efforts.

RESEARCH AND ACQUISITION

The Committee recommends $222,171,000 for the office of re-
search and acquisition, the same as the budget estimate, and
$2,385,483 above the fiscal year 2005 level.

COMMERCIAL SPACE TRANSPORTATION

The Committee recommends $11,759,000 for the office of com-
mercial space transportation, consistent with the budget request,
and an increase of $248,827 above fiscal year 2005.

STAFF OFFICES

The Committee recommends $448,219,000 for staff offices, a re-
duction of $1,972,000 from the budget request. Adjustments to the
budget are explained below.

Office Adjustment Recommended

Financial services —$400,000 $50,583,000
Other staff offices —1,572,000 140,337,000

Financial services.—The Committee recommends $50,583,000, a
reduction of $400,000 from the budget request. The Committee rec-
ommendation does not include the requested funding for eight ad-
ditional staff in the office of budget, the office has 17 vacant posi-
tions. The FAA states that 8 of the vacant positions are being
transferred to Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, and six positions are cur-
rently under recruitment. Therefore, the Committee will reevaluate
its recommendation if the vacancy status in the near future war-
rants.

Human resource management.—The Committee recommends
$69,493,000, consistent with the budget estimate.

Region and center operations.—The Committee recommends
$150,774,000, consistent with the budget estimate.

Information services.—The Committee recommends $36,612,000,
consistent with the budget estimate.
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Other staff offices.—The Committee recommends $140,237,000
for other staff offices. The Committee recommendation does not in-
clude the requested funding for eight new employees for the office
of chief counsel and one new employee for the security and hazmat
office, as the current vacant positions are 10 and 38, respectively.
Further, the FAA states the security and hazmat office is under
tight hiring restrictions and plans to do limited hiring in the 4th
quarter of fiscal year 2005. The Committee recommendation does
not provide funding for four new employees in the Administrator’s
office. Although the office has just one vacancy, the budget docu-
ments did not provide any justification of need for this request. The
Committee is willing to reconsider this with adequate and timely
justification. The Committee provides an additional $100,000 for a
new FTE in the office of government and industry affairs, for a
total funding level of $1,396,000.

ACCOUNT-WIDE ADJUSTMENTS

Personnel compensation and benefits.—The recommendation in-
cludes a reduction of $8,000,000 in agency-wide personnel com-
pensation and benefits costs due to budget constraints.

Unfilled executive positions.—The Committee recommends a re-
duction of $5,000,000, reflecting the unfilled roster of 19 executive
positions in the agency, including 15 which were not under active
recruitment. Past hearing records indicate that, at any given time,
the agency is likely to have between 10 and 20 unfilled executive
positions. For an agency with 176 executive positions, this level of
openings may not be problematic. However, it does indicate excess
costs are being budgeted for positions that are not likely to be filled
in the entirety of the fiscal year.

Working capital fund costs.—The recommendation allows
$23,879,000 for working capital fund costs, a reduction of
$1,500,000 below the budget estimate.

BILL LANGUAGE

Manned auxiliary flight service stations.—The bill includes the
limitation requested in the President’s budget prohibiting funds
from being used to operate a manned auxiliary flight service sta-
tion in the contiguous United States. The FAA budget includes no
funding to operate such stations during fiscal year 2006.

Second career training program.—Once again this year, the bill
includes a prohibition on the use of funds for the second career
training program. This prohibition has been in annual appropria-
tions Acts for many years, and is included in the President’s budget
request.

Sunday premium pay.—The bill retains a provision begun in fis-
cal year 1995 which prohibits the FAA from paying Sunday pre-
mium pay except in those cases where the individual actually
worked on a Sunday. The statute governing Sunday premium pay
(5 U.S.C. 5546(a)) is very clear: “An employee who performs work
during a regularly scheduled 8-hour period of service which is not
overtime work as defined by section 5542(a) of this title a part of
which is performed on Sunday is entitled to . . . premium pay at
a rate equal to 25 percent of his rate of basic pay.” Disregarding
the plain meaning of the statute and previous Comptroller General
decisions, however, in Armitage v. United States, the Federal Cir-
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cuit Court held in 1993 that employees need not actually perform
work on a Sunday to receive premium pay. The FAA was required
immediately to provide back pay totaling $37,000,000 for time
scheduled but not actually worked between November 1986 and
July 1993. Without this provision, the FAA would be liable for sig-
nificant unfunded liabilities, to be financed by the agency’s annual
operating budget. This provision is identical to that in effect for fis-
cal years 1995 through 2005.

Aviation User Fees.—The bill includes a limitation carried for
several years prohibiting funds from being used to finalize or im-
plement any new unauthorized user fees.

Nonprofit safety standard setting organization.—The Committee
retains a provision that allows the use of funds to enter into an
agreement with a nonprofit standard setting organization to de-
velop safety standards.

Aeronautical charting and cartography.—The bill maintains the
provision which prohibits funds in this Act from being used to con-
duct aeronautical charting and cartography (AC&C) activities
through the working capital fund (WCF). Public Law 106-181 au-
thorized the transfer of these activities from the Department of
Commerce to the FAA, a move which the Committee supported.
The Committee believes this work should continue to be conducted
by the FAA, and not administratively delegated to the WCF.

Store gift cards and gift certificates.—The bill maintains the limi-
tation in effect since fiscal year 2004 prohibiting FAA from using
funds to purchase store gift cards or gift certificates through a gov-
ernment-issued credit card. This provision responds to abuses docu-
mented by the U.S. Government Accountability Office last year.

FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .......cccccoviiiriiiniiiiieieeeeeeeeeee $2,519,680,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 2,448,000,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiicccee e 3,053,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiieeeniieeerieee e +533,320,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ........c..cccceeeevuererrienenienennene +605,000,000

The Facilities and Equipment (F&E) account is the principal
means for modernizing and improving air traffic control and airway
facilities. The appropriation also finances major capital invest-
ments required by other agency programs, experimental research
and development facilities, and other improvements to enhance the
safety and capacity of the airspace system.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $3,053,000,000
for this program, an increase of $533,320,000 (21 percent) above
the level provided for fiscal year 2005 and 605,000,000 above the
budget estimate. The bill provides that of the total amount rec-
ommended, $2,618,000,000 is available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2008, and $435,000,000 (the amount for personnel and
related expenses) is available until September 30, 2006. These obli-
gation availabilities are consistent with past appropriations Acts.



21

ENGINEERING DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION

The bill includes $234,310,000 for engineering development, test,
and evaluation activities.

Advanced technology development and prototyping.—The Com-
mittee recommends $41,460,000, to be distributed as follows:

Amount

RUNWAY INCUTSION ..iviieviviieiieticieete ettt ettt ereeaeeeeere e ene e $7,100,000
Aviation system capacity improvement .................. rreeeereeennee 6,500,000
Separation standards ..........ccocceeeieriiienieniieieee e 2,500,000
GA/vertical flight technology ........ e e 1,500,000
Operational concept validation .. 3,000,000
NAS requirements ... 800,000
Safer skies ................ 3,400,000
NAS safety assessment .. 1,500,000
GPS anti-jam technologie 1,000,000
Wake turbulence ............. 2,000,000
Airspace management laboratory 7,000,000
Lithium technologies to mitigate ASR 1,000,000
Airport-related research ...........ccccccuveeennn 1,000,000
Wind profiling and weather research Juneau ...........cccocceeiiiiieennene 3,160,000
TOLAL oottt et sttt 41,460,000

Airport-related research.—Of the funds provided, $1,000,000 is
for FAA to enter into cooperative agreements with non-profit re-
search entities to conduct research to develop safer, more durable,
more cost-effective airfield pavements.

GPS anti-jam technology.—The Committee recommendation in-
cludes $1,000,000 to continue the GPS anti-jam program to reduce
or remove GPS system vulnerabilities.

San Francisco International Airport.—The Committee commends
the Federal Aviation Administration for working cooperatively with
San Francisco International Airport (SFO), airlines, pilots, and air
traffic controllers to address policy and safety issues related to im-
plementation of a precision runway monitoring/simultaneous offset
instrument approach (PRM/SOIA) procedure that has resulted in
additional capacity when weather conditions warrant.

Safe flight 21.—The Committee recommends $42,950,000, an in-
crease of $10,000,000 above the budget request. The additional
funds are to augment ADS-B funding: $500,000 is for certification
of a NAS-wide system; $6,000,000 is needed for installation of 20
pre-production 1090 ground-based stations in the contiguous
United States; and $330,000 is for technical program support.

AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT

The Committee recommends $1,588,286,000 for programs and ac-
tivities designed to establish, replace, modify, or otherwise improve
air traffic control facilities and equipment.

Terminal automation modernization program.—The Committee
has provided a total of $64,300,000 for the terminal automation
modernization program, $25,000,000 over the budget request. Of
the funds provided, an increase of $10,000,000 is for FAA to con-
tinue to provide updated software to the busiest facilities in the
National Airspace System (NAS), and $15,000,000 is provided to
replace aging equipment at Minneapolis and St. Louis. The budget
request included replacement at Chicago and Denver; however,
Minneapolis and St. Louis are two other large, critical sites identi-
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fied by the DOT IG where current displays used by controllers are
suffering from significant reliability problems.

The Committee remains concerned that FAA has not yet pro-
vided reliable cost estimates and timetables for completing Stand-
ard Terminal Automation Replacement (STARS) program as di-
rected. Delays and indecision with STARS are now directly impact-
ing the NAS. FAA has deferred action on replacing aging displays
at the 4 large critical sites addressed above for too long. According
to a recent report by the Inspector General, these aging displays
could have serious safety implications.

The Committee is disappointed that FAA will not make a deci-
sion regarding how to complete terminal modernization this sum-
mer as expected. Rather, FAA will approve only a handful of sites
and, once again, defer important decisions about many facilities
that manage aircraft in terminal airspace. Assuming FAA can take
action to replace aging displays at large sites as directed by the
Committee and that STARS deployments continue at medium sites,
questions and options then focus squarely on the small sites.

Beyond fiscal year 2006, decisions need to be made about the
best way to address these smaller sites. All of FAA’s smaller sites—
which number over 100—have a shortcoming with respect to aging
displays, not the automation platform. While the display problems
are not yet approaching the levels experienced by the larger sites,
decisions about what to do cannot be postponed indefinitely. The
Committee urges FAA to make a decision about these sites that is
based on an open, transparent, and competitive process.

Terminal air traffic control facilities replacement.—The Com-
mittee recommends $130,000,000 for the replacement of aged air
traffic control towers.

Instrument landing system establishment.—The recommendation
includes $30,000,000 for establishment of instrument landing sys-
tems (ILSs) nationwide.

Voice recorder replacement program.—The Committee rec-
ommends $7,000,000, an increase of $1,500,000 above the budget
estimate.

GPS approaches.—The Committee understands that the fiscal
year 2006 budget request for the wide area augmentation system
includes funds for the development of additional approaches and
flight procedures at the nation’s non-part 139 certified airports.
The Committee supports this effort, and has provided $110,000,000
for WAAS, an increase of $10,000,000 above the budget request.
Additional funds are provided to publish WAAS approaches at air-
ports without an existing ILS approach.

Integrated control and monitoring system.—The Committee rec-
ommends $3,500,000 for continued procurement and installation of
the integrated control and monitoring system (ICMS). FAA is cur-
rently using ICMS in Denver, Seattle, Newark, Minneapolis, Salt
Lake City, and Phoenix. This system would offer significant bene-
fits to other operational evolution plan (OEP) airports as well as
others with substantial landing aids and lighting systems. The
Committee expects the agency to obligate these funds within six
months of enactment, and to install such systems at airports with
the highest need.

Transponder landing system.—The recommendation includes
$20,000,000 for the transponder landing system (TLS).
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Distance Measuring Equipment. The Committee recommends
$4,000,000 for distance measuring equipment, an increase of
$2,800,000 over the budget request.

Loran-C.—The Committee recommendation includes $25,000,000
for continued modernization of the Loran-C navigation system. The
Committee directs that none of these funds be reprogrammed ex-
cept through the Congressional reprogramming process.

Houston area air traffic system (HAATS).—The Committee rec-
ommends $10,200,000, the same as the budget estimate for
HAATS.

Approach lighting system improvement program.—The rec-
ommendation includes $25,000,000 for the approach lighting sys-
tem improvement program (ALSIP).

Medium-intensity  approach  lighting system  replacement
(MALSR).—The Committee provides $5,000,000 for the MALSR na-
tionwide program, and recommends that FAA continue to procure
the latest MALSR equipment that has been approved for use in the
national airspace system and in support of small business initia-
tives.

NON-AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT

The Committee recommends $138,100,000 for programs to re-
place, modify, or otherwise improve facilities and equipment not di-
rectly related to the provision of air traffic control services in the
national airspace system (NAS).

MISSION SUPPORT

The Committee recommends $266,703,100 for mission support
activities.

Frequency and spectrum engineering.—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes $8,600,000 for frequency and spectrum engi-
neering, and increase of $2,500,000 over the budget request. The
additional funds are for the NAS interference, detection, location,
and mitigation (IDLM) project. This project will enable FAA to
more effectively identify radio signals interfering with air traffic
control functions and resolve them quickly. Over the past few
years, FAA has recorded an average of over 1,500 interference
events per year.

Center for advanced systems development.—The recommendation
provides $86,000,000 for the center for advanced systems develop-
ment, an increase of $16,400,000 above the budget estimate, and
equal to the fiscal year 2005 level.

PERSONNEL AND RELATED EXPENSES

The Committee recommends $435,000,000 for personnel and re-
lated expenses. This appropriation finances the installation and
commissioning of new equipment and modernization of FAA facili-
ties.

BILL LANGUAGE

Capital investment plan.—The bill continues to require the sub-
mission of a five year capital investment plan.
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RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVELOPMENT
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccceovieriiieniieiiienieeieeee e $129,880,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ... . 130,000,000
Recommended in the Dill ........ccccoeeiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceeeeee e 130,000,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceviieiiienieniiienieeieeneeens +120,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........ccccooviiiiiiiiiiniiiieies e

This appropriation provides funding for long-term research, engi-
neering and development programs to improve the air traffic con-
trol system and to raise the level of aviation safety, as authorized
by the Airport and Airway Improvement Act and the Federal Avia-
tion Act. The appropriation also finances the research, engineering
and development needed to establish or modify federal air regula-
tions.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $130,000,000, an increase of
$120,000 above the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and the same as
the President’s budget request.

A table showing the fiscal year 2005 enacted level, the fiscal year
2006 budget estimate, and the Committee recommendation follows:

RESEARCH, ENGINEERING AND DEVELOPMENT

Program Fiscal yt?;ratZeOOG es- Coymmégsgeré:c-

Improve Commercial Aviation Safety $88,932 $88,932
Fire research and safety 6,244 6,244
Propulsion and fuel systems 4,049 4,049
Advanced materials/structural safety 2,613 2,613
Atmospheric hazards/digital system safety 3,441 3,441
Aging aircraft 19,007 19,007
Aircraft catastrophic failure prevention 3,340 3,340
Flightdeck safety/systems integration 8,181 8,181
Aviation safety risk analysis 4,932 4932
ATC/AF human factors 9,654 9,654
Aeromedical research 6,889 6,889
Weather research 20,582 20,582
Improve Efficiency of the ATC System 20,396 20,396
Joint program and development office 18,100 18,100
Wake turbulence 2,296 2,296
Reduce Environmental Impacts: 16,008 16,008
Environment and energy 16,008 16,008
Mission Support 4,664 4,664
System planning and resource mgmt 1,271 1,271
Technical laboratory facilities 3,393 3,393
Total 130,000 130,000

Joint Planning and Development Office.—The bill includes
$18,100,000, as requested, for FAA’s contribution to the multi-
agency Joint Planning and Development Office (JPDO). This office
involves the Departments of Defense, Commerce, and Homeland
Security, FAA, and the National Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration in developing a national plan for the transformation of air
transportation. This plan is expected to establish a vision for the
future air transportation system, set national aerospace goals, and
provide a forum to engage industry and customer input. It is an ad-
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visory committee as defined in the Federal Advisory Committee
Act.

GRANTS-IN-AID FOR AIRPORTS
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION)
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS)
(RESCISSION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION)
(AIRPORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND)

Liquidation of con- Limitation on obliga-
tract authorization tions

$2,800,000,000 ($3,472,000,000)
3,300,000,000  (3,000,000,000)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005
Budget request, fiscal year 2006

Recommended in the bill ..........cccceeeeiiiienieeennn. 3,600,000,000 (3,600,000,000)
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .................. +800,000,000 (+128,000,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ................ +300,000,000 (+600,000,000)

The bill includes a liquidating cash appropriation of
$3,600,000,000 for grants-in-aid for airports, authorized by the Air-
port and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, as amended. This fund-
ing provides for liquidation of obligation incurred pursuant to con-
tract authority and annual limitations on obligations for grants-in-
aid for airport planning and development, noise compatibility and
planning, the military airport program, reliever airports, airport

rogram administration, and other authorized activities. This is
5300,000,000 above the amount requested in the President’s budget
and $800,000,000 above the level enacted for fiscal year 2005.

LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS

The bill includes a limitation on obligations of $3,600,000,000 for
fiscal year 2006. This is $600,000,000 above the President’s budget
request and $128,000,000 above the fiscal year 2005 level.

DISCRETIONARY GRANTS

Within the overall obligation limitation in this bill, funding of
$973,112,398 is available for discretionary grants to airports.

ADMINISTRATION

The bill provides that, within the overall obligation limitation,
$81,346,000 is available for administration of the airports program
by the FAA. This level includes $10,000,000 for the airport coopera-
tive research pilot program, as requested.

Letter of Intent.—The Committee understands that the Panama
City-Bay County International Airport Authority has applied for a
letter of intent (LOI) for the construction of a new airport. Accord-
ing to the authority, two-thirds of the cost of this proposed project
will be funded from non-federal sources. The committee encourages
the FAA to promptly consider this application.

BILL LANGUAGE

Runway incursion prevention systems and devices.—Consistent
with the provisions of Public Law 106-181 and the fiscal year 2004
and 2005 Appropriations Acts, the bill allows funds under this limi-
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tation to be used for airports to procure and install runway incur-
sion prevention systems and devices.

Small community air service pilot program.—The bill specifies
that $20,000,000 of the total amount limited is available to con-
tinue the small community air service pilot program. This is the
same funding level as enacted since fiscal year 2002.

The Committee recommendation includes a rescission of contract
authorization of $469,000,000. The rescission is from contract au-
thority in fiscal year 2005 that “popped-up” above the obligation
limitation available for that fiscal year. Therefore, this rescission
has no effect on any grants-in-aid program. The proposed rescission
is a result of section 107 of AIR-21 (P.L. 106-181). This section
specified that, in the event appropriations for the facilities and
equipment program were less than authorized in a given fiscal
year, additional contract authorization would automatically be
made available for the grants-in-aid for airports program. The
Committee understands that the legislative committees intended to
provide flexibility in meeting the funding guarantees, by allowing
the Appropriations Committees to meet the guarantee by providing
a single, combined total of funding for the F&E and grants-in-aid
programs rather than hitting the precise authorized amounts for
each as specified in the authorization Act. Because the Appropria-
tions Committees are not provided an allocation of budget author-
ity for the grants-in-aid program, section 107 provided automatic
budget authority for this purpose. The Committee continues to dis-
agree with the Congressional Budget Offices’ scoring of this provi-
sion.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

Section 101. The Committee retains a provision requiring FAA to
accept landing systems, lighting systems, and associated equipment
procured by airports, subject to certain criteria.

Section 102. The Committee retains, with modification, a provi-
sion limiting the number of technical workyears at the Center for
Advanced Aviation Systems Development. The modification raises
the limitation from 350 in fiscal year 2005 to 375 in fiscal year
2006.

Section 103. The Committee retains a provision prohibiting FAA
from requiring airport sponsors to provide the agency “without
cost” building construction, maintenance, utilities and expenses, or
space in sponsor-owned buildings, except in the case of certain
specified exceptions.

Section 104. The Committee retains a provision prohibiting funds
to change weight restrictions or prior permission rules at Teterboro
Airport, Teterboro, New Jersey.

Section 105. The Committee continues a provision extending the
current terms and conditions of FAA’s aviation insurance program,
commonly known as the “war risk insurance” program, for one ad-
ditional year, from December 31, 2005 to December 31, 2006. Al-
though the underlying program is authorized until March 2008,
certain provisions including premium price caps were set to expire
at the end of this calendar year. The Committee recommendation

reserves the status quo wunder this program, a savings of
580,000,000 from the budget estimate. Savings accrue because the
bill’s provisions result in additional revenue from insurance pre-
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miums, which were assumed to be zero in the budget estimate for
fiscal year 2006.

Section 106. The bill retains a provision the prohibits funds for
engineering work related to an additional runway at Louis Arm-
strong International Airport in New Orleans, Louisiana.

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) provides financial
assistance to the states to construct and improve roads and high-
ways, and provides technical assistance to other agencies and orga-
nizations involved in road building activities. Title 23 of the United
States Code and other supporting legislation provide authority for
the various activities of the FHWA. Funding is provided by con-
tract authority, with program levels established by annual limita-
tions on obligations set in Appropriations Acts.

The most recent long-term surface transportation authorization
act, the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21),
expired on September 30, 2003. Since that time, Congress has
passed several short-term extension bills that have provided addi-
tional contract authority for the FHWA. The current extension will
expire on June 30, 2005. Because reauthorization actions have not
yet been completed, the Committee has provided funding levels
consistent with the House-passed surface transportation reauthor-
ization legislation, the Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users (TEA-LU), even though the actual structure of the federal
highway program in fiscal year 2006 is unknown at this time.

LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 20051 .........cccoeeeiiiiieiieeeee s ($343,728,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 (367,638,000)
Recommended in the bill .........cccooooiiiiiiiiieiecceeee s (359,529,000)
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiieeeeciiee e (+15,801,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccoeoveviieriieniieneeeieennen. (—8,109,000)

1Includes across the board reduction of .8 percent.

This limitation controls spending for the salaries and expenses of
the FHWA required to conduct and administer the federal-aid high-
way program and most other federal highway programs.

The Committee recommends a limitation of $359,529,000. This
level is sufficient to fund six additional full time equivalent staff
years (FTEs) to oversee major projects, for an overall agency total
of 2,430 FTEs. The recommended level assumes the following ad-
justment to the budget request:

Reduce funding for adjustments to agency operations funding ......... —$8,109,000

Reductions from the budget request.—The Committee reduces
funding for the line item identified in the budget request as being
for increased administrative funding in support of oversight and
stewardship activities (—$8,109,000) due to inadequate justifica-
tion. The Committee is willing to reconsider this reduction should
the FHWA provide adequate documentation to support this funding
increase.

Staff for oversight of major projects.—The Committee provides
$603,000 for 6 FTEs for oversight of major projects as requested by
the administration. The Inspector General has recommended, and
the Committee agrees, that the FHWA needs to have better over-
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sight of its program, specifically the major projects. Major projects,
with a total cost of $10,000,000 or more, have a history of signifi-
cant cost overruns and schedule slippage, as seen again recently
with reports on quality of work issues relating to water leaks in the
Interstate 93 tunnels of the central artery project in Boston and
poor analysis and inadequate disclosure of cost estimates relating
to the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge in California.

LIMITATION ON TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH

This limitation controls spending for the transportation research
and technology contract programs of the FHWA. In prior years, it
has included a number of contract programs including intelligent
transportation systems, surface transportation research, technology
deployment, training and education, and university transportation
research.

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccoveereieieeiiieeeiee e $462,500,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 1 et eeerrreesree e e
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiieceeceee e 485,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccceeeeiieeriieeeniieeeiiee e +22,500,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccoeveeriieriieniieniienieenen. +485,000,000

1 An unspecified amount for fiscal year 2006 is assumed within the federal-aid obligation limitation.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The recommendation includes an obligation limitation for trans-
portation research of $485,000,000, which is consistent with the
House-passed surface transportation reauthorization legislation,
TEA-LU. Because reauthorization actions have not yet been com-
pleted, the Committee has not provided a break out of the trans-
portation research program by activities since this pending legisla-
tion is likely to change the structure of the existing program. Even
so, the Committee provides a limitation on the research program
as has been past practice.

BUREAU OF TRANSPORTATION STATISTICS

Under the obligation limitation of the FHWA and within the sub-
limitation for transportation research, the Committee provides
$33,000,000 for the Bureau of Transportation Statistics (BTS). As
stated previously, due to the lack of a surface transportation au-
thorization act for fiscal year 2006, the Committee has funded pro-
grams at a level that is consistent with the House-passed reauthor-
ization legislation, TEA-LU. Also, since passage of the Norman Y.
Mineta Research and Special Programs Improvement Act, Public
Law 108-426, on November 30, 2004, BTS is a part of the Research
and Innovative Technology Administration (RITA) within the de-
partment. Accordingly, additional information regarding BTS is in-
cluded in the RITA section of this report.
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FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAYS
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION)
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS)
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND)

Liquidation of con-

tract authorization Limitation on obligation

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ............. $35,000,000,000 1($34,422,400,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ........... 35,000,000,000 (34,700,000,000)
Recommended in the bill ....................... 36,000,000,000 (36,287,100,000)
Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ...... +1,000,000,000 (+1,864,700,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .... +1,000,000,000 (+1,587,100,000)

1Includes across the board reduction of .8 percent.

Federal-aid highways and bridges are managed through a fed-
eral-state partnership. States and localities maintain ownership
and responsibility for maintenance, repair and new construction of
roads. State highway departments have the authority to initiate
federal-aid projects subject to FHWA approval of plans, specifica-
tions, and cost estimates. The federal government provides finan-
cial support for construction and repair through matching grants,
the terms of which vary with the type of road.

There are almost four million miles of public roads in the United
States and approximately 577,000 bridges. The federal government
provides grants to states to assist in financing the construction and
preservation of about 958,000 miles (24 percent) of these roads,
which represents an extensive Interstate system plus key feeder
and collector routes. Highways eligible for federal aid carry about
85 percent of total U.S. highway traffic.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a liquidating cash appropriation of
$36,000,000,000. This is the required amount to pay the out-
standing obligations of the various highway programs at levels pro-
vided in this Act and prior appropriations Acts.

The Committee has included bill language, as requested by the
administration, that allows the secretary to charge and collect fees
from the applicant for a direct loan, guaranteed loan, or line of
credit to cover the cost of the financial and legal analyses per-
formed on behalf of the department. The fees so collected are not
subject to any obligation limitation or the limitation on administra-
tive expenses set for the TIFIA program under section 188 of title
23, United States Code.

The bill includes language limiting fiscal year 2006 federal-aid
highways obligations to $36,287,100,000, an increase of
$1,864,700,000 from the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and an in-
crease of $1,587,100,000 from the fiscal year 2006 budget request.

The Committee sets, through the annual appropriations process,
an overall limitation on the total contract authority that can be ob-
ligated under the federal-aid highway program in a given year. The
Committee also provides direction and other guidance regarding
some of the programs that operate under this overall limitation.
With regard to fiscal year 2006, the Committee finds itself in a po-
sition where the existing authorizing legislation has expired and no
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program authority extends into the coming fiscal year, yet the
House has passed its version of a multi-year surface transportation
reauthorization bill. However, many of the details regarding the
scope and structure of the federal highway program are likely to
be reshaped by the pending actions of the House and Senate con-
ferees. Therefore, to the extent feasible, the Committee has hon-
ored the overall funding levels set by TEA-LU but has remained
silent regarding the underlying program structure since these de-
tails are unknown at this time.

For years, federal-aid highways funds have been made available
to the states through a mix of apportioned programs, which are dis-
tributed using a formula provided in law, and allocated programs,
which are distributed based on criteria set in law and allow for
some discretion on the part of the secretary in selecting recipients.
As stated previously, the structure of the federal-aid highway pro-
gram for fiscal year 2006 is unknown at this time due to the lack
of authorizing legislation. However, many of the apportioned pro-
grams that currently exist are likely to continue and, therefore, the
descriptions of major highway programs that follow are based on
current law:

National highway system.—The ISTEA of 1991 authorized—and
the National Highway System Designation Act of 1995 subse-
quently established—the National Highway System (NHS). This
163,000-mile road system serving major population centers, inter-
national border crossings, intermodal transportation facilities and
major travel destinations, is the culmination of years of effort by
many organizations, both public and private, to identify routes of
national significance. It includes all Interstate routes, other urban
and rural principal arterials, the defense strategic highway net-
work, and major strategic highway connectors, and is estimated to
carry up to 76 percent of commercial truck traffic and 44 percent
of all vehicular traffic. A state may choose to transfer up to 50 per-
cent of its NHS funds to the surface transportation program cat-
egory. If the secretary approves, 100 percent may be transferred.
The federal share of the NHS is 80 percent, with an availability pe-
riod of four years.

Interstate maintenance.—The 46,567-mile Dwight D. Eisenhower
National System of Interstate and Defense Highways retains a sep-
arate identity within the NHS. This program finances projects to
rehabilitate, restore, resurface and reconstruct the Interstate sys-
tem. Reconstruction of bridges, interchanges, and over-crossings
along existing Interstate routes is also an eligible activity if it does
not add capacity other than high occupancy vehicle (HOV) and aux-
iliary lanes.

All remaining federal funding to complete the initial construction
of the Interstate system has been provided through previous high-
way legislation. TEA-21 and the extension acts provide flexibility
to states in fully utilizing remaining unobligated balances of prior
Interstate construction authorizations. States with no remaining
work to complete the Interstate system may transfer any surplus
Interstate construction funds to their Interstate maintenance pro-
gram. States with remaining completion work on Interstate gaps or
open-to-traffic segments may relinquish Interstate construction
fund eligibility for the work and transfer the federal share of the
cost to their Interstate maintenance program.
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Surface transportation program.—The surface transportation pro-
gram (STP) is a flexible program that may be used by the states
and localities for any roads (including NHS) that are not function-
ally classified as local or rural minor collectors. These roads are
collectively referred to as federal-aid highways. Bridge projects paid
with STP funds are not restricted to federal-aid highways but may
be on any public road. Transit capital projects are also eligible
under this program. The total funding for the STP may be aug-
mented by the transfer of funds from other programs and by min-
imum guarantee funds under TEA-21 and the extension acts,
which may be used as if they were STP funds. Once distributed to
the states, STP funds must be used according to the following per-
centages: 10 percent for safety construction; 10 percent for trans-
portation enhancement; 50 percent divided among areas of over
200,000 population and remaining areas of the state; and, 30 per-
cent for any area of the state. Areas of 5,000 population or less are
guaranteed an amount based on previous funding, and 15 percent
of the amounts reserved for these areas may be spent on rural
minor collectors. The federal share for the STP program is 80 per-
cent with a 4-year availability period.

Bridge replacement and rehabilitation program.—This program
provides assistance for bridges on public roads including a discre-
tionary set-aside for high cost bridges and for the seismic retrofit
of bridges. Fifty percent of a state’s bridge funds may be trans-
ferred to the NHS or the STP, but the amount of any such transfer
is deducted from national bridge needs used in the program’s ap-
portionment formula for the following year.

Congestion mitigation and air quality improvement program.—
The congestion mitigation and air quality improvement (CMAQ)
program provides funds to states to improve air quality in non-at-
tainment and maintenance areas. A wide range of transportation
activities are eligible, provided DOT, after consultation with EPA,
determines they are likely to help meet national ambient air qual-
ity standards. TEA-21 provides greater flexibility to engage public-
private partnerships, and expands and clarifies eligibilities to in-
clude programs to reduce extreme cold starts, maintenance areas,
and particulate matter (PM-10) nonattainment and maintenance
areas. If a state has no non-attainment or maintenance areas, the
funds may be used as if they were STP funds.

On-road and off-road demonstration projects may be appropriate
candidates for funding under the CMAQ program. Both sectors are
critical for satisfying the purposes of the CMAQ program, including
reducing regional emissions and verifying new mobile source con-
trol techniques.

Federal lands highways.—This program provides funding
through four major categories—Indian reservation roads, parkways
and park roads, public lands highways (which incorporates the pre-
vious forest highways category), and federally-owned public roads
providing access to or within the National Wildlife Refuge System.
TEA-21 also established a new program for improving deficient
bridges on Indian reservation roads.

Minimum guarantee.—Under TEA-21 and the extension acts,
after the computation of funds for major federal-aid programs, ad-
ditional funds are distributed to ensure that each state receives an
additional amount based on equity considerations. This minimum
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guarantee provision ensures that each state will have a return of
90.5 percent on its share of contributions to the highway account
of the Highway Trust Fund. To achieve the minimum guarantee
each fiscal year, $2.8 billion nationally is available to the states as
though they are STP funds (except that requirements related to
set-asides for transportation enhancements, safety, and sub-state
allocations do not apply), and any remaining amounts are distrib-
uted among core highway programs.

Appalachian development highway system.—This program makes
funds available to construct highways and access roads under sec-
tion 201 of the Appalachian Regional Development Act of 1965.
Under TEA-21 and the extension acts, funding is authorized at
$450,000,000 for each of fiscal years 1999-2004; is available until
expended; and distributed based on the latest available cost-to-com-
plete estimate.

Emergency relief.—This program provides for the repair and re-
construction of federal-aid highways and federally-owned roads
which have suffered serious damage as the result of natural disas-
ters or catastrophic failures. Emergency relief (ER) funds can be
used only for emergency repairs to restore essential highway traf-
fic, to minimize the extent of damage resulting from a natural dis-
aster or catastrophic failure, or to protect the remaining facility
and make permanent repairs. If ER funds are exhausted, the Sec-
retary of Transportation may borrow funds from other highway
programs.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

Section 110. The Committee includes a provision that distributes
obligation authority among federal-aid highways programs.

Section 111. The Committee continues a provision that credits
funds received by the Bureau of Transportation Statistics to the
federal-aid highways account.

Section 112. The Committee continues a provision allowing Ne-
vada and Arizona to reimburse debt service payment on the Bypass
Bridge at Hoover Dam project with future apportionments, in ac-
cordance with title 23, United States Code.

FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY ADMINISTRATION

The primary mission of the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Admin-
istration (FMCSA) is to improve the safety of commercial vehicle
operations on our nation’s highways. To accomplish this mission,
the FMCSA is focused on reducing the number and severity of
large truck crashes. Agency resources and activities contribute to
ensuring safety in commercial vehicle operations through enforce-
ment, including the use of stronger enforcement measures against
safety violators; expedited safety regulation; technology innovation;
improvements in information systems; training; and improvements
to commercial driver’s license testing, record keeping, and sanc-
tions. To accomplish these activities, the FMCSA works closely
with federal, state, and local enforcement agencies, the motor car-
rier industry, highway safety organizations, and individual citizens.
In addition, the FMCSA has the responsibility to ensure that Mexi-
can commercial vehicles, entering the U.S. in accordance with the
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North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), meet all U.S.
hazardous material and safety regulations.

The FMCSA’s scope was expanded in fiscal year 2003 by the
U.S.A. Patriot Act (P.L. 107-56), which called for new security
measures. In addition, beginning in fiscal year 2002, Appropria-
tions Acts (P.L. 107-87, P.L. 108-7, P.L. 108-199, and P.L. 108-
447) have funded border enforcement and safety related activities
associated with implementation of NAFTA, and activities associ-
ated with permitting of hazardous materials.

Since the most recent long-term surface transportation author-
ization act, the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century
(TEA-21), expired on September 30, 2003, Congress has passed
several short-term extension bills that have provided additional
contract authority for the FMCSA. The current extension will ex-
pire on June 30, 2005. Because reauthorization actions have not
yet been completed, the Committee has provided funding levels
consistent with the House-passed surface transportation reauthor-
ization legislation, the Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users (TEA-LU).

MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY OPERATIONS AND PROGRAMS
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS)
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION)
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND)

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Liquidation of con- Limitation on obliga-
tract authorization tions
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ..........ccceuveeeee. $257,547,000 1($255,487,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 233,000,000 (233,000,000)
Recommended in the bill ...........cccooeeiiieeineenne. 215,000,000 (215,000,000)
Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .................. —42,547,000 (—40,487,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ................ —18,000,000 (—18,000,000)

1Includes across the board reduction of .8 percent.

This limitation controls spending for salaries and operating ex-
penses and for motor carrier research by the FMCSA. In recent
years, the Committee has provided funding for a few grant pro-
grams under this administrative account because no flexibility ex-
isted to fund these priorities elsewhere. However, consistent with
TEA-LU, the Committee is providing a limitation solely on the ad-
ministrative expenses of the agency, including research and tech-
nology activities, in fiscal year 2006.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $215,000,000 in liquidating cash for
the operations and research activities of the FMCSA.

LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS

The Committee recommends a limitation on obligations of
$215,000,000 for the operating expenses of and motor carrier safety
research by the FMCSA. This is a level consistent with the House-
passed surface transportation reauthorization legislation, TEA-LU.
This funding level represents a reduction of $40,487,000 below the
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fiscal year 2005 enacted level. However, the fiscal year 2005 level
included funding for several grant programs that are not being con-
tinued in this account in fiscal year 2006 because it is expected
that these grant programs will be funded under the national motor
carrier safety program in the next surface transportation author-
ization.

The recommended level assumes the following adjustments from
the $205,051,000 that was identified in the FMCSA’s budget jus-
tification as being the fiscal year 2005 enacted level for operations
and programs, excluding grant programs:

Adjustments to base +$5,682,000
New quality assurance and regulatory evaluation programs +1,800,000
Promote transportation specialists in field to GS-13 ............ +838,000
Additional funding to address backlog of enforcement cases +500,000
Increased funding to research and technology programs ...... +941,000
Increased funding for information management activities ... +1,188,000

Undistributed reduction —1,000,000

A discussion of program funding levels follow:

Adjustments to base.—The Committee provides an increase of
$5,682,000 above the fiscal year 2005 enacted level for required pay
raises, GSA rent, working capital fund adjustments, and inflation,
as was requested in the budget submission.

Quality assurance and regulatory evaluation programs.—The
Committee provides $1,800,000 for three additional federal full
time equivalent staff years (FTEs) and the associated contract sup-
port for a new quality assurance program and a new regulatory
evaluation program.

Field transportation specialists.—Consistent with the budget re-
quest, the Committee provides an additional $838,000 to promote
a large number of transportation specialists in the field to GS-13
commensurate with the level of responsibility that these program
managers are performing.

Backlog of enforcement cases.—The FMCSA requested a $500,000
increase to address the agency’s backlog of enforcement cases. The
Committee provides this funding as requested.

Research and technology.—The Committee provides $9,500,000
for research and technology, a reduction of $1,453,000 below the
budget request and an increase of $941,000 above the fiscal year
2005 level.

New entrant program.—This Committee provided funding for this
program for the first time in fiscal year 2004 and, in a little over
one year, over 40 states have implemented a state new entrant pro-
gram. Consistent with this success, the Committee continues the
program structure that limits federal responsibility to program
oversight and to respond to the rare case where a state does not
have the authority or ability to implement the program by man-
aging third party contracts. Therefore, the Committee denies the
request for the additional $13,700,000 and the 20 additional FTEs
to implement an expanded federal role in the new entrant program.

Information management.—The Committee provides $42,370,000
for information management, an increase of $1,188,000 over last
year, but $3,334,000 below the budget request.

Education and outreach.—The Committee does not support the
FMCSA’s proposed reduction to the agency’s outreach and edu-
cation programs. As such, the Committee directs that no less than
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$2,500,000 of the funds provided be used for outreach and edu-
cation. Within the funding provided, $500,000 is provided to con-
tinue a program to increase the commercial motor vehicle safety
belt usage rate; $100,000 is provided to continue the “safety is good
business” program; $150,000 is provided to continue the motor-
coach transportation service selection, and $250,000 is provided for
the household goods outreach program. This funding level also in-
cludes $100,000 for the “share the road safely” program that had
previously been funded under the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA). In addition, the Committee directs the
NHTSA to return to the FMCSA the one FTE that had been de-
tailed from FMCSA to help oversee the program.

For each of these initiatives and all other outreach initiatives,
the FMCSA must first develop a goal, message, and coherent and
explicit program strategy that clearly and directly link FMCSA’s
outreach and education program initiatives to each program’s goal.
The FMCSA shall provide information regarding the goals and
strategies to the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations
by February 10, 2006. The Committee encourages the FMCSA to
combine its outreach efforts with other interactions it has with
motor carrier companies, such as security sensitivity visits, compli-
ance reviews, and safety audits.

Consistent with last year, the Committee provides $375,000 for
FMCSA'’s telephone hotline.

Commercial vehicle analysis reporting system.—The Committee
directs that up to $6,800,000 of the funds provided shall be avail-
able for the FMCSA to make grants to, or enter into contracts with,
states, local government, or other persons for the commercial vehi-
cle analysis reporting system.

Undistributed reduction.—An undistributed reduction of
$1,000,000 is also included to control the growth of the agency’s ad-
ministrative expenses and to keep the fiscal year 2006 funding
level within the levels set by TEA-LU. All other requested in-
ﬁreas?is not specifically cited in this report as being approved are

enied.

NATIONAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY PROGRAM
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION)
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS)
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND)

Liquidation of con- Limitation on obliga-

tract authorization tions
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ............cccoeunee. $190,000,000 1($188,480,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...... 232,000,000 (232,000,000)
Recommended in the bill ....................... 286,000,000 (286,000,000)

Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...

1Includes across the board reduction of .8 percent.

The FMCSA’s national motor carrier safety program (NMCSP)
was authorized by TEA-21, amended by the Motor Carrier Safety
Improvement Act of 1999, and continued into 2004 and 2005 by a
series of short-term extension acts. Under the previous authorizing
legislation, this program consisted of two major areas: the motor

+96,000,000 (+97,520,000)
+54,000,000 (+54,000,000)
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carrier safety assistance program (MCSAP) and the information
systems and strategic safety initiatives (ISSSI) program. MCSAP
provides grants and project funding to states to develop and imple-
ment national programs for the uniform enforcement of federal and
state rules and regulations concerning motor carrier safety. The
major objective of this program is to reduce the number and sever-
ity of accidents involving commercial motor vehicles. Grants are
made to qualified states for the development of programs to enforce
the federal motor carrier safety and hazardous materials regula-
tions and the Commercial Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 1986. The
basic program is targeted at roadside vehicle safety inspections of
both interstate and intrastate commercial motor vehicle traffic.
ISSSI provides funds to develop and enhance data-related motor
carrier programs.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $286,000,000 in liquidating cash for
this program.

LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS

The Committee recommends a limitation on obligations of
$286,000,000 for the national motor carrier safety program. This is
a level consistent with the House-passed surface transportation re-
authorization legislation, TEA-LU, and is $97,520,000 greater than
the fiscal year 2005 enacted level.

Because reauthorization actions have not yet been completed, the
Committee has not provided a break out of the various motor car-
rier safety grant programs that would be covered by this obligation
limitation since this pending legislation is likely to change the
structure of the existing program. Even so, the Committee provides
a limitation on the total amount of contract authority that can be
obligated in fiscal year 2006, regardless of the form these grant
programs take.

Under TEA-LU, the Secretary has the discretion to deduct up to
$15,000,000 of the funds made available for motor carrier safety
grants and use it for audits of new entrant motor carriers. The in-
terim final rule for the new entrant safety assurance process was
published on May 13, 2002, with an effective date of January 2003.
This rule requires all new entrants to pass a safety audit within
the first 18 months of operations in order to receive permanent
DOT registration. The Committee notes the positive results that
have been gained so far by these audits. Therefore, should a reau-
thorization bill get signed into law that provides this discretionary
authority to the secretary, the Committee strongly urges the de-
partment to use this authority to fund the new entrant program to
the full extent allowable.

In addition, the secretary is encouraged to use the funding des-
ignated for high priority activities and projects under section
31104(f)(2)(A) of title 49, United States Code, to supplement the
new entrant audit program as necessary to ensure that this pro-
gram is sufficiently funded to conduct all of the required audits.
Furthermore, although it is the intent of the Congress that this
program be a grant program to the states, the secretary may with-
hold such funds from a state or local government that is unable to
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use government employees to conduct new entrant motor carrier
audits and may instead use contract audits in those jurisdictions.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—FEDERAL MOTOR CARRIER SAFETY
ADMINISTRATION

Section 120. The Committee continues a provision subjecting
funds appropriated in this Act to the terms and conditions of sec-
tion 350 of Public Law 107-87, including a requirement that the
secretary submit a report on Mexico-domiciled motor carriers.

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION

The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA)
was established as a separate organizational entity in the Depart-
ment of Transportation in March 1970. It succeeded the National
Highway Safety Bureau, which previously had administered traffic
and highway safety functions as an organizational unit of the Fed-
eral Highway Administration.

The majority of NHTSA’s programs are currently authorized
under extensions to the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st
Century (TEA-21). In the absence of a long-term surface transpor-
tation reauthorization, the Committee recommends funding
NHTSA programs under the levels prescribed in the House-passed
version of H.R. 3, the Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users.

Budget justifications.—The Committee directs NHTSA in its fis-
cal year 2007 budget justification to provide information on all pro-
posed changes from the prior year, including the rationale as to
why particular programs are proposed for reductions or elimi-
nation. Additionally, to the maximum extent possible, NHTSA
should include enacted fiscal year funding data along with request
data so that the Committee can make appropriate comparisons.

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH

Appropriation, fiscal year 20051 ........ccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeee $231,122,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccccoeeeeviieencieeeniieeenieee e 231,367,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooviiiiiiiiiiiiieccecee e 231,367,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ..........cccceovveeiiieniieiiiienieeieeneenne +245,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...
1Includes transfer of funds from FHWA.

The Committee provides a total of $231,367,000 for operations
and research, to be distributed as follows:

Amount

Salaries and benefits $71,852,000
Travel 1,336,000
Operating expenses 25,698,000
Contract programs:
Safety performance (rulemaking) 11,518,000
Safety assurance (enforcement) 18,351,000
Highway safety programs 46,345,000
Research and analysis 72,086,000
General administration 681,000

Grant administration reimbursements — 16,500,000

Total 231,367,000
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The recommendation makes the following adjustments to the
budget request:

Reduce transfer of funding for grant administration ...................... +$765,000

Deny funding for harmonization of vehicle safety standards ......... —200,000
Reduce funding for hydrogen fuel cell program ..........ccccceevevveennnnes —850,000
Reduce travel .......coocoviiieiiiieceeceece e e —170,000
Increase funding for the National EMS Information System ......... +355,000

OPERATING EXPENSES

Administrative grant reimbursements.—The Committee rec-
ommends $16,500,000 for transfers for grant administration, which
is $324,000 above the fiscal year 2005 level and $765,000 below the
request. The Committee does not believe a 6.4 percent increase, as
proposed by NHTSA, is necessary in this tight budget climate and
believes investing limited resources directly to improve highway
safety is a much higher priority.

Harmonization of vehicle safety standards and workforce plan-
ning and development.—Due to budget constraints, funding is not
provided for the harmonization of vehicle safety standards initia-
tive.

HIGHWAY SAFETY PROGRAMS

Emergency medical services (EMS).—The Committee is aware
that national databases exist that support police and fire services;
however, there has been no similar national repository for EMS
data. EMS systems vary in their ability to collect and use patient
and EMS systems data to improve emergency medical response and
patient care in post-crash events. Therefore, the Committee sup-
ported the inclusion of additional funds in fiscal year 2005 to sup-
port a National EMS Resource Center to assist state and local EMS
systems in data collection and analysis. The Resource and Tech-
nical Assistance Center will provide technical assistance, including
site visits, to state emergency medical services offices and local
EMS agencies in converting to the National EMS Information Sys-
tem (NEMSIS). The next steps in NEMSIS development will be the
full implementation of a national EMS database, full operation of
a NEMSIS Technical Assistance Center, and eventual support of
state data collection systems. The Committee has provided an addi-
tional $355,000 over the budget request to support continuation
costs of the NEMSIS Technical Assistance Center. The Committee
encourages NHSTA to continue towards full implementation of
NEMSIS, which will provide data entry and reporting capabilities
at the local EMS level, data collection and reporting capabilities at
the state level, and a national EMS database to be housed at
NHTSA with a Technical Assistance Center to assist EMS systems
in data collection and use. One of the ultimate goals of NEMSIS
is to reduce post-crash death and disability by developing a better
understanding of current EMS response and performance in order
that scarce resources can be best directed towards critical training,
equipment, planning and other needs that can best improve patient
outcomes.

Next generation enhanced 9-1-1.—The Committee encourages
NHTSA to develop a pilot project of “Next Generation” Enhanced
9-1-1 (E9-1-1) activities, as defined by the ENHANCE 911 Act of
2004. In particular, the Committee is interested in Internet Pro-
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tocol (IP) based E9—-1-1 demonstration projects. The Committee ex-
pects that any demonstration would comply with industry stand-
ards as adopted by the National Emergency Number Association’s
Future Path Plan and Next Generation E9-1-1 capabilities.

RESEARCH AND ANALYSIS

Vehicle Identification Numbers.—The Committee is aware that
NHTSA and several states have been discussing collecting vehicle
identification numbers (VIN) at crash sites. Such data would be ex-
tremely valuable to determine what safety technologies were on the
vehicles involved in a crash and understand how those counter-
measures performed. Therefore, the Committee strongly encourages
NHTSA and state governments to collect and report these data in
order to inform future crash avoidance and automobile safety tech-
nology development.

Data collection and analysis.—The Committee supports NHTSA’s
data collection and analysis activities, particularly as they relate to
using sound science as the basis for any regulatory action. The
Committee is concerned, however, that NHTSA may be duplicating
effort in the multiple databases it maintains. Therefore, the Com-
mittee directs NHTSA to conduct a comprehensive review of data
collection activities and report back to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives and Senate by March 31,
2006 with respect to the specific types of data collected in each of
its data collection and analysis programs and any opportunities to
consolidate these data into a system or systems that require less
annual operating support yet retain critical safety information.

National Motor Vehicle Crash Causation Survey.—The Com-
mittee provides $10,000,000 for the NMVCCS, which is an increase
of $3,056,000 above the fiscal year 2005 enacted level. The Com-
mittee strongly supports efforts to identify the factors that contrib-
uted to automobile accidents so that research and development ac-
tivities for crash avoidance and crash survivability technologies can
proceed quickly. The Committee urges NHTSA to move forward as
expeditiously as possible in order to speed potential life-saving
technologies to market.

OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccoeciiiiiiiiiiiieeieeee e eeeae e
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..
Recommended in the bill ..............
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .... . +152,367,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccceeeevieersiieeeniieeenieeeenes +152,367,000

The Committee recommends a total of $152,367,000 for oper-
ations and research funding from the general fund. The adminis-

tration proposed to fund these programs through the highway trust
fund, and therefore requested no general funds.

$152,367,000
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OPERATIONS AND RESEARCH
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION)
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS)
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccccceeviiieieeiieeeniieeeiee e ($227,551,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .... . (227,367,000)
Recommended in the DIIl ......oeeeoeoeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees (75,000,000)
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccveeviiieeerieeeeiieeeneee e (—149,820,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ............cccceevevienienciienieerieneeenen. (—152,551,000)

1Includes transfer from FHWA.
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $75,000,000 from the highway trust
fund for authorized activities associated with operations and re-
search.

NATIONAL DRIVER REGISTER
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION)
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS)
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceveriirienienienieeieneeeeeee ($3,571,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 . . (4,000,000)
Recommended in the Dill .......cccceviiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceeeeee e (4,000,000)
Bill compared to:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 (+429,000)

Budget request, fiscal year 2006

The National Driver Register facilitates the interstate exchange
of driver licenses due to concerns regarding problem drivers whose
licenses to drive have been suspended or revoked for cause. The
Committee recommends $4,000,000 from the highway trust fund
for operations and research activities associated with the national
driver register, of which $3,075,000 is for program activities and
$925,000 1s for salaries and benefits.

HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY GRANTS
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION)
(LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS)
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND)

Liquidation of con- Limitation on obliga-
tract authorization tions
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ..........cccoeuene... $225,000,000 ($223,200,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 . 465,000,000 (465,000,000)
Recommended in the bill ...........ccooeeeeiviieeiineenne. 551,000,000 (551,000,000)
Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .................. +326,000,000 (+327,800,000)
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ................ +86,000,000 (+86,000,000)

TEA-LU reauthorizes three state grant programs: the highway
safety program, the alcohol-impaired driving countermeasures
grant program, and the occupant protection incentive grant pro-
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gram, and authorizes for the first time an additional four state
grant programs: state traffic safety information systems improve-
ment grants, high visibility enforcement grants, child safety and
booster seat grants and motorcyclist safety grants. The Committee
recommends $551,000,000 in liquidating cash, which is the same as
the amount authorized in the House-passed version of TEA-LU.

LIMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS

As in past years, the bill includes language limiting the obliga-
tions to be incurred under the various highway traffic safety grants
programs. These obligations are currently set in extensions to
TEA-21. For fiscal year 2006, the Committee has provided limita-
tions on obligations at the level prescribed in the House-passed
version of TEA-LU. The bill includes separate obligation limita-
tions with the following funding allocations:

Highway safety programs .........cccccceeeviieeiiieeeciieeeceee e evee e ($229,000,000)
Occupant protection incentive grants ..................... (136,000,000)
Alcohol-impaired driving countermeasures (129,000,000)
State traffic safety information systems improvements (30,000,000)
High visibility enforcement ..........ccccccevevviiinniiiinniiieeniieeens (15,000,000)
Child safety and booster seat grants (6,000,000)
Motorcyclist SAfEtY .....ccveieeieieciee e (6,000,000)

The fiscal year 2006 budget submission reflected NHTSA’s reau-
thorization proposal, which restructures the highway safety grant
programs into a consolidated program, funded at the combined
level of TEA-21 sections 402, 410, 405, 411, 2003(b), and 163 and
157 of title 23 of the United States Code. The Committee has pro-
vided funding as envisioned in the House-passed version of TEA—
LU.

Bill language.—The bill maintains language that prohibits the
use of funds for construction, rehabilitation, and remodeling costs
or for office furnishings or fixtures for state, local, or private build-
ings or structures. Language is also continued that limits the
amount available for technical assistance to $500,000 under section
410.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY
ADMINISTRATION

Section 130. The Committee continues a provision that allows
states to use funds provided under section 402 of title 23, U.S.C.,
to produce and place highway safety public service messages in tel-
evision, radio, cinema, print media, and on the internet. The provi-
sion provides that any state that uses funds for such purposes
must submit a report to the Secretary, who in turn is directed to
submit the reports to the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations. The provision allocates $10,000,000 for national paid
media to support national safety belt mobilizations under section
405 and $20,000,000 under section 410 to include: $6,000,000 to
support state impaired driving mobilization enforcement efforts
and $14,000,000 for paid media to support national law enforce-
ment mobilizations on impaired driving.
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FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) is responsible for
planning, developing, and administering programs to achieve safe
operating and mechanical practices in the railroad industry, as well
as managing the high-speed ground transportation program.
Grants to the National Railroad Passenger Corporation (Amtrak)
and other financial assistance programs serving to rehabilitate and
improve the railroad industry’s physical plant are also adminis-
tered by FRA.

SAFETY AND OPERATIONS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $138,651,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 145,949,000
Recommended in the Dill .......cccceeviiiiiiiiiiiiieccceeeeee e 145,949,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ..........cccceovvieiiiiniieeiiienieeieeeenns +7,298,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........ccccoeviieiiiiiiiiiiinieeeits e

The safety and operations account provides support for FRA’s
rail safety and passenger and freight program activities. Funding
also supports salaries and expenses and other operating costs re-
lated to FRA staff and programs.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

A total of $145,949,000 is recommended for safety and oper-
ations, which is a $7,298,000 increase above the fiscal year 2005
enacted level. Of this total, $13,856,000 is available until expended.

Push-pull operations.—The Committee is concerned about the
safety of passenger rail operations with the use of cab cars as the
forward car in the push-pull mode or self-propelled locomotives
with passenger seating (MU locomotives), particularly after the
tragic and deadly Metrolink train derailment in Glendale, Cali-
fornia in January. Previous studies have noted that occupants of
the relatively exposed cab car, including the engineer, are vulner-
able to serious injury or fatality in the event of a collision with ei-
ther a road vehicle at a grade crossing or with another train. Cur-
rent railroad requirements must be reassessed to ensure the safety
of passengers occupying the leading car. In light of these concerns,
the Committee directs FRA to conduct a definitive study regarding
the use of cab cars during the push-pull mode or in MU locomotives
as compared to standard passenger locomotives as leading vehicles
in passenger trains, to include a review of the following: the rel-
ative frequency and severity of accidents, with special emphasis
placed on the differences associated with derailments; the efficacy
of crashworthiness features; and a review of the FRA’s Emergency
Order No. 20 and its effectiveness in increasing passenger safety.
FRA should report to the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations no later than June 1, 2006.

RAILROAD RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 . $35,737,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 46,325,000
Recommended in the bill .............. 26,325,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .....
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...

-9,412,000
—20,000,000
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The railroad research and development appropriation finances
FRA contract research activities. The objectives of this program are
to reduce the frequency and severity of railroad accidents and to
provide technical support for rail safety rulemaking and enforce-
ment activities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $26,325,000, a
reduction of $20,000,000 below the request as a result of denying
funds without prejudice for the Nationwide Differential GPS pro-
gram.

RAILROAD REHABILITATION AND IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

TEA-21 established the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improve-
ment Financing loan and loan guarantee program. The aggregate
unpaid principal amounts of the obligations may not exceed
$3,500,000,000 at any one time. Not less than $1,000,000,000 is re-
served for projects primarily benefiting freight railroads other than
class I carriers. The funding may be used: (1) to acquire, improve,
or rehabilitate intermodal or rail equipment or facilities, including
track, components of track, bridges, yards, buildings, or shops; (2)
to refinance existing debt; or (3) to develop and establish new inter-
modal or railroad facilities. No Federal appropriation is required,
since a non-Federal infrastructure partner may contribute the sub-
sidy amount required by the Credit Reform Act of 1990 in the form
of a credit risk premium. Once received, statutorily established in-
vestigation charges are immediately available for appraisals and
necessary determinations and findings.

The Committee continues bill language specifying that no new di-
rect loans or loan guarantee commitments may be made using fed-
eral funds for the payment of any credit premium amount during
fiscal year 2006.

NEXT GENERATION HIGH-SPEED RAIL

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $19,493,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccccoviieriiiieiiiiiieieeeeeeeees eeeerieeeereeenaaee e
Recommended in the bill .........cccooooiiiiiiiiiiceeeeeeee e 10,165,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceviiriiienieniiieniieieeiee —19,493,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviiieriiiieiiiiiciieeeiies cerreeenee e aee e
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $10,165,000 for the next generation
high-speed rail program, which is $10,165,000 above the budget re-
quest and $9,328,000 below the fiscal year 2005 enacted level. The
Committee points out to the administration that this program pro-
vides value beyond passenger rail, and disputes the notion that
until the future of passenger rail service is decided, no funding
should be spent on high-speed rail planning or research and devel-
opment. Total funding is allocated as follows:

Train control systems:

North American joint PTC project $7,000,000
Grade crossing and innovative structures ... 2,165,000
Corridor PlANNING ....c..eeeeeviieeeiieeeeiieeeereeeeireeeetreeesrreeesereeeeereeesereens 1,000,000

TOAL wvverrvereeeereeeeeeeeseeseeeeesseesesseesseeseesesssesseeeeseeesseees s sesnesees 10,165,000
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Train control systems.—The Committee is encouraged by the
promise of positive train control technologies and the impact they
can have on reducing rail accidents—particularly accidents that are
caused by human error. Accordingly, the Committee recommends
$7,000,000 to continue the North American joint PTC project, and
encourages FRA to implement field demonstrations that validate
the use of PTC technologies.

GRANTS TO THE NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION

(AMTRAK)
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ............ $1,207,264,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 360,000,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoeeiiiiiiiiiiiieccceeee e 550,000,000
Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiieeecieeeree e —657,264,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........cccceeveiieeniieeencieeeniieeenns +190,000,000

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $550,000,000 for grants to Amtrak
in fiscal year 2006, which represents an increase of $190,000,000
over the budget request. The administration asked for
$360,000,000, but reserved the entire sum for transfer to the Sur-
face Transportation Board to carry out directed service for com-
muter rail operations in the event Amtrak is forced to cease oper-
ations, thereby providing no funding for Amtrak operations on the
grounds that passenger rail service in the United States requires
reform. While the Committee agrees that reform is critical, it is
also equally important to sustain passenger rail service in geo-
graphic regions where this service is viable. Accordingly, the Com-
mittee recommendation specifically prohibits Federal funding for
the eighteen Amtrak routes that operate at subsidy levels of great-
er than or equal to $30 per passenger, based on fully-allocated prof-
it/loss data that excludes depreciation and interest. The Committee
notes that the 24 routes that remain eligible for Federal funding
under the recommendation (those requiring less than a $30 subsidy
per passenger) represented more than 80 percent of Amtrak’s pas-
sengers in fiscal year 2004.

Capital grants.—The Committee is concerned that, whenever
Amtrak has faced fiscal crises, it has chosen to defer critical main-
tenance and capital investments rather than scale back other areas
to fund these needs. Accordingly, the Committee includes bill lan-
guage providing $50,000,000 to the Secretary of Transportation to
make repairs to the Northeast Corridor. The Secretary is directed
to consult with Amtrak to determine which capital projects are the
most critical to further efforts to bring the Northeast Corridor into
a state of good repair.

Monthly reporting requirements.—The Committee directs Amtrak
to continue submitting monthly performance reports containing the
same information as has been presented throughout fiscal year
2005.

Annual operating plan.—The Committee expects that Amtrak
will submit its annual operations report as required by 49 USC
24315.
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ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION

Section 140. The Committee includes an administrative provision
permitting FRA, in conjunction with Operation Lifesaver, to con-
duct public awareness activities with respect to grade crossing safe-

ty.
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) was established as a
component of the Department of Transportation on July 1, 1968,
when most of the functions and programs under the Federal Tran-
sit Act (78 Stat. 302; 49 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.) were transferred from
the Department of Housing and Urban Development. Known as the
Urban Mass Transportation Administration until enactment of the
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991, the Fed-
eral Transit Administration administers federal financial assist-
ance programs for planning, developing, and improving comprehen-
sive mass transportation systems in both urban and non-urban
areas.

Much of the funding for the Federal Transit Administration is
provided by annual limitations on obligations provided in appro-
priations Acts. However, direct appropriations are required for spe-
cific portions of programs.

Authorization for the programs funded by the Federal Transit
Administration is contained in the Transportation Equity Act for
the 21st Century (TEA-21). TEA-21 also amended the Budget En-
forcement Act (which expired on September 30, 2003) by creating
the mass transit budget category which funds transit formula
grants, transit capital projects, Federal Transit Administration ad-
ministrative expenses, transit planning and research, and univer-
sity transportation center expenses. The seventh extension of TEA-
21 will expire on June 30, 2005. Because the conference of the sur-
face transportation reauthorization legislation has not yet con-
cluded, the Committee’s recommendation continues the account
and program structure of TEA-21 and prior year appropriations
Act, but meets the overall funding level contained in H.R. 3 as
passed by the House of Representatives on March 10, 2005.

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

Appropriaton (gen- - Liitaion on sgs ot fanding
Appropriation, fiscal year
2005 ..o $9,704,000 $67,704,000 $77,367,000
Budget request, fiscal year
2006 ..o 83,500,000 0 83,500,000
Recommended in the bill .... 12,000,000 68,000,000 80,000,000
Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fiscal
year 2005 .....c.ccocoveeruenene +2,328,000 +296,000 +2,624,000
Budget request, fiscal
year 2006 ........cccceveruennene —171,500,000 +68,000,000 —3,500,000

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a total appropriation of $80,000,000
for FTA’s salaries and expenses, an increase of $2,624,000 over the
fiscal year 2005 funding level and $3,500,000 below the budget re-
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uest. The recommendation is comprised of an appropriation of
%12,000,000 from the general fund and $68,000,000 from limita-
tions on obligations from the mass transit account of the highway
trust fund. Funds for the National Transit Database are assumed
under “Forumla grants” as proposed in the budget request.

The administrator is authorized to transfer funding between of-
fices. Any transfers totaling more than three percent of the initial
appropriation from this account must be approved by the House
and Senate Committees on Appropriations. No new positions have
been approved.

E-gov.—The Committee denies funding for e-gov initiatives based
in the office of the secretary for lack of adequate justification.

The Committee’s recommendation includes funds for only those
information technology initiatives that directly support FTA and its
grant applications. No funds are provided for transfer to another
agency in support of other e-gov initiatives.

Budget justifications.—It is important for the department and
the Congress to have the ability to analyze the needs of FTA on
an office-by-office basis consistent with other DOT agencies. The
Committee directs FTA to submit its fiscal year 2006 congressional
budget justification for administrative expenses itemized by office,
with material detailing salaries and expenses, staffing increases,
and programmatic initiatives of each office. The initiatives for each
should be clearly stated, and include a justification for each new
position or full-time equivalent, should FTA seek any next year. In
addition, FTA is directed to continue providing a breakout of staff
resources spent per new fixed guideway project in the fiscal year
2006 budget request.

Transit security.—The Committee reiterates its direction as stat-
ed in House Report 108-671 regarding transit security. The Com-
mittee’s position remains that the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity is the lead agency on transportation security. As stated on the
TSA website: “All new improvements will be coordinated with the
Transportation Security Administration (TSA) which has overall
responsibility for transportation security among all modes of trans-
portation, including rail and transit lines.” As such, the Committee
recommends the same number of FTE for the security office as pro-
vided in fiscal year 2005.

Project management oversight activities.—The Committee directs
that FTA continue reporting monthly to the House and Senate
Committees on Appropriations on the status of each project with a
full funding grant agreement.

To further support oversight activities, the bill continues a provi-
sion requiring FTA to reimburse the Department of Transportation
Office of Inspector General $2,000,000 for costs associated with au-
dits and investigations of transit-related issues, including reviews
of new fixed guideway systems. This reimbursement must come
from funds available for the execution of contracts. Over the past
several years, the IG has provided critical oversight of numerous
major transit projects and FTA activities, which the Committee has
found invaluable. The Committee directs the Inspector General will
continue such oversight activities in fiscal year 2006.

Full funding grant agreements (FFGAs).—TEA-21, as amended,
requires that the FTA notify the House and Senate Committees on
Appropriations as well as the House Committee on Transportation
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and Infrastructure and the Senate Committee on Banking sixty
days before executing a full funding grant agreement. In its notifi-
cation to the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations, the
Committee directs the FTA to include the following: (1) a copy of
the proposed full funding grant agreement; (2) the total and annual
federal appropriations required for that project; (3) yearly and total
federal appropriations that can be reasonably planned or antici-
pated for future FFGAs for each fiscal year through 2006; (4) a de-
tailed analysis of annual commitments for current and anticipated
FFGAs against the program authorization; (5) an evaluation of
whether the alternatives analysis made by the applicant fully as-
sessed all viable alternatives; (6) a financial analysis of the
project’s cost and sponsor’s ability to finance the project, which
shall be conducted by an independent examiner and which shall in-
clude an assessment of the capital cost estimate and the finance
plan; (7) the source and security of all public-and private-sector fi-
nancial instruments; (8) the project’s operating plan, which enu-
merates the project’s future revenue and ridership forecasts; and
(9) a listing of all planned contingencies and possible risks associ-
ated with the project.

The Committee also directs FTA to inform the House and Senate
Committees on Appropriations in writing thirty days before approv-
ing schedule, scope, or budget changes to any full funding grant
agreement. Correspondence relating to changes shall include any
budget revisions or program changes that materially alter the
project as originally stipulated in the full funding grant agreement,
including any proposed change in rail car procurements.

FORMULA GRANTS

Apprgfﬁafﬂgﬁ)(gen leltaa(;ﬁs(;nf ];)Il:tlil)gatlons Total funding
Appropriation, fiscal
year 2005 ................. $499,990,000 $3,499,928,000 $3,999,918,000
Budget request, fiscal
year 20061 .............. 0 6,315,000,000 6,315,000,000
Recommended in the
bill o, 662,550,000 3,754,450,000 4,417,000,000
Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fis-
cal year 2005 ............ +162,560,000 +162,560,000 +417,082,000
Budget request,
fiscal year 2006 ........ +662,550,000 -2,380,550,000 —1,718,000,000

1The request proposed combining formula, planning, capital, JARC, and research grants into two accounts
titled “Formula Grants and Research” and “Major Capital Investment Grants.” The Committee recommenda-
tion instead provides for separate accounts.

Formula grants to states and local agencies funded under the
Federal Transit Administration fall into four categories: urbanized
area formula grants; clean fuels formula grants; formula grants
and loans for special needs of elderly individuals and individuals
with disabilities; and formula grants for other than urbanized
areas. In addition, set asides of formula funds are directed to a
grant program for intercity bus operators to finance Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA) accessibility costs and the Alaska Rail-
road for improvements to its passenger operations.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The accompanying bill provides $4,417,000,000 for transit for-
mula grants. The recommended level is comprised of an appropria-
tion of $662,550,000 from the general fund and $3,754,450,000
from limitations on obligations from the mass transit account of the
highway trust fund.

Major project alternatives analysis and preliminary engineering
and design.—Funds in the bill can be used, among other activities,
for alternatives analysis and preliminary engineering and design
(PE&D) of new rail systems, extensions, or busways. The Com-
mittee continues to assert that local project sponsors of new rail
systems, extensions, or busways must use these formula funds (or
those provided under section 5303 metropolitan planning) for alter-
natives analysis and preliminary engineering and design activities
rather than seek section 5309 discretionary set-asides. Moreover,
the Committee expects FTA, when evaluating the local financial
commitment of a given project, to consider the extent to which the
project’s sponsors have used these formula grant apportionments
for alternatives analysis and PE&D activities of proposed new sys-
tems.

UNIVERSITY TRANSPORTATION RESEARCH

Approprision e Limtaton on e ol fanding
Appropriation, fiscal year
2005 .o $744,000 $5,208,000 $5,952,000
Budget request, fiscal year
20061 ... 0 0 0
Recommended in the bill .... 1,200,000 6,800,000 8,000,000
Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fiscal
year 2005 ......ccccoeeverennne +456,000 +1,592,000 +2,048,000
Budget request, fiscal
year 2006 .........cccceeevenne +1,200,000 +6,800,000 +8,000,000

1The request proposed combining formula, planning, capital, JARC, and research grants into two accounts
titled “Formula Grants and Research” and “Major Capital Investment Grants.” The Committee recommenda-
tion instead provides for separate accounts.

Grants for university transportation research are awarded to
non-profit institutions of higher learning by the Research and Inno-
vative Technology Administration (RITA) using funds appropriated
to FTA. This program focuses on the transfer of knowledge relevant
to national, state, and local transit issues, and builds the profes-
sional capacity of the transportation workforce.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The accompanying bill provides a total of $8,000,000 for univer-
sity transportation research. The recommended program level is
comprised of an appropriation of $1,200,000 from the general fund
and $6,800,000 from a limitation on obligations from the mass
transit account of the highway trust fund.
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TRANSIT PLANNING AND RESEARCH

Appropriation (gen- Limitation on obliga-

eral fund) tions (trust fund) Total funding

Appropriation, fiscal year
2005 oo $15,872,000 $111,104,000 $126,976,000

................................ 0 0 0
Recommended in the bill .... 24,049,000 136,276,000 160,325,000
Bill compared to:

Appropriation, fiscal

year 2005 ........cccecveieninnene +8,177,000 +25,172,000 +33,349,000
Budget request, fiscal

year 2006 ........cccceveeuinene +24,049,000 +136,276,000 +160,325,000

1The request proposed combining formula, planning, capital, JARC, and research grants into two accounts
titled “Formula Grants and Research” and “Major Capital Investment Grants.” The Committee recommenda-
tion instead provides for separate accounts.

The transit planning and research program provides financial as-
sistance to states for statewide planning and other technical assist-
ance activities, planning support for metropolitan areas, nonurban-
ized areas, research, development and demonstration projects, fel-
lowships for training in the public transportation field, university
research, and human resource development.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The accompanying bill provides $160,325,000 for transit planning
and research. The recommended level is comprised of an appropria-
tion of $24,049,000 from the general fund and $136,276,000 from
limitations on obligations from the mass transit account of the
highway trust fund. Of the funds provided, the Committee expects
$103,325,000 to go toward planning activities and assistance and
$57,000,000 to research and development initiatives.

TRUST FUND SHARE OF EXPENSES
(LIQUIDATION OF CONTRACT AUTHORIZATION)
(HIGHWAY TRUST FUND)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccccoeeeeiriieeiieeeniieeeriee e $6,744,500,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 . . 690,000,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooiiiiiiiiiiiicceee e 7,209,700,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccoceveriiereriienenienieneeniene +465,200,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........cccccoeveeriienieniiinnienieeen. +6,520,000,000

This account provides the portion of funds for each of FTA’s pro-
grams derived from the Mass Transit Account of the Highway
Trust Fund. For fiscal year 2006, the Committee has provided
$7,209,700,000 for liquidation of contract authorization.
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CAPITAL INVESTMENT GRANTS

Appropriation (gen- Limitation on obliga- Total funding

eral fund) tions (trust fund)
Appropriation, fiscal year
2005 .o $414,014,000 $2,898,100,000 $3,312,114,000
Budget request, fiscal year
20061 ..o 872,800,000 689,700,000 1,562,500,000
Recommended in the bill .... 546,251,000 3,095,424,000 3,641,675,000
Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fiscal
year 2005 .......ccccoverviennenne +132,237,000 +197,324,000 +329,561,000
Budget request, fiscal
year 2006 .......ccccocervuenuenne —326,549,000  +2,405,724,000  +2,079,175,000

1The request proposed combining formula, planning, capital, JARC, and research grants into two accounts
title “Formula Grants and Research” and “Major Capital Investment Grants.” The Committee recommenda-
tion instead provides for separate accounts.

The transit capital investment program provides capital assist-
ance for three primary activities: new and replacement buses and
facilities; modernizing existing rail systems; and new fixed guide-
way systems. Eligible recipients for capital investment funds are
public bodies and agencies (transit authorities and other state and
local public bodies and agencies thereof) including states, munici-
palities, other political subdivisions of states; public agencies and
instrumentalities of one or more states; and certain public corpora-
tions, boards, and commissions established under state law. Buses
and bus facilities funds are allocated on a discretionary basis, as
are new starts funds. Fixed guideway modernization funds are allo-
cated by statutory formula to urbanized areas with rail systems
that have been in operation for at least seven years.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The accompanying bill provides a total of $3,641,675,000 to be
available for capital investment grants, of which $546,251,000 is
from the general fund and $3,095,424,000 from a limitation on obli-
gations from the mass transit account of the highway trust fund.

Funds provided for capital investment grants shall be distributed
as follows:

Amount
Bus and bus facilities ........ccccoeeeiiiieieiiee e $693,335,000
Fixed guideway modernization . ... 1,386,670,000
INEW SEATTS .ovvviieiiieeiiiee e eeerr e e e e e eetar e e e e e e eeeatrraeeeeean 1,561,670,000

TTOLAL . vvereeeeeeeereeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeesesseeseseeseseesseseesseesseseeseeesseseesssesseeeesnene 3,641,675,000

Parallel electric hybrid buses.—The Committee is strongly sup-
portive of efforts to encourage local transit authorities to adopt
clean bus technology such as the parallel electric-diesel hybrid sys-
tem into their fleets. The Committee notes that the FTA has been
unable to meet its target of increasing the number of low emission
buses by two percent per year in three of the last four years for
which data is available. Because of the significantly lower emis-
sions and potentially reduced operating expenses of parallel electric
diesel hybrids systems, and the benefits those outcomes would real-
ize, the Committee will be looking for ways to increase incentives
to help local transit authorities adopt this technology more rapidly
than the current two percent per year target. The Committee ex-
pects the FTA to provide a report by March 1, 2006 on how best
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to increase the rate of introducing new low emission technology, in-
cluding parallel electric-diesel hybrids.

New starts rating and evaluation process.—Transit use is impor-
tant in a number of the nation’s major urban centers. However,
many cities have built or are building systems that are overpriced
or underutilized. The Committee has encouraged FTA to contin-
ually and consistently improve the evaluation and decision-making
process for the new starts process. All parties involved, including
FTA, the Congress, and local transit agencies, need to be able to
assess projects based on a capable ratings and evaluation system,
and the FTA needs to be more adept at weeding out projects that
do not relieve the most congestion, move the most people and have
the greatest cost-benefit ratio. The Committee is encouraged by the
recent proposed changes to the new starts program earlier this
year. The proposed change to the cost effectiveness rating and the
adjustment of the cost effectiveness breakpoints shows an effort by
FTA to manage the exploding expectations for new starts funding.

As local communities develop their own preferred transportation
alternatives, the Committee continues its insistance that these
communities use Federal standards and procedures in their local
analysis if they are to seek federal transportation funding through
the new starts program. Further, FTA shall not approve the entry
of any project into preliminary engineering if the project’s alter-
natives analysis does not clearly espouse the federal new starts cri-
teria and standards, by showing that the project will attract and
move more riders, at lower cost, than other transportation alter-
natives.

New starts report.—The Committee is satisfied with the timely
submission of FTA’s fiscal year 2006 annual report on new starts
projects. To ensure that this report continues to be submitted on
time, the Committee has continued bill language included in fiscal
year 2006 that requires FTA to submit its annual new starts report
with the initial submission of the President’s budget request.

The Committee directs FTA not to reallocate funds provided in
prior year appropriations Acts for the Department of Transpor-
tation as follows:

Bus and Bus Facilities:

Lawrence Transit System Transfer Center, KS (Fiscal year
2003)

Minneapolis Downtown Circulator, MN (Fiscal year 2003)

Minneapolis, 63rd Ave. Park and Ride, MN (Fiscal year
2003)

Northwest Corridor Busway, MN (Fiscal year 2003)

Jefferson Transit Facilities, WA (Fiscal year 2003)

Attleboro Intermodal Mixed-Use Garage Facility (Fiscal year
2003)

Tompkins Consolidated Transit Center, NY (Fiscal year
2002)

Jamaica Intermodal Facilities, NY (Fiscal year 2002)

Macon Terminal Intermodal Station, GA (Fiscal year 2003)

Intermodal/Inland Port Terminal, SC (Fiscal year 2003)

New Starts:

Northstar Corridor, MN (Fiscal year 2003)

Dulles Corridor Project, VA (Fiscal year 2002)

Lowell, MA—Nashua, NH Commuter Rail (Fiscal year 2003)
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JOB ACCESS AND REVERSE COMMUTE GRANTS

Appropriaton, - Limitation on oblge- et funding
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .. $15,500,000 $108,500,000  $124,000,000
Budget request, fiscal year
20061 ... 0 0 0
Recommended in the bill ............ 26,250,000 148,750,000 175,000,000
Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fiscal year
2005 .o +10,750,000 +40,250,000 +51,000,000
Budget request, fiscal year
2006 ..o +26,250,000 +148,750,000  +175,000,000

1The request proposed combining formula, planning, capital, JARC, and research grants into two accounts
titled “Formula Grants and Research” and “Major Capital Investment Grants.” The Committee recommenda-
tion instead provides for separate accounts.

The purpose of the job access and reverse commute grant pro-
gram is to develop services designed to transport welfare recipients
and low income individuals to and from jobs and to develop trans-
portation services for residents of urban centers and rural and sub-
urban areas to suburban employment opportunities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

For fiscal year 2006, the job access and reverse commute (JARC)
rants program is funded at a total level of $175,000,000, with
%26,250,000 derived from the general fund and $148,750,000 de-
rived from the mass transit account of the highway trust fund.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION

Section 150. The Committee continues the provision that ex-
empts previously made transit obligations from limitations on obli-
gations.

Section 151. The Committee continues the provision that allows
unobligated funds for projects under “Capital Investment Grants”
in prior year appropriations Acts to be used in this fiscal year.

Section 152. The Committee continues the provision that allows
for the transfer of prior year appropriations from older accounts to
be merged into new accounts with similar, current activities.

SAINT LAWRENCE SEAWAY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE
(HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccoveeeiiiieeiiieenieeeeiee e $15,773,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 8,000,000
Recommended in the bill .........ccccooeiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeee e 16,284,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ... +511,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 +8,284,000

The Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Corporation (the Cor-
poration) is a wholly owned Government corporation established by
the St. Lawrence Seaway Act of May 13, 1954. The corporation is
responsible for the operation, maintenance, and development of the
United States portion of the St. Lawrence Seaway between Mon-
treal and Lake Erie, including the two Seaway locks located in
Massena, NY and vessel traffic control in areas of the St. Lawrence
River and Lake Ontario. The mission of the corporation is to serve
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the United States intermodal and international transportation sys-
tem by improving the operation and maintenance of a safe, secure,
reliable, efficient, and environmentally responsible deep-draft wa-
terway. The corporation’s major priorities include: safety, reli-
ability, trade development, management accountability, and bi-na-
tional collaboration with its Canadian counterpart.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a total appropriation of $16,284,000
to fund the operations and maintenance of the corporation,
$8,284,000 above the budget request and $511,000 above the fiscal
year 2005 enacted level. Appropriations from the harbor mainte-
nance trust fund and revenues from non-federal sources finance the
operation and maintenance of the Seaway for which the corporation
is responsible. The Committee denies the request to re-establish
tolls on the U.S. portion of the Saint Lawrence Seaway. Bill lan-
guage to authorize the toll provision was not provided to the Com-
mittee in time to review or identify ramifications of the toll pro-
posal. In addition, the Seaway provided insufficient justification to
support the provision and did not address the Committees concerns
regarding “double-taxation and other factors affecting the industry
on the Seaway.”

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION

The Maritime Administration (MARAD) is responsible for pro-
grams that strengthen the U.S. maritime industry in support of the
Nation’s security and economic needs, as authorized by the Mer-
chant Marine Act, 1936. MARAD’s mission is to promote the devel-
opment and maintenance of an adequate, well-balanced United
States merchant marine, sufficient to carry the Nation’s domestic
waterborne commerce and a substantial portion of its waterborne
foreign commerce, and capable of serving as a naval and military
auxiliary in time of war or national emergency. MARAD, working
with the Department of Defense (DOD), helps provide a seamless,
time-phased transition from peacetime to wartime operations,
while balancing the defense and commercial elements of the mari-
time transportation system. MARAD also manages the maritime
security program, the voluntary intermodal sealift agreement pro-
gram and the ready reserve force, which assure DOD access to
commercial and strategic sealift and associated intermodal capa-
bility. Further, MARAD’s education and training programs through
the U.S. Merchant Marine Academy and six state maritime schools
help provide skilled U.S. merchant marine officers.

MARITIME SECURITY PROGRAM

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .......cccccoooiiriiiiiiiiiienieeeeeeeee $97,910,400
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .......... 156,000,000
Recommended in the bill ...................... 156,000,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ..... +58,089,600

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $156,000,000 for the Maritime Secu-
rity Program (MSP), consistent with the budget request. This rec-
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ommendation provides funding directly to MARAD and assumes
that MARAD will continue to administer the program with support
and consultation of the Department of Defense. The purpose of the
MSP is to maintain and preserve a U.S. flag merchant fleet to
serve the national security needs of the United States. The MSP
provides direct payments to U.S. flag ship operators engaged in
U.S.-foreign trade. Participating operators are required to keep the
vessels in active commercial service and are required to provide
intermodal sealift support to the Department of Defense in times
of war or national emergency. The Committee’s recommendation
provides funding consistent with the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act, which increased the authorization for ships under the
MSP from 47 to 60, and the payment per ship from $2,100,000 to
$2,600,000 per year. In January, MARAD awarded 60 MSP oper-
ating agreements for the most commercially viable and militarily
useful ships. The recommendation will provide the necessary re-
sources for the operation of the MSP at the authorized level
through fiscal year 2006.

OPERATIONS AND TRAINING

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ...... . $108,602,176
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 . . 113,650,000
Recommended in the bill .........ccccooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeceee e 112,336,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevvieeeiieeeniieeenieee e +3,733,824
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeeveeeeiieeencreeeeieee s —1,314,000

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $112,336,000 to
fund programs under the operations and training account of
MARAD, an increase of $3,733,824 above the fiscal year 2005 ap-
propriation and $1,314,000 below the budget request. Funds pro-
vided for this account are to be distributed as follows:

Activity House
(all figures in $000’s) FY06 Request recommended

U.S. Merchant Marine Academy:

Salary and Benefits $23,750 $23,750
Midshipmen Program 7,032 7,032
Instructional Program 5,746 5,746
Program Direction and Administration 2,945 2,945
Maintenance, Repair, & Operating Requirements 7,381 7,381
Capital Improvements 17,000 17,000
Subtotal, USMMA 63,854 63,854
State Maritime Schools:
Student Incentive Payments 1,200 1,200
Direct Scholarship Payments 1,200 1,800
Scholarship Maintenance and Repair 8211 8,211
Subtotal, State Maritime Academies 10,611 11,211
MARAD Operations:
Base Operations 34,029 34,029
Information technology, electronic government 5,062 3,149

GSA Space Increase 93 93
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FY06 Request House

Activity
(all figures in $000’s) recommended

Subtotal, MARAD Operations 39,185 37,271

Subtotal, Operations and Training 113,650 112,336

Under the United States Merchant Marine Academy, the Com-
mittee recommendation includes $63,854,000 for the operation and
maintenance of the U.S. Merchant Marine Academy (USMMA),
consistent with the budget request. The $8,387,000 increase from
the fiscal year 2005 level is to fund infrastructure improvements,
technological improvements, and simulation techniques that will ef-
ficiently provide the training necessary to meet current and future
standards imposed by Federal and other organizational entities,
and to ensure continued academic accreditation.

Under the State Maritime Schools, the Committee recommenda-
tion includes $11,211,000 for the six State Maritime Schools (SMS),
an increase of $600,000 over the budget request. These additional
funds are provided for cadet training and facilities to result in
$300,000 per school in direct scholarship payments.

The Committee provides $37,271,000 for MARAD operations, a
reduction of $1,914,000 from the budget request. Within the oper-
ations total, the Committee provides the fiscal year 2005 level of
$3,050,000 for IT related activities and $99,000 for electronic gov-
ernment, consistent with the level provided in fiscal year 2005.
This is below the request level due to lack of sufficient justification.
The Committee will reconsider the funding level if it receives ade-
quate justification in a timely manner. The Committee notes that
it never received adequate justification last year regarding
MARAD’s IT funding request.

SHIP DISPOSAL

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .......cccccooiiriiiniiniiinieeeeeeee $21,443,072
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 21,000,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccocoiiiiiiiiieieccceeee e 21,000,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccoceveriieneriienenienieneeniene —443,072

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccccoeviieiiiiiiiiiiinieeeits e

MARAD serves as the federal government’s disposal agent for
government-owned merchant vessels weighing 1,500 gross tons or
more. The ship disposal program provides resources to dispose of
obsolete merchant-type vessels in the National Defense Reserve
Fleet (NDRF). The Maritime Administration is required by law to
dispose of its obsolete inventory by the end of 2006; however,
MARAD has acknowledged that it will not meet this statutory
deadline. There are currently 124 vessels located in three fleet sites
in the NDRF awaiting disposal. In fiscal year 2004, MARAD re-
moved fifteen ships for disposal and projects that it will remove an-
other 15 in 2005 and 13 in 2006. These vessels pose a significant
environmental threat due to the presence of hazardous substances
such as asbestos and solid and liquid polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs). The list includes a nuclear ship, the SAVANNAH, which
contains remnants of a nuclear reactor.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $21,000,000 for ship disposal, con-
sistent with the budget request and $443,072 below the fiscal year
2005 enacted level. Within the funds provided for ship disposal, the
Committee provides $3,000,000 to decommission the SAVANNAH.

In a March 2005 report, GAO identified management weaknesses
in MARAD'’s ship disposal program. The report stated that MARAD
lacked the vision needed to sustain a long-term effort, and that its
managers are not in a position to make sound decisions concerning
the ship disposal program. The Committee requires MARAD to
strengthen the management of the ship disposal program, includ-
ing the development of a comprehensive integrated approach. The
Committee continues to encourage MARAD to pursue various dis-
posal options, including international disposal. Further, the Com-
mittee notes the recent increased competitiveness of domestic
scrapping operations and encourages MARAD to promote aggres-
sive competition among the domestic scrapping industry and inter-
national disposal facilities for funds appropriated for disposal.

MARITIME GUARANTEED LOAN (TITLE XI) PROGRAM

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccooiiiriiiiniieiieieeeeeeeee $4,725,888
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 3,526,000
Recommended in the Dbill ........ccccoeeiiiiiiiiiiiiecccceeeeeeeeereee e 3,526,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceeviiiriiiinieniiienieeieeeee —1,199,888

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccceevierieriiiieniiniinnienies ettt

The maritime guaranteed loan account as provided for by title XI
of the Merchant Marine Act of 1936, provides for guaranteed loans
for purchasers of ships from the U.S. shipbuilding industry and for
modernization of U.S. shipyards. Funds for administrative ex-
penses for the Title XI program are appropriated to this account,
and then transferred by reimbursement to operations and training
to be obligated and outlayed.

As required by the Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990, this ac-
count includes the subsidy costs associated with the loan guarantee
commitments made in 1992 and beyond (including modifications of
direct loans or loan guarantees that resulted from obligations or
commitments in any year), as well as administrative expenses of
this program. The subsidy amounts are estimated on a net present
galue basis; the administrative expenses are estimated on a cash

asis.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $3,526,000, consistent with the
budget request. This is $1,199,888 below the fiscal year 2005 level.

SHIP CONSTRUCTION

(RESCISSION)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 —$1,979,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 vt e
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooiiiiiiiiieieceeee e —-2,071,280
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeenriieeenreee e —92,280
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 —2,071,280
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The Committee rescinds $2,071,280 from the ship construction
account. This account is currently inactive except for determina-
tions regarding the use of vessels built under the program, final
settlement of open contracts, and closing of financial accounts.

NATIONAL DEFENSE TANK VESSEL CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $74,400,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 —174,400,000
Recommended in the Dill ......cccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiees et e
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeeniiieeeiiee e — 148,800,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccoeveeriieniieniienienieenen. +74,400,000

The fiscal year 2004 Defense Authorization Act (Public Law 108—
136) authorized the National Defense Tank Vessel Construction
Program to provide financial assistance for the construction of five
privately owned product tank vessels to be available for national
defense purposes in time of war or national emergency. The pur-
pose of the program is to revitalize commercial tank ship construc-
tion in the U.S. The Department of Defense has stated that a crit-
ical deficiency exists for U.S. flag tankers capable of carrying mul-
tiple petroleum cargoes. Vessels constructed under this program
will operate as part of the Maritime security fleet.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee provides no new funding for this program. Fur-
ther, it does not rescind funding provided in fiscal year 2005, nor
does it repeal Subtitle D, National Defense Tank Vessel Construc-
tion Assistance, of Title XXXV of the Maritime Security Act of
2003, Public Law 108-136, as proposed in the budget request.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—MARITIME ADMINISTRATION

Section 160. The Committee continues a provision that allows
the Maritime Administration to furnish utilities and services and
make repairs to any lease, contract, or occupancy involving govern-
ment property under the control of MARAD and rental payments
shall be covered into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts.

Section 161. The Committee continues a provision that prohibits
obligations incurred during the current year from construction
funds in excess of the appropriations contained in this Act or in
any prior appropriations Act.

PIPELINE AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY ADMINISTRATION

The Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration
(PHMSA), which was established as an administration within the
Department of Transportation effective November 30, 2004, pursu-
ant to the Norman Y. Mineta Research and Special Programs Im-
provement Act (Public Law 108-246), is responsible for the depart-
ment’s pipeline safety program and oversight of hazardous mate-
rials transportation safety operations. As part of its mission, the
agency is dedicated to safety by working toward the elimination of
transportation-related deaths and injuries in hazardous materials
and pipeline transportation, and by promoting transportation solu-
tions that enhance communities and protect the natural environ-
ment.
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ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

This appropriation finances the program support costs for the
PHMSA. This includes policy development, counsel, budget, finan-
cial management, civil rights, management, administration and
agency-wide expenses.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee provides $17,027,000 for these costs, of which
$645,000 is to be provided from the Pipeline Safety Fund.

Administrative support.—A total of six new positions are re-
quested in fiscal year 2006 to provide accounting, financial support
and administrative support—two human resources positions; two
positions for personnel security and continuity of operations; one
administrative support position to oversee real estate, space, tele-
communications, property, and other administrative services; and
one accounting position. The Committee approves all six of these
positions and half-year funding has been provided.

Information technology activitiess—The PHMSA requests a
$198,000 increase in its information technology program to support
information exchange, such as electronic communications, filing
pipeline incident reports, and online applications for exemptions
from hazardous materials regulations. The Committee provides this
funding as requested.

Administrative costs for new positions.—Consistent with the new
positions that have been provided, $129,000 is provided for associ-
ated administrative costs.

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SAFETY

The PHMSA oversees the safety of the more than 800,000 daily
shipments of hazardous materials in the United States and uses
risk management principles and security threat assessments to un-
derstand, communicate, and reduce dangers inherent in hazardous
materials transportation. The agency formulates, issues and revises
hazardous materials regulations which cover hazardous materials
definitions and classifications, hazard communications, shipper and
carrier operations, training and security requirements, and pack-
aging and container specifications.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The bill includes $26,183,000 to continue the agency’s hazardous
materials safety functions.

Spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive waste shipments.—
The budget requests four new positions to support the legal chal-
lenges regarding shipments of spent nuclear fuel and high-level ra-
dioactive waste to Skull Valley, Utah. The Committee approves two
of these positions and the associated half-year costs.

Hazardous materials regulations compliance.—The PHMSA is re-
questing three new positions to help ensure compliance with cur-
rent hazmat regulations. The Committee approves two of these po-
sitions and half-year funding associated with these positions has
been provided.



59

PIPELINE SAFETY

(PIPELINE SAFETY FUND)

(OIL SPILL LIABILITY TRUST FUND)

(Pipeline safety fund) (Olltrslf ;}flﬁl;s[l;}zhty Total
Appropriation, fiscal year
20051 $54,331,000 $14,880,000 $69,211,000
54,165,000 19,000,000 73,165,000
Recommended in the bill .... 57,860,000 15,000,000 72,860,000
Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fiscal
year 2005 ......ccccevieniieenne +3,529,000 +120,000 +3,649,000
Budget request, fiscal
year 2006 .......ccccoceeeeneene +3,695,000 —4,000,000 —305,000

1Includes across the board reduction of .8 percent.

PHMSA oversees the safety, security, and environmental protec-
tion of pipelines through analysis of data, damage prevention, edu-
cation and training, enforcement of regulations and standards, re-
search and development, grants for states pipeline safety programs,
and emergency planning and response to accidents. The pipeline
safety program is responsible for a national regulatory program to
protect the public against the risks to life and property in the
transportation of natural gas, petroleum and other hazardous ma-
terials by pipeline. The enactment of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990
also expanded the role of the pipeline safety program in environ-
mental protection and resulted in a new emphasis on spill preven-
tion and containment of oil and hazardous substances from pipe-
lines.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The bill includes $72,860,000 to continue pipeline safety oper-
ations, research and development, and state grants-in-aid in fiscal
year 2006. The bill specifies that of the total appropriation,
$15,000,000 shall be derived from the oil spill liability trust fund
and $57,860,000 shall be from the pipeline safety fund.

State one-call grants.—The Committee directs that no less than
$1,000,000 of the funds provided is for the one-call grants program,
as was directed in fiscal year 2005.

Pipeline safety staffing.—The staff levels of the office of pipeline
safety (OPS) have increased dramatically over the past few fiscal
years and again the agency is requesting a significant staffing in-
crease for 2006, asking that eight new positions be added. The
Committee approves five of these additional positions—two new
pipeline inspectors for Houston, Texas, where over 50% of the
major pipeline operators are headquartered; one new inspector to
work on integrity management program compliance; and two new
state program managers to evaluate state pipeline programs. All
other proposed positions are denied.

State pipeline safety grants.—The OPS requests funding to assist
state pipeline agencies to increase inspection and enforcement ac-
tivities required by the Pipeline Safety Integrity Act. Funding to-
taling $185,000 is provided for this purpose.
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Oil spill liability trust fund.—The Committee continues to be
concerned with the significant increases in the request of funds
from the oil spill liability trust fund. The Oil Pollution Act of 1990
requires that these trust funds be used exclusively for oil spill pre-
vention and response activities, and the Committee strongly en-
courages the OPS to allocate oversight activities between the haz-
ardous liquid and gas pipelines and to factor the oil spill liability
trust fund into the allocation formula that determines the haz-
ardous liquid pipeline user fee assessment to accurately reflect the
amount and type of oversight activities being conducted by the of-
fice consistent with the trust fund. Last year, the Committee di-
rected that the fiscal year 2006 budget justification should ade-
quately address this issue by containing an itemization of how
these funds are being allocated within the OPS. That information
was not included. Without this information, the Committee cannot
support the administration’s request to increase the level of fund-
ing drawn from the oil spill liability trust fund from $15 000,000
to $19,000,000. Furthermore, the Committee is once again dlrectlng
the agency to include an itemization of how funds from the oil spill
liability trust fund are being allocated within the OPS in the fiscal
year 2007 budget justification.

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS GRANTS
(EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS FUND)

(Emergency pre-
paredness grant Total
program)

(Emergency pre-
paredness fund)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 1$198,000 ($14,300,000) $14,498,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 200,000 o 200,000
Recommended in the bill 200,000 (14,300,000) 14,500,000
Bill compared to:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccc.coeveervrereererseieniinns +2,000 s +2,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 (+14,300,000) +14,300,000

Lincludes across the board reduction of .8 percent.

The Hazardous Materials Transportation Uniform Safety Act of
1990 (HMTUSA) requires the PHMSA to: (1) develop and imple-
ment a reimbursable emergency preparedness grant program; (2)
monitor public sector emergency response training and planning
and provide technical assistance to states, political subdivisions
and Indian tribes; and (3) develop and update periodically a man-
datory training curriculum for emergency responders.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $200,000, the same amount as re-
quested, for activities related to emergency response training cur-
riculum development and updates, as authorized by section
117(A)1)(3)(B) of HMTUSA. The Committee has provided an obli-
gation limitation of $14,300,000 for the emergency preparedness
grant program.

RESEARCH AND INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY ADMINISTRATION

The Research and Innovative Technology Administration (RITA)
was established as an administration within the Department of
Transportation effective November 30, 2004, pursuant to the Nor-
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man Y. Mineta Research and Special Programs Improvement Act,
Public Law 108-426. The mission of RITA is to provide strategic
clarity to the department’s multi-modal and intermodal research ef-
forts, while coordinating the multifaceted research agenda of the
department.

RITA coordinates, facilitates, and reviews research and develop-
ment programs and activities through: advancement and research
and development of innovative technologies, including intelligent
transportation systems; comprehensive transportation statistics re-
search, analysis, and reporting; education and training in transpor-
tation and transportation-related fields, including the University
Transportation Centers; and activities of the Volpe National Trans-
portation Center.

Also included within RITA is the Bureau of Transportation Sta-
tistics (BTS), which is funded by an allocation from Federal High-
way Administration’s federal-aid highway account. BTS compiles,
analyzes, and makes accessible information on the nation’s trans-
portation systems; collects information on intermodal transpor-
tation and other areas as needed; and enhances the quality and ef-
fectiveness of the statistical programs of the Department of Trans-
portation through research, the development of guidelines, and the
promotion of improvements in data acquisition and use.

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

Appropriation, fiscal year 20051 .........cccoeeeeiiiieiieeee s $4,310,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 6,274,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoooiiiiiiiiieiiieeceee s 4,326,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeeniieeerieee e +16,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccoeveeriieniienieeniienieenen. —1,948,000

1FY 2005 amount represents the transfer of resources from the Office of the Secretary of Transportation
($975,000) and the Research and Special Programs Administration ($3,335,000).

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The bill includes $4,326,000 to continue research and develop-
ment activities in fiscal year 2006. This funding level represents
only a minor increase over the fiscal year 2005 level and is attrib-
utable to the amount identified in the budget justification as being
necessary for inflation and other mandatory increases.

Reductions from the budget request.—The Committee reduces
funding by $1,948,000 below the request due to inadequate jus-
tification. The Committee is disturbed by the poor quality of the
budget justification that was provided for this newly formed agency
and notes the complete lack of information pertaining to specific re-
quested increases above prior year funding levels. As has been
noted in the past, the Committee cannot meet the administration’s
request if it does not come with adequate justification.

For similar reasons, the Committee denies funding for seven ad-
ditional full-time equivalent staff years (FTEs). Although identified
in several charts within the budget request document, these addi-
tional FTEs were never described within the written justification
and no explanation was provided as to why they were needed,
thereby making it impossible for the Committee to determine the
significance of either funding or not funding these FTEs.
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Therefore, the Committee denies the increased funding and addi-
tional FTEs that have been requested until such time as the de-
partment can adequately explain the need for these increases.

Poor planning behind reorganization.—The budget justification
for RITA stated repeatedly that “not enough is known about the
impending reorganization structure and distribution of its functions
to confidently predict RITA priorities” as it relates to the various
program and performance goals. The Committee notes that P.L.
108426, which created RITA, was passed in November 2004 based
on the department’s recommendations to Congress to reorganize.
Yet, the department still does not appear to have a clear direction
as to how this newly created agency should operate. This shows a
lack of planning and foresight on the part of the department and
causes this Committee to question the planning process that was
behind the department’s request for the reorganization. It is the
Committee’s hope that the department’s budget request for next
fiscal year will be better organized and will provide a clearer pic-
ture as to the long-term goals and objectives of this agency.

BUREAU OF TRANSPORTATION STATISTICS

Under the appropriation of the Federal Highway Administration,
the bill provides $33,000,000 for the BTS.

The most recent long-term surface transportation reauthorization
act, the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century, expired on
September 30, 2003. Since that time, Congress has passed several
short-term extension bills that have provided contract authority for
the various surface transportation programs, with the current ex-
tension set to expire on June 30, 2005. Because reauthorization ac-
tions have not yet been completed, the Committee has funded BTS
at a level for fiscal year 2006 that is consistent with the House-
passed surface transportation reauthorization legislation, the
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users.

As has been the practice in previous years, the Committee limits
BTS staff to 126 FTEs in fiscal year 2006 in order to curtail the
significant growth in staffing that occurred previously within this
agency.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Inspector General’s office was established in 1978 to provide
an objective and independent organization that would be more ef-
fective in: (1) preventing and detecting fraud, waste, and abuse in
departmental programs and operations; and (2) providing a means
of keeping the Secretary of Transportation and the Congress fully
and currently informed of problems and deficiencies in the adminis-
tration of such programs and operations. According to the author-
izing legislation, the Inspector General (IG) is to report dually to
the Secretary of Transportation and to the Congress.

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccceviiriiieiiiieiiieieeee e $58,528,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 62,499,000
Recommended in the Dill ........cccceeiiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeeeee e 62,499,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccceeevieeeiieeeeiieeeeree e +3,971,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviieeriiiinniiieiriieeeiies eerreeenireeeaee e
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommendation provides $62,499,000 for activi-
ties of the Office of Inspector General, consistent with the budget
request. The Committee continues to value highly the work of the
Office of Inspector General in oversight of departmental programs
and activities.

In addition, the OIG will receive $7,224,000 from other agencies
in this bill, as noted below:
Federal Highway Administration ..
Federal Transit Administration ....

Federal Aviation Administration ..
National Transportation Safety Board .

500,000

Funding is sufficient to ﬁnance 435 full-time equivalent (FTE)
staff years in fiscal year 2006, for an increase of 5 FTE.

Unfair business practices.—The bill maintains language first en-
acted in fiscal year 2000 which authorizes the OIG to investigate
allegations of fraud and unfair or deceptive practices and unfair
methods of competition by air carriers and ticket agents.

Audit reports.—The Committee requests the Inspector General to
continue forwarding copies of all audit reports to the Committee
immediately after they are issued, and to continue to make the
Committee aware immediately of any review that recommends can-
cellation or modifications to any major acquisition project or grant,
or which recommends significant budgetary savings. The OIG is
also directed to withhold from public distribution for a period of 15
days any final audit or investigative report which was requested by
the House or Senate Committees on Appropriations.

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

The Surface Transportation Board was created on January 1,
1996 by P.L. 104-88, the Interstate Commerce Commission (ICC)
Termination Act of 1995. Consistent with the continued trend to-
ward less regulation of the surface transportation industry, the Act
abolished the ICC; eliminated certain functions that had previously
been implemented by the ICC; transferred core rail and certain
other provisions to the Board; and transferred certain motor carrier
functions to the Federal Highway Administration (now under the
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration). The Board is specifi-
cally responsible for regulation of the rail and pipeline industries
and certain non-licensing regulations of motor carriers and water
carriers. The law empowers the Board through its exemption au-
thority to promote deregulation administratively on a case-by-case
basis and continues intact the important rail reforms made by the
Staggers Rail Act of 1980.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 20051 .........ccccceeeeiiieeiieeeiee e $20,030,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 2 23,138,000
Recommended in the bill3 .......ccccooeiiiiiiiiiiieeeceeceeee e 25,372,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 +5,342,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 +2,234,000

1Includes $1,050,000 in collections of user fees.

2 Assumes collection of $1,250,000 in user fees, to offset the appropriation as the fees are collected
throughout the fiscal year.

3 Assumes collection of $1,250,000 in user fees, to offset the appropriation as the fees are collected
throughout the fiscal year.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a total appropriation of $25,372,000,
an increase of $2,234,000 above the budget request. Included in the
recommended amount is an estimated $1,250,000 in fees, which
will offset the appropriated funding. At this funding level, the
Board will be able to accommodate 150 full-time equivalent staff
years. In addition, the Committee has provided one-time funding of
$4,500,000 to accommodate STB’s pending office relocation.

User fees.—Current statutory authority, under 31 U.S.C. 9701,
grants the Board the authority to collect user fees. The Committee
believes that $1,250,000 in user fees is reasonable. Language is in-
cluded in the bill allowing the fees to be credited to the appropria-
tion as offsetting collections, and reducing the general fund appro-
priation on a dollar-for-dollar basis as the fees are received and
credited. This language, continued from last year, simplifies the
tracking of the collections and provides the Board with more flexi-
bility in spending its appropriated funds.

Union Pacific/Southern Pacific merger.—On December 12, 1997,
the Board granted a joint request of Union Pacific Railroad Com-
pany and the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County, KS (Wichita/
Sedgwick) to toll the 18-month mitigation study pending in Finance
Docket No. 32760. The decision indicated that at such time as the
parties reach agreement or discontinue negotiations, the Board
would take appropriate action.

By petition filed June 26, 1998, Wichita/Sedgwick and UP/SP in-
dicated that they had entered into an agreement, and jointly peti-
tioned the Board to impose the agreement as a condition of the
Board’s approval of the UP/SP merger. By decision dated July 8,
1998, the Board agreed and imposed the agreement as a condition
to the UP/SP merger. The terms of the negotiated agreement re-
main in effect. If UP/SP or any of its divisions or subsidiaries mate-
rially changes or is unable to achieve the assumptions on which the
Board based its final environmental mitigation measures, then the
Board should reopen Finance Docket 32760 if requested by inter-
ested parties, and prescribe additional mitigation properly reflect-
ing these changes if shown to be appropriate.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Section 170. The Committee continues the provision allowing the
Department of Transportation to use funds for aircraft; motor vehi-
cles; liability insurance; uniforms; or allowances, as authorized by
law.

Section 171. The Committee continues the provision limiting ap-
propriations for services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 to the rate for
an Executive Level IV.

Section 172. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds in this Act for salaries and expenses of more than 100 polit-
ical and Presidential appointees in the Department of Transpor-
tation, and prohibits political and Presidential personnel assigned
on temporary detail outside the Department of Transportation.

Section 173. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds for the implementation of section 404 of title 23, United
State Code.
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Section 174. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
recipients of funds made available in this Act from releasing per-
sonal information, including social security number, medical or dis-
ability information, and photographs from a driver’s license or
motor vehicle record, without express consent of the person to
whom such information pertains; and prohibits the withholding of
funds provided in this Act for any grantee if a state is in non-
compliance with this provision.

Section 175. The Committee continues the provision allowing
funds received by the Federal Highway Administration, Federal
Transit Administration, and the Federal Railroad Administration
from states, counties, municipalities, other public authorities, and
private sources for expenses incurred for training may be credited
to each agency’s respective accounts.

Section 176. The Committee continues the provision authorizing
the Secretary of Transportation to allow issuers of any preferred
stock to redeem or repurchase preferred stock sold to the Depart-
ment of Transportation.

Section 177. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds in Title I of this Act from being issued for any grant unless
the Secretary of Transportation notifies the House and Senate
Committees on Appropriations not less than three full business
days before any discretionary grant award, letter of intent, or full
funding grant agreement totaling $1,000,000 or more is announced
by the department or its modal administrations.

Section 178. The Committee continues a provision for the Depart-
ment of Transportation allowing funds received from rebates, re-
funds, and similar sources to be credited to appropriations.

Section 179. The Committee continues a provision allowing
amounts from improper payments to a third party contractor that
are lawfully recovered by the Department of Transportation to be
available to cover expenses incurred in the recovery of such pay-
ments.

Section 180. The Committee continues a provision allowing the
Secretary of Transportation to transfer unexpended sums from “Of-
fice of the Secretary, Salaries and Expenses” to “Minority Business
Outreach”.

Section 181. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the Office of the Secretary of Transportation from approving as-
sessments or reimbursable agreements pertaining to funds appro-
priated to the modal administrations in this Act, unless such as-
sessments or agreements have completed the normal reprogram-
ming process for Congressional notification.

Section 182. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds to implement an essential air service local cost
share participation pilot program.
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TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
DEPARTMENTAL OFFICES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Appropriation, fiscal year 20051 .........cccoveeeiiiiieiiieeee e $156,299,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 195,253,000
Recommended in the bill .........ccccoooviiiiiiiiiieiiiiceeceeee e 187,452,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceevrieeriieeeniieeeiiee e +31,153,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeeveeeecveeencreeeeieee s —17,801,000

1Does not include $22,113,000 for the office of foreign assets control.

The Departmental Offices’ function in the Treasury Department
is to provide basic support to the Secretary of the Treasury, who
is the chief operating executive of the Department. The Secretary
of the Treasury also has a primary role in formulating and man-
aging the domestic and international tax and financial policies of
the Federal Government. The Secretary’s responsibilities funded by
the salaries and expenses appropriation include: recommending
and implementing United States domestic and international eco-
nomic and tax policy; fiscal policy; governing the fiscal operations
of the Government; maintaining foreign assets control; managing
the public debt; managing development of financial policy; rep-
resenting the United States on international monetary, trade and
investment issues; overseeing Treasury Department overseas oper-
ations; directing the administrative operations of the Treasury De-
partment; and providing executive oversight of the bureaus within
the Treasury Department. This account also includes funding for
the office of professional responsibility.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $187,452,000 for
departmental offices, salaries and expenses, an increase of
$31,153,000 over the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and $7,153,000
below the request. The funding recommendations are made based
on information included in the budget justification. Therefore, the
transfer authority provided to the department under this heading
is set at 2 percent. Funds are to be allocated as follows:

EXECULIVE QITECEION .evveeeeeeeeeeeeeee ettt e e e e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeens $7,216,000
General counsel ........cccceevevveeniienieennen. 7,521,000
Economic polices and programs 32,011,000
Financial policies and programs 24,721,000
Terrorism and financial crimes programs? ................ 35,409,000
Treasury-wide management policies and programs 16,843,000
AdminiStration .........ccccccveeeeiiiieeciieeeeiee e 63,731,000

1Includes the office of foreign assets controls.

The Committee has included a travel limitation of $3,000,000 for
fiscal year 2006 and restates the travel report directives contained
in House Report 108-792. The Committee is recommending the
travel limitation to ensure that adequate resources are available
for the day-to-day operations of the department. The Committee di-
rects the secretary to ensure that a portion of the travel funds are
made available to general schedule employees to support the train-
ing and development of all departmental office employees.
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Additionally, the bill includes $258,000 for unforeseen emer-
gencies, $5,173,000 for the department-wide financial statement
audit and internal control programs, $3,000,000 for information
technology modernization requirements, and $100,000 for official
reception and representation expenses.

The Committee recommends $35,409,000 for the office of ter-
rorism and financial intelligence (TFI). Of the amount provided,
$1,998,000 is for the office of the undersecretary, $3,700,000 is for
the office of terrorist financing and financial crimes (OTTC),
22,032,000 is for the office of financial assets control (OFAC), and
$7,679,000 is for the office of intelligence analysis (OIA). The Com-
mittee is concerned that the Office of Terrorism and Financial In-
telligence is resourcing its operations at the expense of its key ana-
Iytic and intelligence units and shortchanging the ability of OFAC
to perform its mission effectively. Earlier this year, Treasury pro-
posed to detail 23 OFAC FTE to OIA, and then request 9 new FTE
for OFAC in the budget justification. The Committee’s rec-
ommendation funds 9 FTE in OFAC as requested, and an addi-
tional 14 FTE in OIA. The Committee made its decision based on
the fact that Treasury has not provided adequate justification for
the additional FTE, nor a comprehensive plan for this office, which
was created less than one year ago.

The Committee directs the department to provide to the Com-
mittee a report of TFI’s short and long-term personnel and resource
requirements for the next five years, and a narrative of the TFI’s
strategic plan for its organizational structure, including its inter-
action and relationship with subordinate agencies such as the OIA,
OFAC, and the Financial Crimes Enforcement Newtork (FinCEN).
Morevoer, the Committee directs the Government Accountability
Office (GAO) to assess TFI and include a discussion of the strategic
goals of TFI; an assessment of its implementation plan and strate-
gies for accomplishing its legislative mandates; whether its struc-
ture, policies, resources, human capital requirements, mission, di-
rection and other organizational factors are in alignment with the
functions of subordinate agencies such as OIA, FinCEN, and OFAC
and avoids duplication of performance; if its control and measure-
ments systems are consistent with keeping TFI on track toward its
goals; and include recommendations for program and organiza-
tional improvements. The Committee directs the Treasury Depart-
ment and the GAO to deliver their reports to the Committee no
later than February 1, 2006.

The Committee’s recommendation does not include an increase of
$720,000 over the fiscal year 2005 funding level for media room op-
erations. The Committee determines this cost increase to be exces-
sive and directs Treasury to bring down the cost of this initiative.

The Committee’s recommendation does not include $1,000,000 for
building maintenance and repairs. While the Committee agrees
that in the future funds should be set aside for routine repair and
maintenance of the Treasury Building, the T-BARR initiative
should be able to address any issues in fiscal year 2006.

The Committee’s recommendation does not include funds for any
e-gov project outside of the regular scope of the department’s oper-
ations, or any project coordinated by another agency.

The Committee appreciates Treasury’s efforts to retool the de-
partment’s budget documents in response to concerns expressed
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from a year ago. In fiscal year 2005, senior Treasury officials co-
ordinated with the Committee early in the 2006 budget process to
make adjustments to Treasury budget presentation materials. As a
result, the fiscal year 2006 budget-in-brief (BIB) is a remarkable
improvement over previous years. It is a clear, concise and usable
document. Nevertheless, while the BIB has improved, the Treasury
congressional justification documents continue to need major
changes. The Committee expects the same process used to trans-
form the BIB to change the justification. A retooled congressional
justification should provide detailed discussion of proposed new ini-
tiatives, and changes in the agency’s financial plan from prior year
enactment that build on a request for the new year such as trans-
fers and annualization of prior year programs.

The Committee recognizes the positive first step in significantly
reducing the performance information in the fiscal year 2006 budg-
et documents. The Committee encourages the department to con-
tinue to refine and better focus its performance measures. Good
performance information should demonstrate to the Committee the
marginal benefits received from dollars appropriated. In light of
tight fiscal constraints, the Committee also values Treasury efforts
to reduce ineffective, low priority and obsolete programs. The Com-
mittee expects Treasury to continue to hold programs to a firm test
of accountability and focus funding on top priorities, but developing
fair and responsible budgets, in this austere fiscal environment.

Once the fiscal year 2006 appropriations Act is signed into law,
the Committee directs the department to submit an operating plan
for the fiscal year 2006 resources provided to the department, in-
cluding all offices and bureaus, not more than 60 days after enact-
ment. The operating plan must include funding and FTE levels for
all offices and objectives by fiscal year 2005 actual, fiscal year 2006
request, and fiscal year 2006 enacted. In addition, the plan must
include information on any initiative, major procurement, and pro-
gram at the department. The operating plan should incorporate
input from all senior level managers of the department, and once
submitted, the final plan should be made available to those man-
agers. In the past two years, the department has undertaken a
large number of reprogramming actions that rely heavily on attri-
tion and deferments to meet various new initiatives and priorities
during the fiscal year. The Committee understands the need for
some flexibility to meet unanticipated needs, but has the experi-
ence to know that a stable operating budget will help anchor an
agency in its mission and enable managers to meet the day-to-day
needs of the department.

The Committee has noticed the inordinate amount of time it
takes the department to respond to basic budget inquiries. Infor-
mation related to the expenditure of current year and budget year
funds is directly the jurisdiction of the Committee and one of its
basic oversight responsibilities. Further, once an appropriations Act
is enacted, or the budget submitted, the department should have
definite answers regarding the obligation of funds and the justifica-
tion for all budget requests. The Committee directs the department
to respond in a more timely manner to all Committee requests.
Further, in order to eliminate confusion over which Treasury offi-
cial is responsible for signing correspondence to the Committee, the
Committee directs that correspondence related to the Committee
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shall be signed by either the Secretary, the Chief Financial Officer,
or the relevant bureaus director.

The Committee recognizes the prominence placed on economic
and financial issues at the Organization for Economic Cooperation
and Development in Paris, France, and directs the department to
maintain a senior staff presence attached to the United States Mis-
sion in Paris. Over the years, there has been an erosion in the
presence of the Treasury Department at the United States Mission,
but the importance of the issues involved necessitate that this
trend now cease and that a senior position be established.

The Committee is concerned about the failure of airlines to prop-
erly fund the pension obligations of their employees and retirees.
Recent bankruptcy court rulings and announcements by other air-
lines that they may seek similar relief from pension obligations,
have precipitated a crisis for the Pension Benefit Guaranty Cor-
poration. As a result, airlines are asking taxpayers to further sub-
sidize their continuing losses.

Within 90 days of the enactment of this Act, the Government Ac-
countability Office is directed to analyze the impact that a re-regu-
lation of the airline industry would have on reducing potential pen-
sion defaults by airlines.

DEPARTMENT-WIDE SYSTEMS AND CAPITAL INVESTMENTS PROGRAMS
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $32,002,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 24,412,000
Recommended in the Dill .......cccceviiiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeeeee e 21,412,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevvieeriieeeniiieeenieee e —10,590,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeeveeeecieeeeciee e —3,000,000

This appropriation funds the modernization of Treasury business
processes and increases in department-wide systems efficiency
through technology investments for systems that involve more than
one Treasury bureau or Treasury’s interface with other govern-
mental agencies.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $21,412,000 for
department-wide systems and capital investment programs,
$3,000,000 below the budget request and $10,590,000 below the fis-
cal year 2005 enacted level.

Of the amount recommended, the Committee has provided
$3,000,000 for various TFI information technology investments.
Should the department require additional resources for this initia-
tive, the Committee directs the department to utilize revenue from
the Treasury Forfeiture Fund, up to $3,000,000. To ensure the ra-
tional and reasonable development and procurement of such invest-
ments, the Committee directs the Government Accountability Of-
fice to provide assistance and oversight as TFI embarks on this sys-
tem development.

Recent reports of unrealized savings from major information
technology (IT) investments, such as those associated with the de-
velopment and implementation of the HR-Connect system, and
award protests associated with the Treasury Communications En-
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terprise (TCE) Network do little to inspire the confidence of the
Committee in the department’s ability to manage its IT portfolio,
or inspire the Committee to fund new systems. Too often, the Com-
mittee is backed into the corner of funding initiatives and systems
based on the promise of management reform, the threat of depart-
mental collapse, or the argument that too much money has been
invested to pull the plug. In this budget climate, the Committee
cannot afford to fund the failure and shortcomings of IT invest-
ments. The Committee directs the department to provide more de-
tailed information in the operating plan regarding all IT initiatives
and investments, development and implementation timelines, and
costs and savings.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccoveereieieeiiieeeiee e $16,368,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 16,722,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccooiiiiiiiiiieiiececeee e 17,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeenniieeeniiee e +632,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccoeveeriienieniienienieenen. +278,000

This appropriation provides agency-wide audit and investigative
functions to identify and correct operational and administrative de-
ficiencies, which create conditions for existing or potential in-
stances of fraud, waste, and mismanagement. The audit function
provides program, contract, and financial statement audit services.
Contract audits provide professional advice to agency contracting
officials on accounting and financial matters relative to negotiation,
award, administration, repricing, and settlement of contracts. Pro-
gram audits review and evaluate all facets of agency operations. Fi-
nancial statement audits assess whether financial statements fairly
present the agency’s financial condition and results of operations,
the adequacy of accounting controls, and compliance with laws and
regulations. The investigative function provides for the detection
and investigation of improper and illegal activities involving pro-
grams, personnel, and operations.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $17,000,000 for
the Office of Inspector General, an increase of $632,000 above the
fiscal year 2005 enacted level and an increase of $278,000 above
the budget request. The increase is for additional audit capability
in the areas of regulation responsibility and the on-going audit of
the Treasury building renovation project. The bill includes
$2,000,000 for official travel expenses, $2,000 for reception and rep-
resentation expenses, and up to $100,000 for unforeseen emer-
gencies.
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TREASURY INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR TAX ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccoveeeeieieeiiieeeiie e $128,093,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 133,286,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiccceeeeeeee e 133,286,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeeiveeriieeeniieeeieee e +5,193,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........ccccoeviieriieiiiiiniieiiieneeits eerreeiee e

The Internal Revenue Service (IRS) Restructuring and Reform
Act of 1998 established the Office of Treasury Inspector General for
Tax Administration (TIGTA) and abolished the IRS Office of the
Chief Inspector. TIGTA conducts audits, investigations, and evalua-
tions to assess the operations and programs of the IRS and its re-
lated entities, the IRS Oversight Board and the Office of Chief
Counsel. The purpose of those audits and investigations is to: (1)
promote the economic, efficient, and effective administration of the
nation’s tax laws and to detect and deter fraud and abuse in IRS
programs and operations; and (2) recommend actions to resolve
fraud and other serious problems, abuses, and deficiencies in these
programs and operations.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $133,286,000 for
the Treasury Inspector General for Tax Administration, an in-
crease of $5,193,000 above the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and
equal to the budget request.

AIR TRANSPORTATION STABILIZATION PROGRAM

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccccveeeeiiieeiieeeeiee e $1,984,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 2,942,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoooiiiiiiiiiiiieceeceee e 2,500,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceverieeriieeeniieeeiiee e +16,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccoeveeriieniieniienienieenee. —942,000

The Air Transportation Stabilization Board was authorized in
the Air Transportation Safety and Stabilization Act to issue
$10,000,000,000 of federal credit instruments to air carriers. The
purpose is “to compensate air carriers for losses incurred by the air
carriers as a result of the terrorist attacks on the United States
that occurred on September 11, 2001”, providing among other cri-
teria, that “such agreement is a necessary part of maintaining a
safe, efficient, and viable commercial aviation system in the United
States”.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $2,500,000 for
the air transportation stabilization program, an increase of $16,000
over the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and $942,000 below the
budget request. The Committee’s recommendation is based on a
lack of justification for the greater expense.
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TREASURY BUILDING AND ANNEX REPAIR AND RESTORATION
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccoveeeeieieeiiieeeiie e $12,217,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 10,000,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiccceeeeeeee e 10,000,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeeiveeriieeeniieeeieee e -2,217,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........ccccoeviieriieiiiiiniieiiieneeits eerreeiee e

This appropriation funds the repairs, selected improvements, and
construction necessary to renovate and maintain the main Treas-
ury Building, the Treasury annex, and other Treasury buildings.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $10,000,000 for
Treasury Building and Annex Repair and Restoration (T-BARR), a
decrease of $2,217,000 below the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and
the same as the budget request. The requested and proposed fund-
ing level should be adequate for the final year of funding for this
project.

FINANCIAL CRIMES ENFORCEMENT NETWORK
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $71,922,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 73,630,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeeee e 73,630,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ......... +1,708,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .

The Financial Crimes Enforcement Network (FinCEN) is respon-
sible for implementing Treasury’s anti-money laundering regula-
tions through administration of the Bank Secrecy Act, 31 U.S.C.
section 5311, et seq. (BSA). It also serves as a United States Gov-
ernment source for the systematic collection and analysis of infor-
mation to assist in the investigation of money laundering and other
financial crimes. FinCEN supports law enforcement investigative
efforts by federal, state, local and international agencies, and fos-
ters interagency and global cooperation against domestic and inter-
national financial crimes. It also provides U.S. policymakers with
strategic analyses of domestic and worldwide trends and patterns.
It prevents money laundering through its regulatory and outreach
programs, including setting policy for and overseeing BSA compli-
ance by financial institutions, and by providing BSA training for
law enforcement, bankers, and bank regulators. Pursuant to the
USA Patriot Act of 2001, FinCEN was made a Treasury Bureau in
recognition of its key role in supporting investigations and other
government efforts to identify and stop the financing of terrorist or-
ganizations and activity. The Patriot Act also gave FinCEN sub-
stantial new responsibilities for collecting, sharing, and managing
financial and other information as part of its counter-terrorism
mission.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $73,630,000 for
the financial crimes enforcement network, an increase of
$1,708,000 above the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and the same
as the budget request.

ALCOHOL AND ToBACCO TAX AND TRADE BUREAU
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .... $82,336,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 62,486,000
Recommended in the bill .............. 91,126,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .............c......... +8,790,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccoeveeviieiienieenieeieeen. +28,640,000

The Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau (TTB) is respon-
sible for the enforcement of laws designed to eliminate certain il-
licit activities and to regulate lawful activities relating to distilled
spirits, beer, wine and nonbeverage alcohol products, and tobacco.
Its responsibilities are focused on collecting revenue; reducing tax-
payer burden and improving service while preventing diversion;
and protecting the public and preventing consumer deception in
certain regulated commodities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $91,126,000 for
the Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau, an increase of
$8,790,000 above the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and
$28,790,000 above the budget request. The budget request assumed
$28,640,000 in revenue from new user fees to be enacted. However,
the Committee never received the proposed legislation authorizing
such fees and assumes that the proposal did not have much merit.
In addition, the bill includes up to $6,000 for official reception and
representation expenses and up to $50,000 for cooperative research
and development programs.

BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING

The Bureau of Engraving and Printing (BEP) designs, manufac-
tures, and supplies Federal Reserve notes, various public debt in-
struments, as well as most evidences of a financial character issued
by the United States, such as postage and internal revenue stamps.
The BEP also executes certain printings for various territories ad-
ministered by the United States, particularly postage and revenue
stamps.

The operations of the BEP are financed by a revolving fund es-
tablished in accordance with the provisions of Public Law 81-656,
August 4, 1950 (31 U.S.C. 181), which requires the BEP to be reim-
bursed by customer agencies for all costs of manufacturing prod-
ucts and services performed. The BEP is also authorized to assess
amounts to acquire capital equipment and provide for working cap-
ital needs. The anticipated work volume is based on estimates of
requirements submitted by agencies served. The following table
summarizes BEP revenue and expense data for fiscal years 2004
through 2006:
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2004 2005 2006
(actual) (estimate) (estimate)
Total revenue $524,752,000 $530,000,000 $575,000,000
Revenue from currency 491,179,000 507,000,000 569,000,000
Revenue from stamps 19,501,000 17,000,000 0
Other revenue 14,072,000 6,000,000 6,000,000
Cost of operations 553,558,000 530,000,000 575,000,000
Net revenue ! (to Treasury) — 28,806,000

1 Capital investments will be less than depreciation, a non-cash expense, in each of these years. In order to avoid accumulating working
capital in excess of Bureau needs, currency prices are set at a level that will result in an annual loss (on paper). This loss will not exceed
the depreciation expense, ensuring the solvency of the Bureau’s revolving fund.

BUREAU OF THE PUBLIC DEBT
ADMINISTERING THE PUBLIC DEBT

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ..........ccccoeeeviiieeiiieecire e $173,765,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 . . 176,923,000
Recommended in the Dill .......ccccoveiiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeeeee e 176,923,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeeniieeenieee e +3,158,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviieeniiiiiiiiieieiieeiies eerreeenreeeaee e

This appropriation provides funds for the conduct of all public
debt operations and the promotion of the sale of U.S. securities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a net appropriation of $176,923,000
for administering the public debt, an increase of $3,158,000 above
the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and the same as the budget re-
quest. The bill includes up to $2,000,000 for systems moderniza-
tion.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS FUND

PrOGRAM
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS FUND PROGRAM
ACCOUNT
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccccovveeiiiiiiiieniienieeiieee e $55,078,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 . . 7,900,000
Recommended in the bill .......... 55,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccoeviiriiieniiniiienieeieeeee — 178,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccceeveeriiiiiieeniiinieieeen. +47,100,000

The Community Development Financial Institutions Fund pro-
vides grants, loans and technical assistance to new and existing
community development financial institutions such as community
development banks, community development credit unions, revolv-
ing loan funds and micro-loan funds. Recipients must use the funds
to support mortgage, small business and economic development
lending in currently underserved, distressed neighborhoods. The
Fund is also responsible for implementation of the Community Re-
newal Tax Relief Act of 2000.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $55,000,000 for
the program in fiscal year 2006, an increase of $47,100,000 when
compared to the budget request, and $78,000 below the fiscal year
2005 funding level. The budget request proposed moving the pro-
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gram to the Department of Commerce as a part of the “Strength-
ening America’s Communities” program, leaving only the adminis-
tration of the New Markets Tax Credit program and the out-
standing award portfolio. The Committee recommends the entire
program remain at the Treasury. Of the funds provided,
$13,000,000 is for administrative costs of the program.

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT SERVICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ............ $229,083,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 236,243,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoeiiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeeeeeeeee e 236,243,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeecieeenieeereee e +7,160,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceevviieeriiiiieiiieieiieeeiies eerreeenireeeaee e

The Financial Management Service (FMS) is responsible for the
management of Federal finances and the collection of Federal debt.
As the Federal Government’s central financial agent, FMS receives
and disburses public monies, maintains government accounts, and
reports on the status of the government’s finances. FMS is also ac-
countable for developing and implementing the most reliable and
efficient financial methods and systems to manage and improve the
Government’s cash management, credit management, and debt col-
lection programs. Pursuant to the Debt Collection Improvement Act
of 1996, FMS became the primary agency for the collecting of fed-
eral non-tax debt that is due and owed to the government. Through
FMS, there is a coordinated effort to collect debt from those who
have defaulted on agreements with the Federal government.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $236,243,000 for
the Financial Management Service, an increase of $7,160,000 above
the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and the same as the budget re-
quest. The bill includes up to $9,220,000 for information systems
modernization initiatives and up to $2,500 for official reception and
representation expenses.

UNITED STATES MINT
UNITED STATES MINT PUBLIC ENTERPRISE FUND

The United States Mint manufactures coins, receives deposits of
gold and silver bullion, and safeguards the Federal government’s
holdings of monetary metals. For fiscal year 1997, Congress estab-
lished the United States Mint Public Enterprise Fund (Public Law
104-52), which authorized the U.S. Mint to use proceeds from the
sale of coins to finance the costs of its operations and which con-
solidated all existing Mint accounts into a single fund. Public Law
104-52 also provides that, in certain situations, the levels of capital
investments for circulating coins and protective services shall fac-
tor into the decisions of the Congress such that those levels com-
pete with other requirements for funding.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a spending level for capital invest-
ments by the U.S. Mint for circulating coinage and protective serv-
ices of $36,900,000, an increase of $12,900,000 above the fiscal year
2005 spending level and the same as the level included in the
budget request. The following table provides basic information on
the revenues, costs, and products of the Mint for fiscal years 2004
through 2006:

Circulating coins Commemorative quarters Numismatic coins Protection
2004 (actual):
Number of coins  11.1 billion .....ccoeuneee. 2.2 billion .o 24 million.
Cost of oper- $194 million ............. $241 million .............. $521 million .............. $39 million.
ations.
Revenue $443 million .............. $560 million .............. $667 million.
2005 (est.):
Number of coins  12.8 billion .........cce... 2.6 billion ..o 22 million.
Cost of oper- $253 million ............. $228 million .............. $709 million ............. $36 million.
ations.
Revenue ............. $524 million .............. $655 million ............. $800 million.
2006 (est.):
Number of coins  12.7 billion .....cccc..ec.. 2.9 billion .o 22 million.
Cost of oper- $242 million .............. $238 million ............. $696 million .............. $39 million.
ations.
Revenue ............ $524 million . $718 million .. $825 million.
Net revenue (to $439 million $775 million $500 million .............. ($41 million).
Treasury).

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
TAX ADMINISTRATION AND OPERATIONS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccocvveerriieeriiieeeniieeenieee e
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .
Recommended in the bill ........ccocoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee,
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccecvviieiiiieiiiiee e cerreeeereeeareeeree e
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 —10,013,555,000

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Internal Revenue Service requested that Congress consoli-
date its existing accounts into a single account that would fund all
taxpayer service and enforcement activities. The Committee denies
this request and retains the existing, discrete account structure.

PROCESSING, ASSISTANCE, AND MANAGEMENT

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccoveeeiiiieeiiieeeieeeeree e $4,056,857,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .... s
Recommended in the bill .........ccccoeeiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeeeceeeeee e 4,181,520,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceviiriiienieniiienieeieeies +124,663,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........cccceevvrieeniieieniieeenieeeene +4,181,520,000

This appropriation provides for processing tax returns and re-
lated documents; processing data for compiling statistics of income;
assisting taxpayers in correct filing of their returns and in paying
taxes that are due; overall planning and direction of the Internal
Revenue Service; and management of financial resources and pro-
curement.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $4,181,520,000 for Processing, As-
sistance and Management, which is $4,181,520,000 above the budg-
et request and $124,663,000 above fiscal year 2005.

Taxpayer service.—The Committee is concerned that, with the in-
creasing focus on enforcement, the IRS might exacerbate problems
with compliance as a result of a lack of resources for taxpayer serv-
ice. It is clear to the Committee that IRS has rushed to meet an
arbitrary figure specified for cuts to service programs, so much so
that clearly IRS has not had time to evaluate the impact its pro-
posals would have on taxpayers, nor has it consulted with stake-
holders. The Committee does not question the notion that some
taxpayer assistance centers (TACs) should be closed or realigned
with other IRS assets to achieve savings. However, the method-
ology used to develop the list of TACs to be closed leaves a great
deal to be desired. Specifically, the Committee is disturbed that the
National Taxpayer Advocate (NTA), the Treasury Inspector Gen-
eral for Tax Administration (TIGTA), the IRS Oversight Board, and
other important stakeholder groups were not consulted during the
development phase of the model that was used to identify which
TACs should be closed. The Committee has included an adminis-
trative provision prohibiting the use of funds to close TACs for fis-
cal year 2006 until TIGTA has completed a thorough, scientific re-
view of the impact this initiative would have on individual tax-
payers. The Committee has included additional bill language that
requires IRS to consult with NTA, TIGTA, the IRS Oversight
Board, and other appropriate parties to receive feedback regarding
data points that are incorporated in the model that determines
which TACs should be closed and the weighting of those factors in
the process.

IRS Oversight Board.—The Committee is concerned that IRS
proposed to reduce funding for the IRS Oversight Board by 50 per-
cent in its budget request. As a result of this concern, the Com-
mittee has included bill language that dedicates $1,500,000 to sup-
port the continued operations of the IRS Oversight Board, which is
an important source of independent information and analysis of
IRS activities. The Committee expects this action will not be nec-
essary in future fiscal years.

The Committee is concerned that disabled military retirees,
whose successful VA disability claims take more than 3 years to be
resolved, are unable to receive the back tax they are owed for more
than 3 years due to IRS statute of limitations. The Committee di-
rects the IRS to work with the VA and report back to the Com-
mittee within 90 days of the enactment of this act on how many
disabled military retirees have been denied the full back tax that
they are owed due to the 3 year statute of limitations, and how
many military retirees have VA disability claims that have been
pending for 3 years or longer and will be penalized by the 3 year
statute of limitations.
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TAX LAW ENFORCEMENT
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005
Budget request, fiscal year 2006

Recommended in the Dbill ........cccooeiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceceeeeeereee e 4,541,466,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeeriieeenieee e +177,927,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccoeveeriiieiiieniienienieenee. +4,541,466,000

This appropriation provides for the examination of tax returns,
both domestic and international; the administrative and judicial
settlement of taxpayer appeals of examination findings; technical
rulings; monitoring employee pension plans; determining qualifica-
tions of organizations seeking tax-exempt status; examining tax re-
turns of exempt organizations; enforcing statutes relating to detec-
tion and investigation of criminal violations of the internal revenue
laws; collecting unpaid accounts; compiling statistics of income and
compliance research; securing unfiled tax returns and payments;
and expanded efforts to reduce overclaims and erroneous filings as-
sociated with the earned income tax credit.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $4,541,466,000, an increase of
$4,541,466,000 over the request and $177,927,000 over fiscal year
2005. Included in the recommendation is $55,584,000 to support
IRS activities under the Interagency Crime and Drug Enforcement
program.

INFORMATION SYSTEMS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005
Budget request, fiscal year 2006

Recommended in the bill .........cccooooiiiiiiiiieiiecccceee s 1,606,846,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccevciiriiiiniiniiienieeieeeee +29,078,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccceeverieeniieeeniieeeeieenens +1,606,846,000

This appropriation provides for service-wide data processing sup-
port, including the evaluation, development, and implementation of
computer systems (including software and hardware) requirements.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $1,606,846,000, an increase of
$1,606,846,000 over the request and $29,078,000 over fiscal year
2005. The Committee has included bill language that makes
$75,000,000 available until September 30, 2007 in order to facili-
tate information technology purchases as requested by IRS.

Information systems vulnerability.—The Committee is concerned
that vulnerability management has been largely overlooked by the
Federal government as a means of securing cyberspace and critical
computer networks. By applying basic vulnerability management
principles, agencies can reduce the annual cost of securing net-
works by identifying cyber security weaknesses, quantifying their
business risk due to exposure, knowing the state of their network
with respect to their specific security policies, enforcing these secu-
rity policies, measuring performance against them over time, and
verifying policy compliance across distributed organizations. In ad-
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dition, vulnerability management can also result in reduced sever-
ity and more effective responses when incidents do occur.

The Committee is aware that the National Institute of Standards
and Technology (NIST) has evaluated and certified a new tech-
nology providing such a vulnerability management solution. This
technology will allow for a greater understanding of where expo-
sures exist, will identify the corresponding business risk, and allow
risks to be eliminated in a systematic, priority-driven manner. The
Committee encourages IRS to review this technology and imple-
ment it, if appropriate.

BUSINESS SYSTEMS MODERNIZATION

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .......ccccccooiiriiiiniiiiiinieeeeeeee $203,360,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 199,000,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooiiiiiiiiieiececeee e 199,000,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccoceveriieneriienenienieneeniene —4,360,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........ccccoeviieiiiiiiiiiiiniiceeits et

This appropriation provides funding for IT contractors to mod-
ernize key business systems of the Internal Revenue Service.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $199,000,000 for
business systems modernization, a decrease of $4,360,000 from the
fiscal year 2005 enacted level and the same as the budget request.
The release of funding from this account is governed by the same
statutory conditions that governed the funds appropriated into this
account in previous years.

The Committee notes that there have been serious concerns
voiced by the IRS Oversight Board, the Government Accountability
Office and the Treasury Inspector General for Tax Administration
with respect to prior program performance. The Committee recog-
nizes that IRS and the PRIME contractor have scaled back the pro-
posed BSM work plan to a more manageable level, and expects that
each milestone for fiscal year 2006 will be met on time and within
budget as a result of providing the budget request.

HEALTH INSURANCE TAX CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $34,562,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 20,210,000
Recommended in the Dill .......ccccoeviiiiiiiiiiiiieccceeeeee e 20,210,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ......... —14,352,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .

This appropriation provides contractor support to develop and
administer the advance payment option for the health insurance
tax credit included in Public Law 107-210, the Trade Act of 2002.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $20,210,000 for
health insurance tax credit administration, a decrease of
$14,352,000 below the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and the same
as the budget request.
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ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE

Sec. 201. The Committee continues a provision that allows the
transfer of 5 percent (3 percent in the case of Tax Law Enforce-
ment) of any appropriation made available to the IRS to any other
IRS appropriation.

Sec. 202. The Committee continues a provision that requires that
IRS maintain a training program in taxpayer rights, dealing cour-
teously with taxpayers, and cross-cultural relations.

Sec. 203. The Committee continues a provision that requires IRS
to institute policies and procedures that will safeguard the con-
fidentiality of taxpayer information.

Sec. 204. The Committee continues a provision that makes funds
available for improved facilities and increased manpower to provide
efficient and effective 1-800 help line service for taxpayers.

Sec. 205. The Committee includes a provision that prohibits IRS
from closing or consolidating taxpayer assistance centers (TACs)
until a thorough study is completed that assesses the impact of clo-
sures on taxpayer compliance. In addition, language is included
that requires IRS to consult with the National Taxpayer Advocate,
the IRS Oversight Board, the Treasury Inspector General for Tax
Administration and IRS employees on the model used to determine
which TACs should be closed.

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Section 210. The Committee continues the provision that allows
the Department of the Treasury to purchase uniforms, insurance,
and motor vehicles without regard to the general purchase price
limitation, and enter into contracts with the State Department for
health and medical services for Treasury employees in overseas lo-
cations.

Section 211. The Committee continues the provision that author-
izes transfer, up to 2 percent, between the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice and the Treasury Inspector General for Tax Administration
under certain circumstances.

Section 212. The Committee continues the provision limiting
funds for the purchase of law enforcement vehicles unless the pur-
chase is consistent with vehicle management principles.

Section 213. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
hibits the Department of the Treasury from undertaking a redesign
of the $1 Federal Reserve note.

Section 214. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
vides for transfers from and reimbursements to “Financial manage-
ment service, salaries and expenses” for the purposes of debt collec-
tion.

Section 215. The Committee continues the provision extending
the life of Treasury’s franchise fund.

Section 216. The Committee continues the provision that re-
quires Congressional approval for the construction and operation of
a museum by the United States Mint.

Section 217. The Committee includes a provision prohibiting
funds in this Act from being used to merge the United States Mint
and the Bureau of Engraving and Printing without the approval of
the House and Senate committees of jurisdiction.
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Section 218. The Committee has modified last year’s provision di-
recting the Secretary of the Treasury to provide report within 90
days of enactment describing how Treasury defines and reports on
the statutory provisions addressing currency manipulation by
America’s trading partners. The department should include in the
report specific examples of what it defines to be currency manipula-
tion, and should include those examples that encompass the full
range of the International Monetary Fund (IMF) definitions, in-
cluding currency pegs, interventions and other forms used to artifi-
cially value a currency. In addition, the department should address
how it consults with the IMF as required by the 1988 Omnibus
Trade Act, how the IMF and the Treasury each separately and
independently define currency manipulation to gain unfair trade
advantage, how the Treasury factors its own evaluation and defini-
tion of manipulation into consultations with IMF, and how the
Treasury’s final determination in the semi-annual report to Con-
gress reflects both views. The secretary should report the countries
and occasions when it has cited a trading partner since the 1988
Trade Act, the specific citations and definitions for citing them, and
the total numbers of times the department has cited America’s
trading partners.

TITLE III—-DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation:
Program Level .......ccccoooiiiioiiiieiiieeeeeeeeee e
Rescissions ........ccocc...e.

$37,650,238,000
—2,493,600,000

Offsetting Collections ...
Net Appropriation
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation:
Program Level .......ccccooiiiiiiiiiiiicicceeceeee e
Rescissions .........ccoeuuee.
Offsetting Collections ...
Net Appropriation
Fiscal year 2006 budget request:
Program Level ......cccooooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeceee e
Rescissions ........ccoce...e.
Offsetting Collections ...
Net Appropriation

—2,016,000,000
33.452,052,000

35,108,400,000
—2.321,000,000
—2,850,000,000
31,915,207,000

33,347,486,000
—2,321,000,000
—1,959,000,000
29.147,486,000

Comparison with Fiscal year 2005 appropriation:

Program Level 1,536,845,000

Rescissions ......... 172,600,000
Offsetting Collections ... 834,000,000
Net Appropriation .........cccccceccerieenieniieenienieeneeeieenne 1,536,845,000

Comparison with Fiscal year 2006 budget request:

Program Level .......ccoceeeiiiiiiiieeceeeeee e 4,304,566,000

Rescissions ........ccccuveeeen —149,248,000
Offsetting Collections ... —57,000,000
Net Appropriation ........ccccccceecceeeeiiieeeesieeeeeeeeceeeeeenens 4,304,566,000

The Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) was
established by the Department of Housing and Urban Development
Act of 1965 (Public Law 89-174). HUD is the principal federal
agency responsible for administering and regulating programs and
industries concerned with the nation’s housing needs, economic and
community development, and fair housing opportunities.

In carrying out the mission of serving the needs and interests of
the nation’s communities and of the people who live and work in
them, HUD administers mortgage and loan insurance programs,
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rental and homeownership subsidy programs for low-income fami-
lies, neighborhood rehabilitation programs, and community devel-
opment programs.

The Committee recommends a total program level of
$33,452,042,000 for the Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, an increase of $1,536,835,000 above the fiscal year 2005
level, and $4,304,556,000 above the request.

Over the past five years, the Committee has demonstrated the
high priority it places on housing and community development pro-
grams by providing significant additional resources to the Depart-
ment at a time of fiscal constraint. Total funding provided for HUD
programs has increased by 15 percent in five years. However, de-
spite this large increase, funding for most HUD programs has re-
mained flat, or been reduced, because Section 8 funding has grown
by 45 percent and in the budget recommended by the Committee
for 2006, Section 8 will consume 60 percent of the entire HUD
budget. Most of the growth has occurred in Section 8 voucher re-
newals, which has increased by almost 30 percent since fiscal year
2001. Such growth is not sustainable and reform is imperative to
ensure that all of the nation’s housing and community development
needs can continue to receive Federal assistance.

PuBLIC AND INDIAN HOUSING
TENANT BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $15,531,400,000

Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ................. 14,765,900,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request ........ccccoecveeerieeiniieeiniieeeieeeeeen. 15,845,194,000
Comparison with Fiscal year 2005 appropriation .................. +765,480,000
Comparison with Fiscal year 2006 budget request ................ —313,794,000

The Committee recommends a total of $15,531,400,000 in total
funding for this account, an increase of almost $765,480,000 above
the 2005 enacted level in total and $734,471,000 above the amount
enacted in 2005 for the renewal of tenant-based Section 8 vouchers.
Consistent with the Administration’s request the Committee con-
tinues the advance of $4,200,000,000 of the funds appropriated
under this heading for Section 8 programs to October 1, 2006. The
entire advance is limited to this account. However, language in in-
cluded in this account, which allows the Secretary to transfer up
to $200,000,000 of the advance appropriation to the Project Based
Rental Assistance Account during periods of Continuing Resolu-
tions and if funds are available.

Voucher Renewals.—The Committee is providing $14,089,756,000
the same as requested and a 6% increase in funds compared to fis-
cal year 2005 for the renewal of tenant based vouchers. This is con-
siderably more than rents have increased and, in fact, there is
some evidence to suggest that, nation-wide, subsidies for rental as-
sistance have begun to level off relative to their 2004 levels. How-
ever funds are not being reduced to reflect the potential for lower
costs because the evidence is not yet complete and the rise in ten-
ant-based rents over the past 5 years has been more than 40%. The
Department is instructed to monitor and report to the House and
Senate Committees on Appropriations each quarter on the trends
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in Section 8 subsidy and to report on the extent to which changes
in subsidy are due to changes in rent or changes in tenant income.
The Committee will conduct a review of the trends in gross rents
and subsidy requirements prior to enactment of a final bill.

The 2006 Committee recommendation completes the transition of
the appropriations for this program from a “unit-based” system
back to a “budget-based” program as the program has historically
operated. Whereas in fiscal year 2005, Congress estimated the costs
of the Tenant-based program based on units under lease during the
three-month period that immediately preceded passage of the Act,
that level set the baseline for all future appropriations. This Act
builds upon that by providing sufficient funds to renew all of the
vouchers under lease on which appropriations were based in FY
2005 prior to the pro rata reduction required to stay within appro-
priated amounts, adjusted by the local Annual Adjustment Factor
(reflecting actual local rent increases) for 2005 and inflation esti-
mates for 2006, plus funds for the estimated number of renewal of
units entering the TBRA Account from other forms of assistance for
the first time in 2005.

The Committee recognizes that a fully “budget based” system
now in effect leaves the Public Housing Authorities with a single
fixed amount for the calendar year and with the difficult task of
maximizing the renewal of vouchers while existing under a complex
regime of rules and requirements that do nothing to facilitate the
process. Absent real reforms to the program to reduce costs and
dramatic changes to the program’s implementation guidelines to re-
duce the administrative burden, the Committee directs the Depart-
ment to take whatever regulatory and administrative actions it can
to increase flexibility, reduce administrative burden and streamline
program implementation. The Committee directs the Department
to provide a full report on the regulatory and administrative ac-
tions available to the Department by September 1, 2005.

HUD is also instructed to establish the formula necessary to dis-
tribute funds to the PHAs based on the methodology described
above and must communicate to each PHA, within 45 days of en-
actment, the fixed amount that will be made available to each PHA
for calendar year 2006. Language is repeated this year to ensure
that all funds are assigned and obligated expeditiously and that
the Department holds no funds in reserve. The amount being pro-
vided in this account is the only source of Federal funds that may
be used to renew tenant-based vouchers. The amounts appropriated
here may not be augmented from any other source.

The Committee has been made aware that the use of the May/
June/July data may have had an adverse impact on some of the
June PHAs or created other anomalous results. Therefore, lan-
guage is included to set aside up to $45,000,000 within renewal
funding for the purpose of restoring vouchers to those public hous-
ing entities that were severely reduced solely due to the snapshot
of costs in the fiscal year 2005 Act and due to an extraordinary in-
crease in costs from portability over the past year. The Secretary
shall set the thresholds for each request for funds by a public hous-
ing and has complete discretion on the amount to provide, if any,
after verification of the information provided.

These are one-time adjustments that reset the baseline for the
future allocation of funds and Public housing agencies must con-
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tinue to manage their Section 8 programs on a budget basis estab-
lished in the 2005 Appropriations Act. Yet the issue of portability
continues to be troubling and the Department is instructed, prior
to the submission of the 2007 budget, to develop and submit pro-
posals to minimize the cost that portability could have on PHAs op-
erating on a fixed annual budget.

The Committee has reviewed carefully but not agreed to the Ad-
ministration’s request for a central fund. The Administration has
not clearly identified the circumstances under which the funds
would be made available, and its inclusion could lead public hous-
ing agencies to anticipate the availability of additional funding
above their fixed budget allocation.

The Committee encourages HUD to continue working with the
City of Baltimore Housing Authority to identify ways that the City
of Baltimore Housing Authority can implement the terms of the
federal court order arising out of Bailey et al v. Housing Authority
of Baltimore City.

Tenant protection.—The Committee provides $165,700,000 for
tenant protection vouchers, $4,004,000 more than enacted for 2005
and $188,381,000 less than the Administration requested. The Ad-
ministration’s request assumed the full implementation of a final
mandatory conversion (demolition) rule for public housing units
that should not be rehabilitated on the basis of a cost benefit anal-
ysis. This rule is not going to be fully implemented in time to re-
quire that first time vouchers of the entire 30,000 units assumed.
Hence, the Committee has provided funding for tenant protection
vouchers at the historic levels requested for this fiscal year.

Administrative Fees.—The Committee recommends
$1,225,000,000 for allocation to the PHASs to conduct activities asso-
ciated with placing and maintaining individuals under Section 8
assistance. This amount is $24,574,000 below the enacted level for
2005 and $70,408,000 below the levels proposed by the Administra-
tion. This reduction reflects the shift of contracts currently handled
by HUD’s financial management center (FMC) to the project based
Section 8 program, and therefore no longer administered by the
PHAs. The Committee does not include funds as requested for a
contract to determine the appropriate and reasonable administra-
tive fee structure. The proper time to readdress the issue of Admin-
istrative fee structures is after the Congress has implemented sig-
nificant reforms to the administrative requirements. Until then the
Department is instructed to allocate fees based on the pro rata allo-
cation methodology used for the 2005.

Although no assumption is made about the enactment of author-
izing legislation to reduce the administrative burden on PHAs, it
is reasonable for the Committee to assume that some immediate
short-term reductions in burden can occur. Therefore, the Depart-
ment shall provide the Committee with a list of administrative and
regulatory changes that can be put in place in time to benefit
PHAs for 2006, no later than September 1, 2005.

Family Self-Sufficiency Coordinators (FSS).—The Committee in-
cludes $45,000,000 for FSS coordinators, the same amount as en-
acted for 2005 and $10,000,000 less than requested by the Admin-
istration. Coordinators help residents link up with important serv-
ices in the community to speed the achievement of self-sufficiency.
The Department provided no data or other information to dem-
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onstrate that the number of PHAs participating in the FSS pro-
gram would increase by more than 50. Hence the requested in-
crease is denied.

Working Capital Fund.—The Committee provides the requested
amount of $5,900,000 for transfer to the Working Capital Fund
(WCF). In that this is a minimum amount, the Department is en-
couraged to apply whatever resources are needed to complete the
development of a secure, scalable and workable information collec-
tion system so that the Department and the Congress can get a
better understanding of the public assistance inventory. This
should be HUD’s top priority for infrastructure development.

PROJECT-BASED RENTAL ASSISTANCE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation 5,088,300,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ............. 5,298,272,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 5,072,100,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request +16,200,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriations —209,972,000

The Project-Based Rental Assistance account (PBRA) provides a
rental subsidy to a private landlord tied to a specific housing unit
so that the properties themselves, rather than the individual living
in the unit, remain subsidized. Amounts provided in this account
include funding for the renewal of expiring project-based contracts,
including Section 8, moderate rehabilitation, and single room occu-
pancy (SRO) contracts, amendments to Section 8 project-based con-
tracts, and administrative costs for performance-based project-
based Section 8 contract administrators and costs associated with
administering moderate rehabilitation and single room occupancy
contracts.

The Committee provides a total of $5,088,300,000 for the annual
renewal of project-based contracts, of which $147,200,000 is for the
costs of contract administrators and $1,000,000 is for the Working
Capital Fund.

This is $255,103,000 below the enacted level for fiscal year 2005
and is $17,000,000 above the Administration’s Request. The Com-
mittee agrees with the Administration’s request to use the recap-
ture of project-based recaptures for the renewal of project based
contracts as well as amendments beginning in 2006. Until now the
use of excess funds from long-term expiring contracts has been lim-
ited to amendments. Therefore, the Committee agrees that no in-
crease in new appropriations is necessary to meet the 2006 needs
of this program. However, the Committee concluded that the Ad-
ministration’s assumptions concerning costs savings due to the
rental income verification (RHIIP) and mark-to-market restruc-
tures is pure speculation and unsupportable. Therefore, savings
proposed by the Administration for these activities, are rejected by
the Committee.

Instead, language is included in the Tenant-Based Rental Assist-
ance Account that allows the Department to transfer up to
$200,000,000 of the advance appropriation available during fiscal
year 2006, if sufficient new funds or recaptures are not available
when needed or the government operates under a continuing reso-
lution. Prior to 2005, the project based program had access to the
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advanced appropriation during periods when new appropriations
were not available on October 1st.

The Committee is taking action that was not proposed by the Ad-
ministration to protect all project-based units covered by HUD con-
tracts. Language is included to permit Section 8 performance-based
contract administration funds to be available for performance-
based contract administration for other forms of project-based sub-
sidy payments such as the debt service subsidy paid on Sec. 236
projects and the rent subsidies provided Supportive Housing for the
Elderly and the Disabled as well as the rent supplement and rental
assistance payment programs. The Department will be permitted to
use a portion of appropriations, in addition to recaptures, to utilize
performance-based contract administrators to improve oversight
and management of these other forms of project-based assistance.

HOUSING CERTIFICATE FUND

(RESCISSION)

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation —$2,493,600,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ............. —1,557,000,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request .........cccccoceeveveeveneeneneenne. —2,500,000,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation .......... +936,600,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ....... —6,400,000

The Committee recommends a rescission of $2,493,600,000 from
unobligated balances and carryover remaining in the Housing Cer-
tificate Fund from the Section 8 tenant-based and project-based
rental assistance programs as proposed in the budget request.

Language is included under this account clarifying that excess
balances in the Housing Certificate Fund shall not be used to aug-
ment fiscal year 2006 funding for the tenant-based rental assist-
ance. The Committee believes such practice is inappropriate since
it results in total program spending in excess of the levels appro-
priated in the bill leading to future funding problems that create
instability and uncertainty for the individuals who rely on the pro-
gram and jeopardize funding for other important housing pro-
grams.

PuBLIC HOUSING CAPITAL FUND
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation ...........cccceeecuveeeeciveeenveeeenveeescnnennn $2,600,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ............. 2,579,200,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 2,327,200,000

Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ........... +20,800,000

Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request +272,800,000

The Public Housing Capital Fund provides funding for public
housing capital programs, including public housing development
and modernization. Examples of capital modernization projects in-
clude replacing roofs and windows, improving common spaces, up-
grading electrical and plumbing systems, and renovating the inte-
rior of an apartment.

The Committee recommends a total funding level of
$2,600,000,000, an increase of $20,080,000 above the 2005 enacted
level and $272,800,000 above the Administration’s request. Within
the amounts provided the committee directs that:
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—$17,000,000 is made available for Emergency Capital
needs; the Committee continues last year’s language to ensure
that funds are used only for repairs needed due to an unfore-
seen and unanticipated emergency event or natural disaster
event that occurs during fiscal year 2006.

—$24,000,000 is directed to the Resident Opportunity and
Supportive Services, as requested by the Administration.

—$11,000,000 is directed to Administrative receiverships, as
requested for remediation of troubled PHAs. No funds are
being provided for Technical Assistance based on the large
build up of unobligated balances. The Department is expected
to cover the costs of the fair market rents (FMR) surveys from
funds remaining available in this account;

—$8,820,000 is directed to the support of administrative and
judicial receiverships, as requested, and

—No less than $10,000,000 for transfer to the Working Cap-
ital Fund to support the development of and modifications to,
information technology systems which support Public and In-
dian Housing (PIH) programs. This reflects the Committee’s
continued concern that investments must be made to correct
deficiencies in PIH information technology systems to improve
PIH’s ability to conduct appropriate financial and management
oversight of its programs.

As requested, the recommendation does not designate a separate
set-aside for the Neighborhood Networks grants because such ac-
tivities are already an eligible use of capital funds.

In addition the Committee does not provide funding for the Sec-
tion 23 Lease adjustments since all Section 23 public housing units
have already been converted to Section 8 vouchers.

The Department is directed to continue to provide the quarterly
detailed reports on those PHA with obligation rates of less than 90
percent.

PuBLICc HOUSING OPERATING FUND
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation ..........cccceeeeuveerecuveeenneeennns $3,600,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ................. 2,438,300,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 3,407,300,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation .......... 1,161,644,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ....... +192,700,000

The Public Housing Operating Fund (PHOF) subsidizes the costs
associated with operating and maintaining public housing. This
subsidy supplements funding received by public housing authorities
(PHA) from tenant rent contributions and other income. In accord-
ance with Section 9 of the United States Housing Act of 1937, as
amended, funds are allocated by formula to public housing authori-
ties for the following purposes: utility costs; anticrime and anti-
drug activities, including the costs of providing adequate security;
routine maintenance cost; administrative costs; and general oper-
ating expenses.

The Committee has provided $3,600,000,000 for the Federal
share of PHA operating expenses. This amount is $192,700,000
greater than the Administration requested and $1,161,644,000
greater than the enacted level for fiscal year 2005. In 2005 the
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Congress enacted a one-time shift in the payment of funds to
PHAS, which resulted in the one-time savings of almost one billion
dollars. The Committee has restored funding for public housing op-
erating subsidies to but could only do so by reducing other HUD
programs. As requested, up to $10,000,000 may be used for the
“graduation bonus.”

In 2001, Congress funded and mandated that the Department es-
tablish the costs of operating a well run Public Housing Authority.
This report to the Congress, which became known as the Harvard
Study, made several important recommendations to reform the cur-
rent allocation formula to better align the allocation with the ac-
tual costs. Congress, in fiscal year 2005 mandated that HUD and
the public housing industry negotiate a new regulation to imple-
ment the Harvard Study. This was completed and a consensus re-
port was issued on June 10, 2004. The PHA community entered
into negotiations in good faith and the results were negotiated not
on the basis of a specific dollar amount but on a more equitable
distribution of the funds. Once transition costs are removed, the
amount required is not significantly greater than the amounts ap-
propriated in recent years. That negotiation process and the result
has been undercut and rendered irrelevant by the Administration’s
proposed rule.

Hence language is included that requires funds be allocated to
the PHAs in accordance with the negotiated outcome as set forth
in the “Post 4th Session Rule” signed on June 10th 2004. In addi-
tion $50,000,000 is designated within the amounts provided to as-
sist in the conversion to asset management for those public housing
agencies that would lose more than 5 percent in funding compared
to the existing Performance Funding System.

The detailed operating formula based on the instructions above
shall be developed and submitted to the Committee in conjunction
with or as part of the Department’s Operating Plan.

As proposed, language designating $10,000,000 for transfer to
the Department of Justice to be allocated by the Attorney General
through existing programs, such as Weed and Seed is not included
in fiscal year 2006. However, all activities previously authorized
under the public housing drug elimination program (PHDEP) are
permissible activities under the operating and capital fund ac-
counts.

The Committee includes language, as proposed in the budget, re-
stating fundamental principles of appropriations law which pro-
hibits funds appropriated in this Act for fiscal year 2005 payments
from being used to supplement a prior year appropriation for prior
year payments.

The committee also continues language, carried in prior years,
prohibiting funds from being used for section 9(k) activities. Pro-
posed language is not included making funds available for two
years.
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REVITALIZATION OF SEVERELY DISTRESSED PuBLIC HOUSING (HOPE
VI)

Fiscal year 2006 Recommendation $0
Fiscal year 2005 Appropriation ............ 142,848,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request .........cccecceeeeviveinnviieeniieeennns — 142,848,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 Appropriation — 142,848,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ................... +142,848,000

The Revitalization of Severely Distressed Public Housing pro-
gram, also known as HOPE VI, provides competitive grants to pub-
lic housing authorities to revitalize entire neighborhoods adversely
impacted by the presence of badly deteriorated public housing
projects. In addition to developing and constructing new affordable
housing, the program provides PHAs with the authority to demol-
ish obsolete projects and to provide self-sufficiency services for fam-
ilies who reside in and around the facility.

The Committee does not provide funds for the HOPE VI program
in 2006. The Administration did not request funds for this pro-
gram. Language proposed by the Administration to rescind funds
appropriated for 2005 is not included.

The Committee recognizes that this program has had a varied
and controversial history. On the one hand, the projects that have
been completed have been successful and demonstrate what the
program could accomplish. On the other hand, the Administration
has provided an overwhelming case that far too many projects have
not been completed in a timely way. Many funded years ago have
yet to start. Currently over $2 billion in funds from prior years re-
main in a backlog and hundreds of vouchers have remained unused
for years. Furthermore, resistance to the program from tenants re-
mains strong, further delaying many projects.

Most importantly, the Committee is convinced that, although 10
years have been an important demonstration period, the per-unit
costs of the program is too high, relative to alternatives, to be sus-
tained over the long run. Yet promises of reform and a new long-
term strategy for achieving some of the program’s objectives has
not been forthcoming.

Therefore, the Committee believes that the best course of action
is to reject the Administration’s request to rescind the 2005 fund-
ing making those funds available in 2006 for grant awards, but
until a new authorization is enacted by Congress to revise and re-
form the program, no further funding is merited.

NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANTS
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

Fiscal year 2006 Recommendation $600,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 Appropriation .... 621,984,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request .........cccccevveeecrveeennnenn. 582,600,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation —21,984,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ........ +17,400,000

The Native American Housing Block Grants program provides
funds to Indian tribes and their tribally designated housing entities
(TDHESs) to address housing needs within their communities. The
block grant is designed to fund a TDHE’s operating requirements
and capital needs.
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The Committee recommends $600,000,000 for the Native Amer-
ican Block Grant and the Indian Community Development Block
Grant Fund. This is $17,400,000 more than the Administration re-
quested and $21,984,000 less than enacted in 2005. The Commit-
tee’s recommendation to reduce funding relative to 2005 enacted
levels is based on the Administration’s official estimate that
$97,000,000 in previously appropriated funds will carry over into
2006.

In 2003 when HUD began using the new 2000 Census data HUD
shifted the basis for the needs portion of the formula distribution
of funds from single race to the multi-race database. The Com-
mittee has become aware that this shift has caused serious disrup-
tion and the loss of funding for a majority of single race tribes,
which benefit from the use of single race data. Therefore, language
is included instructing HUD to distribute funds on the basis of sin-
gle race of multi race data which ever is the higher amount for
each recipient. Additional funding has been provided to ensure that
no grant recipient will lose funding as a result of the new calcula-
tion of need.

The Indian CDBG program was previously funded as a set aside
in the Community Development Block Grant, and the Committee
agrees with the Administration’s proposal that the Indian CDBG
program is best combined with the Native American Block grant
and should be administered by the Office of Public and Indian
Housing. However, as proposed, the balances remaining in each
program shall remain separate and be administered separately.

Of the amounts made available under this heading,

G—$549,342,000 is provided for the Native American Block

rant
G—$45,000,000 is provided for the Indian Community Block

rant

—$2,000,000 is included for Section 601 loan guarantees, the
same as enacted for FY 2005, to guarantee $17,900,000 in new
loans. However, the Department is advised that loan level ac-
tivity must be monitored to ensure that sufficient grant funds
are available as collateral for new loans.

—$2,308,000 is for Technical Assistance training and associ-
ated travel,

—$150,000 is transferred to the Department Salary and Ex-
penses account and,;

—$1,200,000 for the Native for American Indian Housing
Council to conduct training and technical assistance.

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANT

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation ............c.ceceeevieerieeniienieenieeneeennen. $8,815,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation .......cc.cccceeeeveeeerveeererneeesveeeesveeessnneens 0
Fiscal year 2006 budget request ..........ccccceeveeeevienieens . 8,815,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation +8,815,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request 0

The Hawaiian Homelands Homeownership Act of 2000 created
the Native Hawaiian Housing Block Grant program to provide
grants to the State of Hawaii Department of Hawaiian Home
Lands (DHHL) for housing and housing related assistance to de-
velop, maintain and operate affordable housing for eligible low-in-
come Native Hawaiian families.
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The Committee recommends $8,815,000 for this program, the
same as provided in fiscal year 2005 as a set aside under the Com-
munity Development Block Grant heading. The committee agrees
to fund the program as a separate account as proposed in the budg-
et. Of the amounts provided, $352,606 is for technical assistance.

INDIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Limitation on direct

Program account Loans

Fiscal year 2006 Recommendation .................... $2,645,000 $98,966,942
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ............. 4,960,000 145,345,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 2,645,000 98,967,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appro-
Pri8tiON ..ooceiiiiieiiieiie ettt —2,315,000 —46,378,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget
TEQUESTE it e 0 0

Section 184 of the Housing and Community Development Act of
1992 establishes a loan guarantee program for Native Americans
to build or purchase homes on trust land. This program provides
access to sources of private financing for Indian families and In-
dian housing authorities that otherwise cannot acquire financing
because of the unique legal status of Indian trust land. This financ-
ing vehicle enables families to construct new homes or to purchase
existing properties on reservations.

The Committee recommends $2,645,000 in new credit subsidy for
the Section 184 loan guarantee program, the same amount re-
quested by the Administration and $2,315,000 below the fiscal year
2005 enacted level. This will be sufficient to guarantee $98,967,000
in new loans. The Committee strongly supports the issue of the
program of loan guarantees for the purchase, construction or reha-
bilitation of single-family homes on trust or restricted lands. How-
ever, the Department has indicated that of the $4,960,000 enacted
for fiscal year 2005, $3,161,000 will carry over into 2006. Hence in
total, more resources will be available in fiscal year 2006 than in
fiscal year 2005. Of the amounts made available, $250,000 is trans-
ferred to the Department’s Salary and Expenses Account.

NATIVE HAWAIIAN HOUSING LOAN GUARANTEE FUND PROGRAM
ACCOUNT

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Limitation on direct

Program account
8T Loans

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation ..................... $882,000 $35,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ......... 992,000 39,403,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 882,000 35,000,000
Comparison with Fiscal year 2005 appro-
Priation ..ooecevieeiiiieeeeeiee e —110,000 —2,403,000
Comparison with Fiscal year 2006 budget
TEQUESE it 0 0

The Hawaiian Homelands Homeownership Act of 2000 created
the Native Hawaiian Housing Loan Guarantee Fund program to
provide loan guarantees for native Hawaiian individuals and their
families, the Department of Hawaiian Home Lands, the Office of
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Hawaiian Affairs, and private nonprofit organizations experienced
in the planning and in the development of affordable housing for
Native Hawaiians for the purchase, construction, and/or rehabilita-
tion of single-family homes on Hawaiian Home Lands. This pro-
gram provides access to private sources of financing that would
otherwise not be available because of the unique legal status of Ha-
waiian Home Lands.

The Committee recommends $882,000 for this program the same
as requested to guarantee a total loan volume of $35,000,000, the
full amount requested. Language is included transferring $35,000
to the HUD salaries and expenses account for administrative ex-
penses.

COMMUNITY PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH AIDS

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $285,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ............. 281,751,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request .........ccccevveveviieneriiencnnennne 268,000,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ........... +3,272,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ................... +17,000,000

The Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA) pro-
gram is authorized by the Housing Opportunities for Persons with
AIDS Act. This program provides States and localities with re-
sources and incentives to devise long-term comprehensive strate-
gies to meet the housing needs of persons with HIV/AIDS and their
families. Ninety percent of funding is distributed by formula to
qualifying States and metropolitan areas on the basis of the cumu-
lative number and incidences of AIDS reported to the Centers for
Disease Control. The remaining 10 percent of funding is distributed
through a national competition. Government recipients are re-
quired to have a HUD-approved Comprehensive Plan/Comprehen-
sive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS).

For fiscal year 2006, the Committee recommends $285,000,000,
an increase of $3,272,000 over the enacted levels for fiscal year
2005, and an increase of $17,000,000 above the budget request.
Within the total amount provided, $1,000,000 is for technical as-
sistance, training and oversight as requested. The Committee con-
tinues to believe that creating new housing opportunities for per-
sons with AIDS should be the priority for HOPWA funding.

Bill language is included, carried in previous years, which re-
quires the Secretary to renew expiring permanent supportive hous-
ing contracts previously funded under the national competition,
which meet all program requirements, before awarding new com-
petitive grants.

RURAL HOUSING AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $10,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ............. 23,808,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 0
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ........... —13,808,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request +10,000,000

This account provides funding to rural non-profit organizations,
community development corporations, Indian tribes, State housing
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finance agencies, State economic development and/or Federally rec-
ognized community development agencies.

The Committee recommends $10,000,000 funding for this pro-
gram. The Administration requested no funds for this program.
Most initiatives in rural economic transformation are and should
be funded through the US Department of Agriculture (USDA),
which has the expertise in rural economic development, rural hous-
ing and community stabilization. These funds are intended to de-
velop innovative economic strategies.

EMPOWERMENT ZONES/ENTERPRISE COMMUNITIES

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $0
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ............. 9,920,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 0
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ........... —9,920,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request 0

This account provides discretionary grant funding to 15 urban
Enterprise Zones and Enterprise Communities (EZ/ECs) designated
in Round II.

The statute that created Round II EZ/ECs did not authorize dis-
cretionary grant funding for these communities, but instead au-
thorized tax incentives to stimulate revitalization efforts in these
communities. However, since fiscal year 1999, discretionary grant
funds have been provided under this account.

The Committee recommends no funding for this program. The
Administration requested no funding for this program. As the 10-
year Round II program winds down communities should use their
remaining funds from prior year appropriations to close out activi-
ties funded by the grants.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FUND
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $4,151,500,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ............. 4,671,328,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request .........ccccccveeeeciveeeevieeescieeennnns 0
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ........... —-519,828,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 budget request +4,151,500,000

The Community Development Fund provides funding to State
and local governments, and to other entities that carry out commu-
nity and economic development activities under various programs.

The Committee recommends a total of $4,151,500,000 for the
Community Development Fund account, a decrease of $519,828,000
from the amount provided in fiscal year 2005 and an increase of
$4,151,500,000 to the fiscal year 2006 budget request.

Of the amounts made available:

—$3,859,900,000 is for the formula grants and the state
share, $250,000,000 below the level enacted for FY 2005. The
Administration proposed to eliminate this program. HUD is in-
structed to use the same methodology as used in FY 2005 to
distribute these funds.

—$290,000,000 for economic development initiative activi-
ties; and

—$1,600,000 is transferred to the Working Capital Fund.



94

The Committee has maintained the formula program at the high-
est possible level for fiscal year 2006, consistent with the need to
fully fund rental assistance and operating programs for low income
families administered by public housing authorities, the disabled
and in spite of the Administration’s pressure to reduce and retarget
the funds to non-economic development activities. However, while
maintaining the basic program intact, the Committee was not able
to also maintain the large number of set asides for special pro-
grams and organizations that have been traditionally funded with-
in this account.

As a result, the Committee has recommended a significant reduc-
tion in the number of programs to be included as set asides in the
Community Development Fund, and agrees that the Community
Development Fund should focus entirely on traditional CDBG ac-
tivities. Self-Help and other organizations that assist primarily in
home ownership will no longer be funded as part of the Community
Development Fund in order to maximize the amount to be distrib-
uted for the formula.

In addition, the Department’s renewed emphasis on maximizing
the allocation of funds where the needs are greatest is undermined
by the continued growth in set asides that diminish the amount of
funds that can be distributed in this manner. This problem was
made more acute in fiscal year 2006 because the Committee was
not able to fully fund the Community Development Fund at the
levels provided in 2005.

However, although many of the programs that began as one time
funding requirements have not achieved self-sufficiency as hoped,
the Committee does not agree with the Administration’s proposal
to terminate all funding for all set asides that were funded in fiscal
year 2005 within the CDF. Several have been merged with other
similar programs in HUD, as noted elsewhere in this report.
Youthbuild is proposed by the Administration for transfer and
merger with the Job Corps in the Department of Labor and there-
fore is not funded in this bill. Others are funded in a new account,
which was proposed by the Administration solely for The Self-Help
Homeownership Opportunity program, but which the Committee
has expanded to include other homeownership assistance activities
and organizations formerly funded under this heading.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT LOAN GUARANTEES PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Limitation on Guar-

Program cost anteed loans

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation ..................... $0 $0
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ......... 5,952,000 275,000,000

Fiscal year 2006 budget request 0 0
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appro-

Priation ....ccoceveeeiiiinieieiecee e 5,952,000 —2175,000,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget

TEQUESE; eveeiiieeiiieeiieeeee e 0 0

The Section 108 Loan Guarantees program underwrites private
market loans to assist local communities in the financing of the ac-
quisition and rehabilitation of publicly-owned real property, reha-
bilitation of housing, and certain economic development projects.
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The Committee recommends no funds for this program. No funds
were requested by the Administration. $6,900,000 was enacted in
fiscal year 2005 for a loan level of $275,000,000. While the Com-
mittee recognizes that there is a place for a non-competitive loan
program to fill gaps in funding at the local level, this program is
not consistent with current government loan principles and has not
been fully utilized due to the reluctance to use CDBG funds as col-
lateral. It is also somewhat inconsistent with HUD’s attempts to
refocus and a target CDBG grant funds to localities in the greatest
need. The committee would welcome program changes that would
reduce the loan guarantee below 100 percent and provide for collat-
eral from non-CDBG sources of funds.

BROWNFIELDS REDEVELOPMENT

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $0
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ............. 23,808,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request .........ccceccveeeeviveeeeviieencieeennnns 0
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ... —23,808,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 budget request 0

The Brownfields Redevelopment program provides competitive
economic development grants in conjunction with section 108 loan
guarantees for qualified Brownfields projects. Grants are made in
accordance with section 108(q) selection criteria.

The goal of the program is to return contaminated sites to pro-
ductive uses with an emphasis on creating substantial numbers of
jobs for lower-income people in physically and economically dis-
tressed neighborhoods.

The Committee recommends no funding for the Brownfields Re-
development Program at HUD. The Administration has requested
no funding for the past several years. Congress enacted
$23,808,000 in fiscal year 2005. The Committee believes that due
to the recent dramatic increases in funding in EPA and expanded
EPA authority in recent authorizations for this program, HUD
funding is no longer essential or appropriate.

HoME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $1,900,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ............. 1,899,680,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request ..........ccceceevieeviienieevieeneennns 1,941,000,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ........... +320,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ................... —41,000,000

The HOME investment partnerships program provides grants to
States, units of local government, Indian tribes and insular areas,
through formula allocation, for the purpose of expanding the supply
of affordable housing in the jurisdiction. Upon receipt, State and
local governments develop a comprehensive housing affordability
strategy that enables them to acquire, rehabilitate, or construct
new affordable housing, or to provide rental assistance to eligible
families.

The Committee recommends $1,900,000,000 for activities funded
under this account, the same as enacted in fiscal year 2005 and
$41,000,000 below the request. Funds are provided as follows:
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—Formula Grants: $1,790,000,000 for formula grants for
participating jurisdictions (States, units of local government
and consortia of units of local government) and insular areas,
an increase of $59,000,000 above the amount requested and
$10,000,000 above the amount enacted for fiscal year 2005
level. Of the amount provided, pursuant to the statute, at least
15 percent of each participating jurisdiction’s allocation is re-
served for housing that is developed, sponsored, or owned by
Community Housing Development Organizations (CHDOs);

—Housing Counseling: $41,700,000 for housing counseling
programs. The Committee has continued funding for this activ-
ity within this account rather than creating a separate account
as proposed in the budget request;

—HOME/CHDO Technical Assistance: $17,300,000 for tech-
nical assistance activities for State and local participating ju-
risdictions and non-profit CHDOs. The Committee notes that
the HOME statute authorizes technical assistance to be pro-
vided through contracts with eligible non-profit intermediaries
as well as with other organizations recommended by partici-

ating jurisdictions and therefore directs HUD to use
58,000,000 to contract with qualified non-profit intermediaries
to provide CHDO technical assistance in fiscal year 2006;

—Working Capital Fund: no less than $1,000,000 for trans-
fer to the Working Capital Fund to support the development
and modification of information technology systems that serve
programs and activities under Community Planning and De-
velopment.

In addition to the amounts above:

—Down-payment Assistance Initiative: $50,000,000 for the
Down-payment Assistance Initiative to be allocated by the Sec-
retary to participating jurisdictions to provide down-payment
assistance to low-income families to help them achieve home-
ownership. The budget request had included $200,000,000 for
down-payment assistance. The amount enacted for fiscal year
2005 was $49,600,000.

The Committee is concerned that recent changes to metropolitan
statistical area (MSA) boundaries may significantly lower area me-
dian incomes (AMI) in some communities with high housing costs,
making ineligible many families and individuals who are currently
eligible for housing subsidized through the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant program and the HOME program, which have
AMI eligibility requirements. The Committee encourages HUD to
explore ways to help such mass transition to the new AMI, other
than through any adjustment of funding formulas, to reduce the
impact of MSA boundary changes on affordable housing and home-
ownership opportunities.

SELF-HELP AND ASSISTED HOMEOWNERSHIP

Fiscal year 2006 Recommendation ...........ccccceecveeeeiieeecieeeecieeeeenenn. $60,800,000
Fiscal year 2005 ApPropriations ......c..cccceceevevervienerieenenieenenieennenne 0
Fiscal year 2006 Budget Request ................. . 30,000,000
Comparison with 2005 appropriations . 60,800,000
Comparison with 2006 request ........ccccccceeervireeerieeenieeeeeeeeeenns 30,800,000

The Committee recommends $60,800,000 for the Self Help Op-
portunity Program. This is a new account, which is proposed by the
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Administration to fund programs that previously have been funded
as set asides within the Community Development Fund (CDF). The
Administration requested $30,000,000 to fund the SHOP/Habitat
for Humanity program. The Administration recommended no fund-
ing for all other programs previously included in the Community
Development Fund.

The Committee has expanded this account to include other ac-
tivities, which are primarily focused on assisting low to moderate
income families achieve homeownership and that were formerly
funded within the Community Development Fund (CDF.) Most are
funded at levels slightly below the fiscal year 2005 enacted levels.
Reductions recommended by the committee for these programs, are
consistent with reductions taken in most HUD programs to meet
rental assistance priorities. Therefore language is included that
provides:

—$23,800,000 for the Self Help Homeownership Program,

—$28,000,000 for the National Community Development Ini-
tiative (NCDI) for LISC and Enterprise Foundation, of which
$1,000,000 is for capacity building activities administered by
Habitat for Humanity and not less than $1,000,000, is for rural
areas.

—$3,000,000 for the Housing Assistance Council;

—$4,000,000 for the Housing Partnership Network for a one-
time grant to capitalize the reinsurance pool;

1—$ lciOOO,OOO for the Native American Indian Housing Coun-
cil; an

—$1,000,000 for the Special Olympics.

HOMELESS ASSISTANCE GRANTS
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation ............cccecceevveeneenieenenenns $1,340,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ................. 1,240,511,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 1,404,000,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation .......... +99,489,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ....... —100,000,000

The homeless assistance grants account provides funding for the
following homeless programs under title IV of the McKinney Act:
(1) the emergency shelter grants program; (2) the supportive hous-
ing program; (3) the section 8 moderate rehabilitation (single room
occupancy) program; and (4) the shelter plus care program. This ac-
count also supports activities eligible under the innovative home-
less initiatives demonstration program.

The Committee recommends funding homeless programs at
$1,340,000,000, an increase of $99,489,000 above the enacted level
for 2005 and $100,000,000 below the request. The recommendation
includes no less than $238,000,000 to provide full funding for the
costs associated with the renewal of all expiring Shelter Plus Care
contracts. Language is included in the bill requiring funds to be
made available for this purpose.

The recommendation includes $11,674,000 for the national home-
less data analysis project and for technical assistance, and no less
than $1,000,000 for transfer to the Working Capital Fund for devel-
opment and modifications of information technology systems that
serve activities under Community Planning and Development.
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Language is included in the bill that: (1) requires not less than
30 percent of the funds appropriated, excluding amounts made
available for renewals under the shelter plus care program, be used
for permanent housing; (2) requires the renewal of all expiring
shelter plus care contracts; (3) requires funding recipients to pro-
vide a 25 percent match for social services activities; (4) requires
all homeless programs to coordinate their programs with main-
stream health, social services and employment programs; and (5)
provides two-year availability for obligation of funds provided
under this account, except that no year availability is provided for
the portion of funding necessary to meet initial contract require-
ments for the Single Room Occupancy program.

Funding for the Prisoner Re-entry Initiative is not included since
authorizing language has not been enacted.

HousING PROGRAMS
HOUSING FOR THE ELDERLY
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $741,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ............. 741,000,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request .......... 741,000,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation 0
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ........ 0

The housing for the elderly (Section 202) program provides eligi-
ble private, non-profit organizations with capital grants to finance
the acquisition, rehabilitation or construction of housing intended
for low-income elderly people. In addition, the program provides
project-based rental assistance contracts (PRAC) to support oper-
ational costs for units constructed under the program.

The Committee recommends a $741,000,000 for the Section 202
program for fiscal year 2005, the same levels as enacted for 2005
and requested for 2006. The recommendation allocates funding as
follows:

—$656,200,000 for new capital and project rental assistance
contracts (PRAC);

—$10,000,000 for one-year renewals of expiring PRAC pay-
ments;

—$49,600,000 for service coordinators and the continuation
of congregate services grants;

—$24,800,000 for grants to convert section 202 projects to
assisted living facilities; and

—No less than $400,000 for transfers to the Working Capital
Fund to support the development of and modifications to infor-
mation technology systems, which support programs and ac-
tivities for the elderly.

Language is included, carried in prior years, relating to the ini-
tial contract and renewal terms for assistance provided under this
heading. Language is also included to allow these funds to be used
for inspections and analysis of data by HUD’s REAC program of-
fice.
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HOUSING FOR THE PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation ..........ccccceeevveeenciieeenireeesneeennnnennn $238,100,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ................. 238,100,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 119,900,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ...................... 0
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ................... +118,200,000

The housing for the persons with disabilities (Section 811) pro-
gram provides eligible private, non-profit organizations with capital
grants to finance the acquisition, rehabilitation or construction of
supportive housing for disabled persons and provides project-based
rental assistance (PRAC) to support operational costs for such
units. The Committee recommends a $238,000,000 for Section 811
activities, the same as fiscal year 2005 enacted level, and
$118,200, 000 above the request. The recommendation allocates
fundlng as follows:

—Up to $157,100,000 for capital grants and PRAC;

—$78,300,000 for renewals or amendments of expiring ten-
ant-based rental assistance;

—$2.,300,000 PRAC renewals;

—$400,000 for transfer to the Working Capital Fund for the
development and maintenance of information technology sys-
tems for programs and actlvities for housing for persons with
disabilities programs; and

—Up to g ,000,000 may be made available for incremental
vouchers, at the Secretary s discretion.

The Committee recommends $238,100,000 for the Section 811

rogram. This is the same as the enacted level for 2005 and is
5118 200,000 million above the Administration’s request. The Ad-
ministration proposes to eliminate funding for the construction of
facilities that accommodate low-income disabled individuals argu-
ing instead that disabled individuals prefer section 8 tenant based
vouchers. The committee completely rejects this argument and has
not been able to corroborate the Administration’s claims that there
is no urgent need for additional facilities. The Committee finds
that, in fact, there is universal agreement at all levels of analysis
that facility construction and vouchers are needed for this program
in fiscal year 2006. The Administration’s analysis is based on fun-
damentally flawed assumptions and blames the Department for fol-
lowing Congressional mandate.

Language is included to allow these funds to be used for inspec-
tions and analysis of data by HUD’s REAC program office. The
Committee directs HUD to issue program guidance for the Section
811 “mainstream” tenant-based program by March 15, 2006. HUD
shall include guidance on: (1) targeting of rental assistance con-
sistent with 811 eligibility criteria; (2) maintenance of these vouch-
ers exclusively for persons eligible under Section 811 upon turn-
over; (3) retention of a meaningful role for non-profit disability or-
ganizations. The Committee is aware of concerns that funding for
Section 811 tenant-based rental assistance may be diverted to the
Section 8 voucher program. Such diversion would be a violation of
Section 811 statute. No more than $5,000,000 is provided for incre-
mental vouchers in fiscal year 2006 given the inexorable increase
in renewal costs that would be required in subsequent years.
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HousiNnG COUNSELING

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $0
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation 0
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 39,700,000

Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ........... 0
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request —39,700,000

In fiscal year 2005, $39,764,000 was appropriated for housing
counseling as a set-aside under the HOME Investments Partner-
ship Program account.

Section 106 of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968
authorized HUD to provide housing counseling services to home-
buyers, homeowners, low and moderate income renters, and the
homeless. The Committee does not recommend the creation of a
separate account for housing counseling activities, but instead has
provided $41,700,000 for this activity as a set-aside within the
HOME Investments Partnership Program account.

FLEXIBLE SUBSIDY FUND
(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

The Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968 authorized
HUD to establish a revolving fund into which rental collections in
excess of the established basic rents for units in Section 236 sub-
sidized projects are deposited. Subject to approval in appropriations
acts, the Secretary is authorized under the Housing and Commu-
nity Development Amendment of 1978 to transfer excess rent col-
lections received after 1978 to the Troubled Projects Operating
Subsidy program, renamed the Flexible Subsidy Fund.

The Committee recommends that the account continue to serve
as a repository of excess rental charges appropriated from the
Rental Housing Assistance Fund. Although these resources will not
be used for new reservations, they will continue to offset Flexible
Subsidy outlays and other discretionary expenditures to support af-
fordable housing projects.

The recommendation includes language identical to language car-
ried in prior years, to allow surplus funds derived from rental col-
lections which were in excess of allowable rent levels to be returned
to project owners only for the purposes of rehabilitating and ren-
ovating those properties.

MANUFACTURED HOUSING FEES TRUST FUND

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $12,896,000
Offsetting collections ... 12,896,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriati 12,896,000

Offsetting collections ........... 12,896,000

Fiscal year 2006 budget request 13,000,000
Offsetting collections ..........ccceceveeeeciveeeeveeeenneen. 13,000,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropria 0
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 budget request ..... —-104

The National Manufactured Housing Construction and Safety
Standards Act of 1974, as amended by the Manufactured Housing
Improvement Act of 2000, authorized the Secretary to establish
Federal manufactured home construction and safety standards for
the construction, design, and performance of manufactured homes.
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All manufactured homes are required to meet the Federal stand-
ards, and fees are charged to producers to cover the costs of admin-
istering the Act.

The Committee recommends up to $12,896,000 for the manufac-
tured housing standards programs to be derived from fees collected
and deposited in the Manufactured Housing Fees Trust Fund es-
tablished pursuant to the Manufactured Housing Improvement Act
of 2000. The amount recommended is the same as the 2006 request
and the 2005 enacted level. Language contained in previous Acts
is continued to ensure that the net expenditures do not exceed fee
collections at the end of the fiscal year.

FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION
MUTUAL MORTGAGE INSURANCE PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

Limitation of direct Limitation of guaranteed

loans loans Administrative expenses

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation .............cccceo..... $50,000,000 $185,000,000,000 $355,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation 50,000,000 185,000,000,000 354,051,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request .........ccouevverneees 50,000,000 185,000,000,000 355,000,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appro-
priation 0 0 +949,000

Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget
request 0 0 0

The FHA mutual mortgage insurance program account includes
the mutual mortgage insurance (MMI) and cooperative manage-
ment housing insurance (CMHI) funds. This program account cov-
ers unsubsidized programs, primarily the single-family home mort-
gage program, which is the largest of all the FHA programs. The
cooperative housing insurance program provides mortgages for co-
operative housing projects of more than five units that are occupied
by members of a cooperative housing corporation.

The Committee recommends the following limitations on loan
commitments in the MMI program account as follows:
$185,000,000,000 for loan guarantees and $50,000,000 for direct
loans. The recommendation also includes $355,000,000 for adminis-
trative expenses, of which $351,000,000 is transferred to the Sala-
ries and expenses account, and $4,000,000 is transferred to the Of-
fice of Inspector General. In addition, $62,600,000 is provided for
non-overhead administrative contract expenses, of which no less
than $18,281,000 is transferred to the Working Capital Fund for
development and modifications to information technology systems
that serve programs or activities under Housing Programs or the
Federal Housing Administration. Language is continued as re-
quested and carried in previous years appropriating additional ad-
ministrative expenses in certain circumstances.
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GENERAL AND SPECIAL RISK PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

Limitation of Limitation of guar- Administrative ex-

direct loans anteed loans penses Program costs

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation ...........cc............ $50,000,000  $35,000,000,000 $231,400,000 $8,800,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ..... 50,000,000  35,000,000,000 225,945,000 9,920,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 50,000,000  35,000,000,000 231,400,000 8,800,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appro-
priation 0 0 5,455,000 —1,120,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget
request 0 0 0 0

The FHA general and special risk insurance (GI and SRI) pro-
gram account includes 17 different programs administered by FHA.
The GI fund includes a wide variety of insurance programs for spe-
cial purpose single and multi-family loans, including loans for prop-
erty improvements, manufactured housing, multi-family rental
housing, condominiums, housing for the elderly, hospitals, group
practice facilities and nursing homes. The SRI fund includes insur-
ance programs for mortgages in older, declining urban areas that
would not be otherwise eligible for insurance, mortgages with inter-
est reduction payments, mortgages for experimental housing and
for high-risk mortgagors who would not normally be eligible for
mortgage insurance without housing counseling.

The Committee recommends the following limitations on loan
commitments for the general and special risk insurance program
account as requested: $35,000,000,000 for loan guarantees and
$50,000,000 for direct loans.

As requested, the recommendation includes $8,800,000 direct ap-
propriation for credit subsidy. The recommendation also includes
$231,400,000 for administrative expenses, of which $211,400,000 is
transferred to the Salaries and Expenses account and $20,000,000
is transferred to the Office of Inspector General. An additional
$71,900,000 is provided for non-overhead administrative expenses,
of which no less than $10,800,000 is transferred to the Working
Capital Fund for development and modifications to information
technology systems that serve activities under Housing Programs
or the Federal Housing Administration.

Language is continued, carried in previous years, appropriating
additional administrative expenses in certain circumstances.
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GOVERNMENT NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSOCIATION

GUARANTEES OF MORTGAGE-BACKED SECURITIES LOAN GUARANTEE
PROGRAM ACCOUNT

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Limitation of guaranteed loans Administrative expenses
Fiscal year 2006 recommenda-

IO i $200,000,000,000 $10,700,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation .. 200,000,000,000 10,609,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 200,000,000,000 11,360,000

Comparison with fiscal year

2005 appropriation .................. 0 +91,000
Comparison with fiscal year

2006 budget request ................ 0 —660,000

The guarantee of mortgage-backed securities program facilitates
the financing of residential mortgage loans insured or guaranteed
by the Federal Housing Administration (FHA), the Department of
Veterans Affairs (VA) and the Rural Housing Services program.
The Government National Mortgage Association (GNMA) guaran-
tees the timely payment of principal and interest on securities
issued by private service institutions such as mortgage companies,
commercial banks, savings banks, and savings and loan associa-
tions that assemble pools of mortgages, and issues securities
backed by the pools. In turn, investment proceeds are used to fi-
nance additional mortgage loans. Investors include non-traditional
sources of credit in the housing market such as pension and retire-
ment funds, life insurance companies and individuals.

The recommendation includes a $200,000,000,000 limitation on
loan commitments for mortgage-backed securities as requested, the
same level provided in fiscal year 2005. The Committee also rec-
ommends $10,700,000 for administrative expenses to be transferred
to the Salaries and Expenses account.

PoLicy DEVELOPMENT AND RESEARCH
RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation .........cccccceeeeiveeencireennieeennneeensnnennn $60,600,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ..... 45,100,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request .........cccoccvveeveenveenieennns 69,700,000

Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ..... +15,464,000

Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ................... —9,138,000

The Housing and Urban Development Act of 1970 directs the
Secretary to undertake programs of research, studies, testing, and
demonstrations related to the HUD mission. These functions are
carried out internally through contracts with industry, non-profit
research organizations, and educational institutions and through
agreements with State and local governments and other Federal
agencies.

The Committee recommends $60,600,000 for PD&R. The Admin-
istration requested $69,700,000 for PD&R under a restructured
program content, which includes basic PD&R programs and Section
107 programs formerly funded as set asides within CDBG. In fiscal



104

year 2005 $88,400,000 was provided for these same programs. Of
the amounts made available, language is included to designate:

—$26,562,000 for basic research, of which $750,000 is di-
rected to the National Academy of Sciences, National Research
Council for a review of HUD ongoing research and to rec-
ommend the future of HUD’s research program. The committee
is concerned that HUD’s research office has become largely a
grant making organization rather than conducting leading
edge research with a strong in house capability. The Council
is directed to provide a report to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations, prior to the submission of the Presi-
dent’s fiscal year 2007 budget request that reviews current re-
search priorities and makes recommendation on a new course
of research for HUD. The Report should include specific rec-
ommendations and should examine the elimination of an in
house research office, if the Council sees no long-term value to
HUD specific research or that HUD related research can or
should be done by other Departments.

—$29,038,000 for grants to institutions of higher education
funded under Section 107.

—$5,000,000 for the PATH program. The Committee retains
language included last year that exempts 50% of the funds pro-
vided from competition. HUD is encouraged to shift this pro-
gram, in its entirety, including staff, to the Office of Housing.

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY
FAIR HOUSING ACTIVITIES

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $38,800,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ................. 46,128,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request ..........ccocceevieeiiieniiieniienieeieeieeee. 38,800,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ...................... —7,328,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ................... 0

The Fair Housing Act, title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968,
as amended by the Fair Housing Amendments Act of 1988, pro-
hibits discrimination in the sale, rental and financing of housing
and authorizes assistance to State and local agencies in admin-
istering the provision of fair housing statutes. The Fair Housing
Assistance Program (FHAP) assists State and local fair housing en-
forcement agencies that are certified by HUD as “substantially
equivalent” to HUD with respect to enforcement policies and proce-
dures. FHAP assures prompt and effective processing of complaints
filed under title VIII that are within the jurisdiction of State and
local fair housing agencies. The Fair Housing Initiatives Program
(FHIP) alleviates housing discrimination by providing support to
private nonprofit organizations, State and local government agen-
cies and other nonfederal entities for the purpose of eliminating or
preventing discrimination in housing, and to enhance fair housing
opportunities.

The Committee recommends a total of $38,800,000 for this ac-
count, a decrease of $7,328,000 below the fiscal year 2005 enacted
level and the same as the budget request.

Of this amount, $22,700,000 is for FHAP and $16,100,000 is for
FHIP.
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The Committee expects HUD to continue to provide quarterly re-
ports on obligation and expenditure of these funds, delineated by
each program and activity.

Language is included, carried in previous years, designating the
amount available for FHIP.

OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL
LEAD HAZARD REDUCTION

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation ...........ccceeeeuveeeeciieeerveeeesveeennnenns $119,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation ................. 166,656,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 119,000,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ..............c...... —47,656,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ................... 0

The Lead Hazard Reduction Program, authorized under the
Housing and Community Development Act of 1992, provides grants
to State and local governments to perform lead hazard reduction
activities in housing occupied by low-income families. The program
also provides technical assistance, undertakes research and evalua-
tions of testing and cleanup methodologies, and develops technical
guidance and regulations in cooperation with EPA.

The Committee recommends $119,000,000 for this account, the
same as requested. Amounts provided are to be allocated as fol-
lows:

—$92,600,000 for the lead-based paint hazard control grant
program to provide assistance to State and local governments
and Native American tribes for lead-based paint abatement in
private low-income housing;

—$8,800,000 for Operation LEAP (Lead Elimination Action
Program), which provides competitive grants to non-profit or-
ganizations and the private sector for activities, which leverage
funds for local lead hazard control programs;

—$8,800,000 for technical assistance and support to State
and local agencies and private property owners. This is an in-
crease of $100,000 over the budget request;

—$8,800,000 for the Healthy Homes Initiative for competi-
tive grants for research, standards development, and education
and outreach activities to address lead-based paint poisoning
and other housing-related diseases and hazards;

Language is included, as requested by the Administration, dele-
gating the authority and responsibility for performing environ-
mental review for the Healthy Homes Initiative, LEAP, and Lead
Technical Studies projects and programs to governmental entities
that are familiar with local environmental conditions, trends and
priorities. This delegated environmental review authority is cur-
rently available in the CDBG, HOPWA, SHOP, SHP, and special
projects programs.

The Committee reminds the Department that all funding pro-
vided under this heading is to be competitively awarded as re-
quired under the HUD Reform Act of 1989 and Section 305 under
Administrative Provisions under this title.
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MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

2006 recommendation ...........cccceeeerierrierienieeienie ettt $579,000,000
Transfers FHA/GNMA ........... 573,535,000
Total .occoeveeeieieeieeeeeeeeeee 1,152,535,000
Fiscal Year 2005 appropriation ............ 542,800,000
Transfers ......coccceeevveeeecieeecciieeeeeeeeeeeeen, 568,200,000
Fiscal Year 2006 budget request 579,000,000
Transfers .....cccceeveeveeecieeneeeieeeeeeeenee. 573,135,000
TOLAL oo 1,152,519,000
Comparison with Fiscal year 2005 appropriation; +36,181,000
Comparison with Fiscal year 2005 budget request; +16,000

A single appropriation has been provided to finance all salaries
and related costs associated with administering the programs of
the Department of Housing and Urban Development, except the Of-
fice of Inspector General and the Office of Federal Housing Enter-
prise Oversight. These activities include housing, mortgage credit
and secondary market programs community planning and develop-
ment programs, departmental management, legal services, and
field direction and administration.

The Committee recommends total funding of $1,152,100,000 for
the salaries and expenses of the Department, the same level re-
quested.

The committee has provided funding based for the Department’s
requested level of FTEs and object classes. The Department is lim-
ited to the object class levels that are described in the 2006 Con-
gressional Budget Submission (page 1-4.) This is the distribution
that HUD must use unless changes are granted as part of the De-
partment’s Operating Plan.

Language 1s included to allow the department to transfer up to
$15,000,000 from the S&E Account to the Working Capital Fund
after receipt and approval of an Operating Plan change detailing
the uses of the transfers and the object classes being reduced in
this account.

However, the Committee notes that the disparity between the
true workload number as defined by the REAP process and the
number of FTEs requested suggests that the workload model is not
much more than a theoretical construct adhered to in the abstract
rather than in practice. More importantly, the REAP process is
forcing the allocation of FTEs to be prorated across program areas
and administrative offices alike in order to meet the ceiling estab-
lished by the funding. This is not a successful long term staffing
plan. Therefore, the Committee is instructing the department to
seek outside expertise to study alternatives and develop a new
long-range staffing plan that will significantly reduce or offload
overhead and administrative functions, activities and offices in
order to preserve or increase the allocation of FTEs in program of-
fices that deliver or oversee Congressionally mandated and funded
programs. This new staffing plan should be submitted to the Com-
mittee no later than August 1, 2005.

To better manage and facilitate the allocation of resources to
field offices, language is included instructing the department to
change the mechanism by which field offices are provided funds for
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activities in the object classes for supplies. Funding included for in-
demnities is at the requested level but is further limited to non-
programmatic litigation and is limited to the payment of attorney
fees only. Program-related litigation must be paid for from the indi-
vidual program office Salary and Expenses allocation. Beginning in
fiscal year 2007 the Congressional submission must include pro-
gram-related litigation costs as a separate line item request.

Operating Plans/Reprogramming Requirements.—All Depart-
ments within the Subcommittee’s jurisdiction are required to sub-
mit operating plans and reprogramming letters and reorganization
proposals for Committee approval. HUD is reminded that operating
plans or reprogramming requirements apply to any reallocation of
resources totaling more than $500,000 among any program, project
or activity as well as to any significant reorganization within of-
fices or the proposed creation or elimination of any program or of-
fice, regardless of the dollar amount involved; and any reorganiza-
tion, regardless of the dollar amount involved. Object classification
changes above $500,000 also are subject to operating plan or re-
programming requirements. Unless otherwise specified in this Act
or the accompanying report, the approved level for any program,
project, or activity is that amount detailed for that program,
project, or activity in the Department’s annual detailed Congres-
sional submission. These requirements apply to all funds provided
to the Department. The Department is expected to make any nec-
essary changes during fiscal year 2006 to its current procedures
and systems to ensure that it is able to meet the necessary oper-
ating plan and reprogramming requirements applied to other agen-
cies funded in the bill.

Budget Submission—. The Committee expects the Department’s
fiscal year 2007 submission to be submitted in the identical format
and continues its direction that strategic planning documents, for-
mats or materials are not to be incorporated into the submission.
Language has been continued under Administrative Provisions,
carried since fiscal year 2004, setting forth such requirements.

Language is included in the bill, similar to language carried in
prior Acts, which designates amounts provided from various ac-
counts for salaries and expenses and which requires the depart-
ment to implement appropriate funds control and financial man-
agement procedures. Language carried in previous years regarding
limitations on certain positions at the department is deleted as pro-
posed in the budget.

WORKING CAPITAL FUND

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $165,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation 267,840,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request .........ccceccveeeeeiveeeeciieeciieeennns 265,000,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ........... —102,840,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request ................... —100,000,000

The Working Capital Fund was established pursuant to 42
U.S.C. 3535 to provide necessary capital for the development of,
modifications to, and infrastructure for Department-wide informa-
tion technology systems, and for the continuing operation of both
Department-wide and program-specific information technology sys-
tems.
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The Committee recommends $165,000,000 in direct appropriation
for the Working Capital Fund to support Department-wide infor-
mation technology system activities, a reduction of $102,840,000
below the fiscal year 2005 level and $100,000,000 below the re-
quest. In addition to the direct appropriation for Department-wide
systems, funds are transferred from various accounts to be used ex-
clusively for program-specific information technology requirements.

The Committee has included language that precludes the use of
these or any other funds appropriated previously to the WCF or
program offices for transfer to the WCF that would be used or
transferred to any other entity in HUD or elsewhere for the pur-
poses of implementing Administration’s “e-Gov” initiative without
the Committee’s approval in HUD’s operating plan. The Committee
is on record that funds appropriated for specific projects and activi-
ties should not be reduced or eliminated in order to fund other ac-
tivities inside and outside of HUD without the expressed approval
of the Committee. HUD is not to contribute or participate in activi-
ties that were specifically precluded in legislation, unless the Com-
mittee agrees to a change.

The Committee has reduced funding from the request because
the request was submitted before the successful resolution of the
Department’s HITS contract dispute. Hence the budget request,
which assumed that the dispute would continue, is no longer appli-
cable. Full funding for the new contract has been included based
on HUD’s latest estimate of the final contract’s costs.

The Committee remains committed to improving HUD’s informa-
tion technology capacity. To a large extent, both HUD’s and Con-
gress’ ability to oversee the effectiveness of HUD’s programs is un-
dermined due to the failure of HUD’s information systems to pro-
vide the information necessary to assess program performance and
ensure effective resource management. The Committee continues to
have concerns regarding the Department’s progress in imple-
menting several of its major information technology projects. The
Department is directed to provide an updated five-year IT plan con-
sistent with such format no later than November 15, 2005. In addi-
tion, the Department is directed to submit to the Committee no
later than September 15, 2005 a report on updating the status of,
funds spent to date, and estimated fiscal year 2005 funding re-
quirements for the following major projects: PIH Information Cen-
ter (PIC), FHA Subsidiary Ledger, HUD Integrated Financial Man-
agement Improvement Project (HIFMIP), and the Single Family In-
tegration System. Such report shall include a comparison to the in-
formation submitted to the Committee on November 15, 2005.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

Appropriation FHA funds Total

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $79,000,000 $24.000,000 $103,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation 79,360,000 24,000,000 103,360,000
Fiscal year 2006 request 79,000,000 24,000,000 103,000,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation — 300,000 0 — 360,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 budget request .. 0 0 0

The Office of Inspector General provides agency-wide audit and
investigative functions to identify and correct management and ad-
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ministrative deficiencies that create conditions for existing or po-
tential instances of fraud, waste and mismanagement. The audit
function provides internal audit, contract audit, and inspection
services. Contract audits provide professional advice to agency con-
tracting officials on accounting and financial matters relative to ne-
gotiation, award, administration, re-pricing and settlement of con-
tracts. Internal audits evaluate all facets of agency operations. In-
spection services provide detailed technical evaluations of agency
operations. The investigative function provides for the detection
and investigation of improper and illegal activities involving pro-
grams, personnel and operations.

The Committee recommends $103,000,000 for the Office of In-
spector General, a decrease of $360,000 below the amount provided
in fiscal year 2005 and the same as the budget request. Of this
amount, $24,000,000 is derived from transfers from FHA funds.

Language is included in the bill, similar to language carried in
prior Acts, which: (1) designates amounts available to the Inspector
General from other accounts; and (2) clarifies the authority of the
Inspector General with respect to certain personnel issues.

The Committee has become aware that the IG has advocated
forcing HUD to rescind obligated balances for project based con-
tracts that have already received appropriations and which are ob-
ligated on live contracts. The Committee is strongly opposed to the
rescission of funds that may still be needed in the future and
which, if enacted, could force the Committee to appropriate funds
a second time.

This situation has now occurred in the Section 236 program with
amounts rescinded in fiscal year 2005 declared in excess only to
have appropriations required in fiscal year 2006. The IG is in-
structed to identify, in any audit or non-audit related decision, rec-
ommendation or conclusion that refers to excess funds available for
rescission, those funds, which are obligated on live contracts. Fur-
ther the IG is to include in its operating plan any proposed evalua-
tion of live programs, contracts or projects instituted for the pur-
pose of identifying excess funds for rescission.

The Committee also recommends language that precludes the
audit of GNMA on any terms and conditions other than those cur-
rently in effect, and which have been in effect for years. GNMA
does not belong under credit reform rules and has never been sub-
jected to those rules in any previous audit.

The Committee directs the IG to increase its audits and inves-
tigative efforts related to Public Housing Agencies’ administration
of the Section 8 voucher program. The Committee requests that the
IG provide a work plan for these activities no later than January
1, 2006.

OFFICE OF FEDERAL HOUSING ENTERPRISE OVERSIGHT SALARIES AND
EXPENSES

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation $60,000,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation 58,735,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request ..........ccoceeveeriienieniieeneennns 60,000,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ........... +1,265,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 budget request 0
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The Office of Federal Housing Enterprise Oversight (OFHEO)
was established in 1992 to regulate the financial safety and sound-
ness of the two housing government-sponsored enterprises
(GSEs)—the Federal National Mortgage Association (Fannie Mae)
and the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corporation (Freddie Mac).
The office was authorized in the Federal Housing Enterprises Fi-
nancial Safety and Soundness Act of 1992, which also provided the
regulator enhanced authority to enforce these standards. In addi-
tion to financial regulation, the OFHEQO monitors the GSEs compli-
ance with affordable housing goals that were contained in the Act.

The Committee recommends a total of $60,000,000 for OFHEO,
as requested and to be derived from fees assessed to the GSEs and
deposited into the Federal Housing Enterprises Oversight Fund.

OFHEO received an additional $5 million in 2005 supplemental
funds, which will be available to augment the 2006 appropriation.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

The bill contains a number of administrative provisions.

Section 301 relates to the division of financing adjustment fac-
tors, as requested.

Section 302 prohibits available funds from being used to inves-
tigate or prosecute lawful activities under the Fair Housing Act,
which was proposed for deletion.

Section 303 continues language to correct an anomaly in the
HOPWA formula that results in the loss of funds for certain States.

Section 304 authorizes the Secretary to waive certain require-
ments related to an assisted living pilot project, as requested.

Section 305 continues language requiring funds appropriated to
be distributed on a competitive basis in accordance with the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Development Reform Act of 1989.

Section 306 continues language, carried in previous years, re-
garding the availability of funds subject to the Government Cor-
poration Control Act and the Housing Act of 1950.

Section 307 continues language, carried in previous years, re-
garding allocation of funds in excess of the budget estimates.

Section 308 continues language, carried in previous years, re-
garding the expenditure of funds for corporations and agencies sub-
ject to the Government Corporation Control Act.

Section 309 continues language, carried in previous years, requir-
ing submission of a spending plan for technical assistance, training
and management improvement activities prior to the expenditure
of funds.

Section 310 continues language requiring the Secretary to pro-
vide quarterly reports on uncommitted, unobligated and excess
funds in each departmental program and activity.

Section 311 continues language requiring the Secretary to main-
tain Section 8 assistance on certain properties occupied by elderly
or disabled families.

Section 312 extends a technical amendment included in the fiscal
year 2000 Appropriations Act relating to the allocation of HOPWA
funds in the Philadelphia and Raleigh-Cary metropolitan areas. A
proviso is added to allow a state to administer the HOPWA pro-
gram in the event that a local government is unable to undertake
the HOPWA grants management functions.
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Section 313 continues language allowing the Secretary to main-
tain and dispose of certain elderly and disabled projects upon fore-
closure.

Section 314 continues language requiring HUD to report on
voucher utilization and costs.

Section 315 continues language setting certain requirements for
the Department’s annual congressional justification of appropria-
tions.

Section 316 continues language carried in previous years else-
where in this title requiring public housing authorities to continue
to reserve incremental vouchers funded in previous years for per-
sons with disabilities upon turnover.

Section 316 clarifies an equitable title issue for the Section 202
program.

Section 317 relates to state authority regarding participation on
housing boards.

Section 318 continues language in previous acts specifying the al-
location of Indian Block grants to Native Alaskan recipients.

Section 319 requires that the 2005 audit of the National Mort-
gage Association continue in its current business-oriented format.

Section 320 includes language to clarify the use of mortgage in-
surance with respect to health care facilities.

Section 321 requires that the holders of mortgages in the Section
236 program submit invoices electronically.

Section 322. The new definition of nonprofit organization was en-
acted on December 27, 2000. The amendment clarifies that the
projects selected by HUD for Section 202b assistance prior to De-
cember 1, 2003 are also be eligible to use the limited partnership
ownership structure. No more than three commercial properties are
authorized to receive grants under section 202b of the Housing Act
of 1959.

The Committee does not recommend several new administrative
provisions requested in the budget to amend various housing au-
thorization statutes.

TITLE IV—THE JUDICIARY

The funds recommended by the Committee in Title IV of the ac-
companying bill are for the operation and maintenance of United
States Courts and include the salaries of judges, magistrates, pro-
bation and pretrial services officers, and supporting personnel and
other expenses of the Federal Judiciary.

In addition to direct appropriations, the Judiciary collects fees
and has various carryover authorities. The Judiciary uses these
non-appropriated funds to offset its direct appropriation require-
ments. Consistent with prior year practices, the Committee expects
the Judiciary to submit a financial plan, allocating all sources of
available funds including appropriations, fee collections, and carry-
over balances. The Judiciary should consider this financial plan to
be the baseline for determining if reprogramming notification is re-
quired. The Committee expects the plan to be submitted within 45
days after enactment of this Act.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccoveeeeieieeiiieeeiie e $57,372,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 60,730,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiccceeeeeeee e 60,730,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeeiveeriieeeniieeeieee e +3,358,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........ccccoeviieriieiiiiiniieiiieneeits eerreeiee e

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $60,730,000 for
fiscal year 2005 for the salaries and expenses of personnel and the
cost of operating the Supreme Court, excluding the care of the
building and grounds. The recommendation is $3,358,000 above the
fiscal year 2005 level and is the same as the request for this ac-
count. The recommendation provides inflationary and other stand-
ard adjustments and supports additional security staff to support
operations of the Court. The Committee expects this funding will
be more than sufficient to provide for security needs for the fore-
seeable future.

The Committee has included bill language making $2,000,000
available until expended for the purpose of making information
technology investments. The Committee directs the Supreme Court
to provide an annual report, to be included in its budget justifica-
tion materials, showing information technology carry-over balances
and describing each expenditure made in the previous fiscal year.

As noted in the fiscal year 2005 and 2006 budget hearings for the
Supreme Court, the Committee wants to ensure that the public is
provided sufficient insight into the Supreme Court’s operations.
The Committee commends the Supreme Court and the American
Bar Association for posting transcripts of proceedings and certain
briefs on the Internet.

CARE OF THE BUILDING AND GROUNDS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccccveeriiiiiriiieeniieeeiee e $9,846,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 5,624,000
Recommended in the Dill .......cccceeeiiiiiiiiiiiiieicceeeeee e 5,624,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceviiriiienieniienieeieeiee —4,222.000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviieeriiiieeiiiieeecieeenies eerrreeeeraeeenaee e

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $5,624,000 for
fiscal year 2006 for personnel and other services relating to the Su-
preme Court building and grounds, which is supervised by the Ar-
chitect of the Capitol (AoC). The recommendation is the same as
the request and $4,222,000 below the fiscal year 2005 level. The
Committee appreciates the restraint the Supreme Court has shown
in adhering to its construction budget and schedule, and urges the
Supreme Court and the AoC to remain diligent in their efforts to
control the costs of the project. However, if any changes to the
scope of the original project are made, the Committee expects to be
informed. Language in the bill allows funds to remain available
until expended.
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccccceevriieieeiieeeniieeeiee e $21,520,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 26,462,000
Recommended in the Dbill ........cccooeiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceceeeeeereee e 24,613,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeeriieeenieee e +3,350,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccoeveeriiieiiieniienienieenee. —1,849,000

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $24,613,000 for
fiscal year 2006 for the salaries and expenses of the United States
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. The recommendation is
$3,350,000 above the fiscal year 2005 appropriation and $1,849,000
below the request.

The recommendation includes funding for inflationary adjust-
ments and increased contractual costs for Court Security Officers.
The Committee denies funding for all requested program increases.

UNITED STATES COURT OF INTERNATIONAL TRADE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccooviiriiiiniiiiienieeeee e $14,713,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 15,480,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccooooiiiiiiiiieiiceceee s 15,480,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccevciiriiiiiieniiienieeieeiee +767,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $15,480,000 for
fiscal year 2006 for the salaries and expenses of the United States
Court of International Trade. The Committee recommendation is
the sallmelas the budget request and $767,000 above the fiscal year
2005 level.

COURTS OF APPEALS, DISTRICT COURTS, AND OTHER JUDICIAL
SERVICES

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .......cccceociiviiiiniiiiienieeiees $4,125,321,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 4,460,939,000
Recommended in the bill ..........cccocoiiiiiiiiiiieceeeeeeee, 4,348,780,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceeveeriiriiienneenen. +223,459,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeevveeerveeennnnns —112,159,000

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $4,348,780,000
for the operations of the regional courts of appeals, district courts,
bankruptcy courts, the Court of Federal Claims, and probation and
pretrial services offices. The recommendation is $112,159,000 below
the request and $223,459,000 above the fiscal year 2005 appropria-
tion.

The Committee understands that the Judiciary’s staffing, oper-
ations and maintenance, and information technology resources are
allocated to the courts according to formulas used to equitably dis-
tribute resources based on the actual workload of each district. The
Committee believes this is the optimal method of making such allo-
cations and expects the Judiciary to continue to allocate its re-
sources using the formulas approved by the Judicial Conference.
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The Committee also expects the Administrative Office to periodi-
cally update the formulas to ensure their accuracy.

VACCINE INJURY COMPENSATION TRUST FUND

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $3,254,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 3,833,000
Recommended in the bill .........ccccoooviiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeceee e 3,833,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccooviiriiiiiiiiniiinieneeiee +579,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccccoeviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeits e

The Committee recommends a reimbursement of $3,833,000 for
fiscal year 2006 from the Special Fund to cover expenses of the
Claims Court associated with processing cases under the National
Childhood Vaccine Injury Act of 1986. This amount is $579,000
above the amount available in fiscal year 2005 and equal to the re-
quest.

DEFENDER SERVICES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccccceeveiieeeeiieeeniieeeiee e $667,351,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. . 768,064,000
Recommended in the bill 721,919,000

Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccceviiriiiiiiiiniiinieneeeee +54,568,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 —46,145,000

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $721,919,000 for
fiscal year 2006. The recommendation is $54,568,000 above the fis-
cal year 2005 level and $46,145,000 below the request.

This account provides funding for the operation of the Federal
Public Defender and Community Defender organizations and for
compensation and reimbursement of expenses of panel attorneys
appointed pursuant to the Criminal Justice Act (CJA) for represen-
tation in criminal cases.

FEES OF JURORS AND COMMISSIONERS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccccveeeiieieeiiieeeiee e $60,713,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. . 71,318,000
Recommended in the bill 60,053,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccoceveriiereriienenieneneeniene —660,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccoeveeriieriieniieniieeieenen. —11,265,000

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $60,053,000 for
payments to jurors, which is $660,000 below the fiscal year 2005
level and $11,265,000 below the request. The Committee does not
provide the $10,000,000 requested for payments to jurors for cases
related to the recent Supreme Court Booker/Fanfan decision based
on reports from the Judiciary that these funds are not needed.

COURT SECURITY

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceeveriininienieneeieneereeeee $327,565,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 389,626,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccooooiiiiiiiiieicceeee e 379,461,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiieeeniieeenieee e +51,896,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........ccceevviieeniierencierenieeeeans —10,165,000
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The Committee recommends an appropriation of $379,461,000 for
Court Security for fiscal year 2006 to provide for necessary ex-
penses of security and protective services for the United States
Courts in courtrooms and adjacent areas. This is an increase of
$51,896,000 above the fiscal year 2005 level and $10,165,000 below
the request. The Committee has made this reduction in consulta-
tion with the Judiciary, which has indicated costs for court security
officers will be less than originally anticipated.

The recommendation provides for inflationary increases, for addi-
tional equipment and security systems, and for new contract court
security officers. The recommendation also funds the program in-
crease for additional staff to assist the USMS in managing the ju-
dicial facility security program as well as home security programs
for Federal judges.

Bill language is included allowing up to $15,000,000 to remain
available until expended.

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccooiiiriiieniieiienieeee e $67,289,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .......... 72,198,000
Recommended in the bill ...................... 70,262,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ......... +2,973,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 —1,936,000

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $70,262,000 for
the salaries and expenses of the Administrative Office of the
United States Courts (AO), which is $2,973,000 above the fiscal
year 2005 level and $1,936,000 below the request.

The AO provides administrative and management support to the
United States Courts, including the probation and bankruptcy sys-
tems. It also supports the Judicial Conference of the United States
in determining Judiciary policies, developing methods to allow the
courts to conduct business efficiently and economically, and en-
hancing the use of information technology in the courts.

FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $21,447,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 22,876,000
Recommended in the bill .........ccccoeeiiiiiiiiiiiiecccceeeeeceeeeee e 22,249,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiieeeniieeeree e +802,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccceeveiieeerieeencieeeniieeenns —627,000

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $22,249,000 for
the salaries and expenses of the Federal Judicial Center for fiscal
year 2006, which is $802,000 above the fiscal year 2005 level and
$627,000 below the request.

The Center improves the management of Federal judicial dockets
and court administration through education for judges and staff,
and research, evaluation, and planning assistance for the courts
and the Judicial Conference.
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JUDICIAL RETIREMENT FUNDS
PAYMENT TO JUDICIARY TRUST FUNDS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .......cccccooiiriiiiiiniiinieeeeeee $36,700,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 40,600,000
Recommended in the bill .........ccccoooviiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeceee e 40,600,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiieeeriieeeree e +3,900,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccccoeviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeits e

The Committee provides $40,600,000 for payments to the Judi-
cial Officers’ Retirement Fund, the Judicial Survivors’ Annuities
Fund, and the Claims Court Judges Retirement Fund for fiscal
year 2006. This amount is the same as the budget request and
$3,900,000 above the fiscal year 2005 level. These payments are
considered mandatory for budget scorekeeping purposes.

These funds cover the estimated annuity payments to be made
to retired bankruptcy judges, magistrate judges, Claims Court
%udges, and spouses and dependent children of deceased judicial of-
icers.

UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccceovieriiieriieiiienieeiee e $13,126,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 14,700,000
Recommended in the bill .......ccccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiieeee e 14,046,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceviiriiiiniieniienieeeeeee +920,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccceeeeevieeeiveeeecreeeeieee s —654,000

The Committee recommends $14,046,000 for the salaries and ex-
penses of the United States Sentencing Commission for fiscal year
2006, which is $920,000 above the fiscal year 2005 appropriation
and $654,000 below the request.

The purpose of the Commission is to establish, review, and revise
sentencing guidelines, policies, and practices for the Federal crimi-
nal justice system. The Commission is also required to monitor the
operation of the guidelines and to identify and report necessary
changes to the Congress.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—THE JUDICIARY

Sec. 401. The Committee continues language to permit funds in
the bill for salaries and expenses for the Judiciary to be available
for employment of experts and consultant services as authorized by
5 U.S.C. 3109.

Sec. 402. The Committee continues language that permits up to
5 percent of any appropriation made available for fiscal year 2006
to be transferred between Judiciary appropriations accounts pro-
vided that no appropriation shall be decreased by more than 5 per-
cent or increased by more than 10 percent by any such transfer ex-
cept in certain circumstances. In addition, the language provides
that any such transfer shall be treated as a reprogramming of
funds under section 810 of the accompanying bill and shall not be
available for obligation or expenditure except in compliance with
the procedures set forth in that section.
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Sec. 403. The Committee continues language authorizing not to
exceed $11,000 to be used for official reception and representation
expenses incurred by the Judicial Conference of the United States.

TITLE V—DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FEDERAL PAYMENTS

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR RESIDENT TUITION SUPPORT

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $25,359,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 33,200,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccooooiiiiiiiiieiecceeee s 33,200,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 +7,805,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviieeriiieeiiieeecieeeiies eerrree e e e

The Committee recommends a Federal payment of $33,200,000
for the resident tuition support program, $7,805,000 above the fis-
cal year 2005 appropriation and the same as the budget request.
These funds are to be used on behalf of eligible District of Colum-
bia residents to pay an amount based upon the difference between
in-State and out-of-State tuition at eligible public and private insti-
tutions of higher education.

The program was created by the District of Columbia College Ac-
cess Act of 1999 to provide District college-bound students the op-
portunity to expand their higher education choices. The program
receives its funding through a Federal appropriation which is de-
posited into a dedicated account under the control of the District
of Columbia Chief Financial Officer.

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR EMERGENCY PLANNING AND SECURITY

CosTs
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $14,880,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 15,000,000
Recommended in the Dill ........cccooeeeiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeeeeeeeeeee e 15,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccoceveriiereriienenienieneeiene +120,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ........c..ccccoevieviriiiininiinniiies et

The Committee recommends a Federal payment of $15,000,000
for emergency planning and security costs, $120,000 above the fis-
cal year 2005 appropriation and the same as the President’s re-
quest. These funds are for emergency planning and security costs
related to the presence of the Federal government in the District
of Columbia and surrounding jurisdictions.

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURTS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccccveeeiiiieeiiiieeeire e $189,274,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 221,693,000
Recommended in the Dill ........ccccoeeiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceeeee e 221,693,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiieeeniieeenieee e +32,419,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceerviiiiriiiiiiiieieiieeeiies eerveeenre e

The Committee recommends a Federal payment of $221,693,000
for operation of District of Columbia Courts, including the Family
Court, $32,419,000 above the fiscal year 2005 appropriation and
the same as the President’s request. This amount includes
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$9,198,000 for the Court of Appeals, $87,342,000 for the Superior
Court, $41,643,000 for the Court System, and $83,510,000 for cap-
ital improvements to courthouse facilities.

DEFENDER SERVICES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURTS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 . $38,192,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 45,000,000
Recommended in the bill 45,000,000

Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeveeeiiiinieniiienieeieennenns +6,808,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeeiieeeiiiieeiiieeciieeeiies eerrreeeniae e aeeenanes

The Committee recommends $45,000,000 for Defender Services
in District of Columbia Courts, $6,808,000 above the fiscal year
2005 appropriation and the same as the President’s request. These
funds provide payment for counsel appointed in proceedings in the
Family Court of the Superior Court and under the District of Co-
lumbia Guardianship, Protective Proceedings, and Durable Power
of Attorney Act of 1986.

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE COURT SERVICES AND OFFENDER
SUPERVISION AGENCY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .... $178,560,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 203,388,000
Recommended in the bill 203,388,000

Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeenciieeeniree e +24,828,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccccoeviierieiiiiiniieiiieeeies e

The Committee recommends a Federal payment of $178,560,000
for the Court Services and Offender Supervision Agency (CSOSA)
and the Public Defender Service for the District of Columbia,
$24,828,000 above the fiscal year 2005 appropriation and the same
as the President’s request.

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA WATER AND
SEWER AUTHORITY

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $4,762,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 et eeerreeeer e
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooviiiiiiiiieiiiieceeceeee e 10,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceovveeiiienieniiienieeieenneenns +5,238,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccceeeevveeeiieeenciee e +10,000,000

The Committee recommends a Federal payment of $10,000,000 to
the District of Columbia Water and Sewer Authority (WASA),
$5,238,000 above the fiscal year 2005 appropriation and over the
President’s request. These funds are to continue implementation of
the Combined Sewer Overflow Long-Term Plan and are to be
matched 100 percent by WASA.

The District’s combined sewer system was designed and con-
structed by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in the late 1800’s
and serves about a third of the District. The capacity of the system
is exceeded during storms with the excess flow being discharged to
the Anacostia and Potomac Rivers, Rock Creek, and tributary wa-
ters. WASA has developed a long-term plan to control these over-
flows and improve the water quality of the rivers. The plan is esti-
mated to cost $1.3 billion and take between 15 to 40 years to com-
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plete depending on how much Federal assistance is obtained. While
the Committee is supportive of the project and is providing funding
for it in the bill, the Committee does not have the resources to pro-
vide the level of funding WASA is seeking from the Federal govern-
ment. Therefore, the Committee strongly encourages WASA to pur-
sue other sources of public and private funding.

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR THE ANACOSTIA WATERFRONT INITIATIVE

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $2,976,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 5,000,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiccceeeeeeee e 5,000,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeeniiieeeiiee e +2,024,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccccoeviieiieiiiiiriieiiienieits eerreeee e

The Committee recommends a Federal payment of $5,000,000 for
the Anacostia Waterfront Initiative, $2,024,000 over the fiscal year
2005 appropriation and the same as the President’s request. These
funds are for the design and construction of a continuous pedes-
trian and bicycle trail system from the Potomac River to the Dis-
trict’s border with Maryland.

The Anacostia Waterfront Initiative is a multi-year, multi-project
initiative to revitalize the Anacostia River and its waterfront com-
munities. The design and construction of a continuous pedestrian
and bicycle trail system from the Potomac River to the District’s
border with Maryland is one such project. The Committee provides
$5,000,000 to continue construction in fiscal year 2006.

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE COORDINATING

COUNCIL
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccocceerriiiieriiieeniieeeiee e $1,290,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 1,300,000
Recommended in the Dill .......cccceeeiiiiiiiiiiiiieicceeeeee e 1,300,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceviiriiieniiniiienieeieeies +10,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviieeriiiieeiiiieeecieeeeies eerrreeeraeeeaee e

The Committee recommends a Federal payment of $1,300,000 to
the Criminal Justice Coordinating Council, $10,000 above the fiscal
year 2005 appropriation and the same as the President’s request.
These funds are to support initiatives related to the coordination
of Federal and local criminal justice resources in the District of Co-
lumbia.

The Committee recognizes the Criminal Justice Coordinating
Council (CJCC) as an important agency within the law enforcement
and criminal justice community in the District of Columbia. Fed-
eral and local agencies are expected to demonstrate accountability
on the initiatives undertaken each year to improve public safety in
the city. To this end, we request the CJCC collect and analyze data
that measures progress made on the individual CJCC initiatives
and to include these measures in the annual report.
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FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE OFFICE OF CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER OF
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $32,240,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 et eeerreeenree e e e
Recommended in the bill .........ccccooovviiiiiiiiieiiiiceeeceee e 20,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccevviiviiienieniiienieeieeeene —12,240,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccoeveeviieniieniienienieenee. +20,000,000

The Committee recommends a Federal payment of $20,000,000
for the Chief Financial Officer of the District of Columbia,
$12,240,000 below the fiscal year 2005 appropriation and
$20,000,000 above the President’s request. These funds are for edu-
cation, public safety, health, economic development, and infrastruc-
ture initiatives in the District of Columbia.

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $39,680,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 41,616,000
Recommended in the Dill ........cccoeeiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceeee e 41,616,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceoveeiiieniieniiienieeieeneeenns $1,936,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ........c..ccccoevieriiriiiininiinineiies et

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $41,616,000 for the Federal pay-
ment for school improvement, $1,936,000 above fiscal year 2005
and the same as the budget request. These funds are allocated as
follows: $13,525,000 to improve public school education in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and $14,566,000 to the Secretary of Education
for opportunity scholarships for low-income children in the District
of Columbia, of which $1,000,000 is for administrative expenses.

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR BIOTERRORISM AND FORENSICS LABORATORY

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $7,936,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 7,200,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooiiiiiiiiiieiecceeeee e 7,200,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccceeeeviieeiieeeeiieeeree e +736,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviieeriiieeiiieeecieeeiies eerrree e e aee e

The Committee recommends a Federal payment of $7,200,000 for
costs associated with the continued construction of a bioterrorism
and forensics laboratory in the District of Columbia, the same
funding level as the budget request and $736,000 below the fiscal
year 2005 appropriation. The Federal payment is contingent upon
the District providing $1,500,000 in local funds for this project.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FUNDS

The Committee recommends a total of $8,700,158,000 for the op-
erating expenses of the District of Columbia as contained in the fis-
cal year 2006 proposed budget and financial plan submitted to the
Congress by the Government of the District of Columbia on June
6, 2005. Of the total, $5,007,344,000 is from local funds,
$1,921,287,000 is from Federal grant funds, $1,754,399,000 is from
other funds, $17,129,000 is from private funds, and $163,116,000
is from prior year funds. The Committee directs that any changes
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to the financial plan as submitted by the District must follow the
reprogramming guidelines.

The Committee has included two administrative provisions that
would allow the mayor, upon certification by the chief financial offi-
cer, to expend local and other funds of the District not identified
in this bill should there be an unanticipated growth in revenue.
The additional funds are subject to the administrative provisions of
this title and the normal reprogramming procedures contained in
section 505 of this title. The Committee makes this recommenda-
tion based on the leadership and efforts of the past control boards,
the mayor, and the chief financial officer, with the cooperation of
the city council to bring about financial reform to the District. The
Committee is optimistic that the District’s leadership will continue
on the course of building financial growth and soundness. The
Committee will revisit these provisions in consideration of the fis-
cal year 2007 bill. Should the District government fail to adhere to
the notification and reprogramming requirements, or fail to create
and implement a plan to address the dire state of DC’s capital in-
frastructure, or the cost of services rise without reason, the Com-
mittee will not consider favorably the continuation of the provi-
sions.

With the expanded authority to use District funds, the Com-
mittee expects the District government to first and foremost ad-
dress capital infrastructure needs.

The following tables detail the revenue and expenses plans of the
District for fiscal year 2006:
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Fiscal Year 2006 Financial Plan
[Amount in Thousands)

Grants and
tocal Funds  Other Revenue Gross funds
Revenues
L ocat sources:
Property taxes 1,242,478 0 1,242,479
Sales taxes 876,128 0 876,129
Income taxes 1,405,670 0 1,405,670
Gross receipts 246,891 0 246,891
Other taxes 330.364 0 330.364
Liscenses and permits 66,470 0 66,470
Fines and forfeitures 113613 Q 113,613
Charges/services 56,436 4] 56,436
Misceilaneous 416,335 0 416,335
Fund Baiance Use 591,642 0 591,642
Transfers to Capital (30,000) 0 (30,000}
Revenue Proposals/Onstime Revenues 8,729 0 8,729
Subtotal Jocal revenues 5,324,758 0 5,324,758
Federal and other sources:
Federal Payments [ 34,500 34,500
Federal Grants 1,904,539 1,904,539
Private Grants 0 16,213 16.213
Subtotal federal sources revenues 0 1,955,252 1,955,252
Other financing sources:
Lottery transfer 73,100 0 73,100
Subtotal Federal Resources 73,100 0 73,100
Total General Fund Revenues 5,397,858 1,955,252 7,353,110
Expenditures
Cumrent Operating:
Govemnmaental Direction and Support 340,859 171.975 512,834
Economic Development and Regulation 328,156 118,312 446,468
Public Safety and Justice 827,037 10,577 837,614
Public Education System 1,189,302 240,194 1,429,496
Human Support Services 1,307,530 1,405,819 2.713.349
Public Works 366,101 8375 374,476
Financing and Other 588,717 0 588,717
Cash Reserve (Budgeted Contingency) 50,000 4] 50,000
Lease Purchase Costs [] 4] 0
Subtotal, Operating Expenditures 4,997!702 1,955,252 6,9525954
Paygo Capital 207,083 [« 207,083
Transfer to Trust Fund for Post-Employment Ben 138,000 (] 138,000
General Fund Contribution to Capital Fund Balan 53,800 0 53,800
Total General Fund Expenditures 5.396.585 1,955,252 7,351,837

Operating Margin, Budget Basis 1,273 [} 1,273
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The Committee is concerned about the number of erroneous
parking violation citations from the District of Columbia. In many
of these instances the vehicles owned by non-District residents do
not match the vehicles described in the citations. Many times,
when non-District residents have attempted to resolve the issue,
often by providing a notarized affidavit that their vehicle does not
match the description on the Notice of Unsatisfied Parking Ticket,
they have serious difficulty navigating the District’s appeal process
and are eventually still found responsible for the erroneous charge.
Within 120 days of enactment of this Act, the District of Columbia
is instructed to file a written report with the Committee detailing
a plan to improve the process through which these appeals are re-
solved and a plan to improve the ticket issuing process so that the
frequency of these errors is decreased.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

Section 501. The Committee continues the provision that speci-
fies that an appropriation for a particular purpose or object shall
be considered as the maximum amount that may be expended for
said purpose or object.

Section 502. The Committee continues the provision that permits
funds for travel and payment of dues.

Section 503. The Committee continues the provision that appro-
priates funds for refunding overpayments of taxes collected and for
paying settlements and judgments against the District of Columbia
government.

Section 504. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
hibits the use of appropriation for publicity or propaganda pur-
poses.

Section 505. The Committee continues the provision that estab-
lishes reprogramming and transfer requirements.

Section 506. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
hibits use of funds only to the objects for which the appropriations
were made.

Section 507. The Committee continues the provision that clarifies
the pay setting authority for District employees as the District’s
Merit Personnel Act rather than title 5 of the United States Code.

Section 508. The Committee continues the provision that directs
the Mayor of the District of Columbia to submit new fiscal year
2006 revenue estimates as of the end of such quarter.

Section 509. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
hibits the District government from renewing or extending sole
source contracts without opening them to the competitive bidding
process as set forth in section 303 of the District of Columbia Pro-
curement Practices Act of 1985.

Section 510. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
hibits the use of Federal funds for salaries, expenses, or other costs
associated with the offices of U.S. Senator or Representative under
section 4(d) of the D.C. Statehood Constitutional Convention Initia-
tives of 1979.

Section 511. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
hibits Federal funds made available in this Act from being used to
implement or enforce any system of registration for unmarried co-
habitating couples.
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Section 512. The Committee continues the provision that allows
the mayor to accept, obligate, and expend Federal, private, and
other grants received by the District government that are not re-
flected in the amounts appropriated in this Act.

Section 513. The Committee continues the provision that re-
stricts the use of official vehicles to official duties and not between
a residence and workplace, except in the case of a police officer who
resides in the District of Columbia at the discretion of the Chief,
an officer or employee of the D.C. Fire and Emergency Medical
Services Department who resides in the District of Columbia and
is on call 24 hours a day, the Mayor of the District of Columbia,
and the Chairman of the Council of the District of Columbia.

Section 514. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
hibits the use of funds for the audit of the District government’s
annual financial statements unless the DC Inspector General ei-
ther conducts, or contracts for, the audit.

Section 515. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
hibits the use of appropriated funds by the Corporation Counsel or
any other officer or entity of the District government to provide as-
sistance for any petition drive or civil action which seeks to require
Congress to provide for voting representation in Congress for the
District of Columbia.

Section 516. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
hibits the use of any funds in this Act to carry out any program
of distributing sterile needles or syringes for the hypodermic injec-
tion of any illegal drug.

Section 517. The Committee continues the provision that re-
quires the Chief Financial Officers of the District of Columbia to
certify that they understand the duties and restrictions applicable
to their agency as a result of this Act.

Section 518. The Committee continues the provision that in-
cludes a “conscience clause” on legislation that pertains to contra-
ceptive coverage by health insurance plans.

Section 519. The Committee continues the provision that re-
quires the Mayor of the District of Columbia to submit quarterly
reports on various issues pertaining to the District of Columbia.

Section 520. The Committee continues the provision that re-
quires the CFO to submit a revised appropriated funds operating
budget in the format of the budget that the District government
submitted pursuant to section 442 of the DC Home Rule Act for all
agencies no later than 30 calendar days after the date of enactment
of this Act.

Section 521. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
hibits the transfer of Federal funds to any department, agency, or
instrumentality of the U.S. government, except pursuant to a
transfer made by, or transfer authority provided in, this or any
other appropriation Act.

Section 522. The Committee continues the provision that re-
quires the District of Columbia Courts to transfer all fines levied
and collected by the Courts in cases charging Driving Under the
Influence and Driving While Impaired to the general treasury of
the District of Columbia to remain available until expended and
used by the Office of the Corporation Counsel for enforcement and
prosecution of District traffic alcohol laws.
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Section 523. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
hibits the use of any funds in the Act to: (1) pay the fees of an at-
torney who represents a party in an action or any attorney who de-
fends any action, including an administrative proceeding, brought
against D.C. Public Schools under the Individuals With Disabilities
Act (IDEA) in excess of $4,000 for that action; (2) pay the fees of
an attorney or firm whom the CFO determines to have a pecuniary
interest, either through an attorney, officer or employee of the firm,
in any special education diagnostic services, schools, or other spe-
cial education service providers; and (3) require all savings to be
used to expand special education services within the District.

Section 524. The Committee continues the provision that re-
quires attorneys in special education cases brought under IDEA to
comply with several reporting requirements and allow the Inspec-
tor General to conduct investigations to determine the accuracy of
the certifications.

Section 525. The Committee continues the provision that allows
for appropriations in this Act to be increased by no more than
$42,000,000 from unexpended general funds, and may be used only
for one-time expenditures, to avoid deficit spending, for debt reduc-
tion, for program needs, or to avoid revenue shortfalls.

Section 526. The Committee recommends a new provision that
makes a technical correction under the heading of “Federal Pay-
ment for School Improvement” in Public Law 108-355 (118 Stat.
1327).

Section 527. The Committee recommends a new provision that
allows for the obligation of additional “Other Funds” and “Local
Funds” under certain circumstances.

Section 528. The Committee recommends a new provision that
allows for short-term borrowing from the emergency and contin-
gency reserve funds established under section 450A of the District
of Columbia Home Rule Act (Public Law 98-198; D.C. Official
Code, sec. 1-204.50a) under certain circumstances.

Section 529. The Committee continues the provision that main-
tains funding for the District of Columbia Inspector General.

Section 530. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds to change the legality of marijuana use.

Section 531. The Committee continues the provision relating to
abortion.

The Committee has not included a proposed provision allowing
the District to implement activities to improve tax collections.
While the Committee supports strongly any efforts by the District
to collect properly and account for taxes owed, there was not ade-
quate time to evaluate such a proposal prior to consideration of this
bill. The Committee directs the mayor to submit a report by Octo-
ber 1, 2005 providing the details of such an initiative, the amount
of additional revenue collected, and the costs associated with any
initiative. The Committee encourages the District to consider ac-
tivities that would yield a greater return on the investment than
as proposed in the provision.
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TITLE VI—EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT AND
FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT

These funds provide for the compensation of the President as
well as official expenses of the Executive Office of the President, as
authorized by title 3, United States Code.

COMPENSATION OF THE PRESIDENT

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccocceeviiiiiriiieeniieeeiee e $450,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 1 450,000
Recommended in the Dill .......cccceveiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceeeeee e 450,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceviiriiienieniiienieeieeiee 0
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccceeeeveeeeiieeeecieeeeieee s 0

1Proposed in a consolidated appropriation titled “The White House”.

These funds provide for the compensation of the President, in-
cluding an expense allowance as authorized by 3 U.S.C. 102.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $450,000 for
Compensation of the President, including an expense allowance of
$50,000. These are the same as amounts as appropriated in fiscal
year 2005 and the same as requested by the President. The bill
specifies that none of the funds for official expenses shall be consid-
ered as taxable to the President, and any unused amount shall re-
vert to the Treasury consistent with 31 U.S.C. 1552.

WHITE HOUSE OFFICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2006 ..........ccccceeeeiriieeiieeeniieeeriee e e $61,504,000
Budget request, fiscal year 20061 53,830,000
Recommended in the bill ...................... 53,830,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccceceveriieneriienenienieneeniene —8,424,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........cccccoeveeriiiiniiiniinnienieeen. 0

1Proposed in a consolidated appropriation titled “The White House”.

The Salaries and Expenses account of the White House Office
supports staff and administrative services necessary for the direct
support of the President, including costs for the Homeland Security
Council.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $53,830,000 for
the White House Office, the same as in the Administration’s re-
quest. This account also includes $750,000 for the Privacy and Civil
Liberties Oversight Board, newly established within the White
House Office. The Committee’s recommendation transfers funding
for the White House Communications Agency to the Department of
Defense’s Defense Information Agency.
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EXECUTIVE RESIDENCE AT THE WHITE HOUSE
OPERATING EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ..........ccccovveeviieniieriienieeieee e $12,658,000
Budget request, fiscal year 20061 .. . 12,436,000
Recommended in the bill; .......ccccooooiiiiiiiiiiiiieiceeeee e 12,436,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccoevoiiriiiniiiniiienieeieeeeee —222,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........cccccoeveeriiiiiiniiinnienieeee. 0

1Proposed in a consolidated appropriation titled “The White House”.

These funds provide for the care, maintenance, and operation of
the Executive Residence, including official and ceremonial func-
tions of the President.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $12,436,000 for
the operating expenses of the Executive Residence, a decrease of
$222,000 from the amounts appropriated in fiscal year 2005 and
the same as the amounts requested by the President. The bill in-
cludes the same restrictions on reimbursable expenses for use of
the Executive Residence as were enacted in fiscal year 2005.

WHITE HOUSE REPAIR AND RESTORATION

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ...... $1,885,000
Budget request, fiscal year 20061 .. . 1,700,000
Recommended in the bill; .......ccccooeoiiiiiiiiieiicceeeeee e 1,700,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiieeerrieeenieee e —185,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........ccceevvvieeniieeencieeeeieee s 0

1Proposed in a consolidated appropriation titled “The White House”.

To provide for the repair, alteration, and improvement of the Ex-
ecutive Residence at the White House, a separate account was es-
tablished in fiscal year 1996 to program and track expenditures for
capital improvement projects at the Executive Residence at the
White House.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $1,700,000 for
White House Repair and Restoration, a decrease of $185,000 below
the amount enacted in fiscal year 2005 and the same as the
amount requested by the President.

COUNCIL OF ECONOMIC ADVISERS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccccceeeeieieriieeeniieeeiee e $4,008,000
Budget request, fiscal year 20061 .. . 4,040,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoociiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e 4,040,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccoeviiriiiiiieniienieeieeeee +32,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ........c..ccoceeeevieneriieneniienennene. 0

1Proposed in a consolidated appropriation titled “The White House”.

The Council of Economic Advisers analyzes the national economy
and its various segments, advises the President on economic devel-
opments, recommends policies for economic growth and stability,
appraises economic programs and policies of the Federal Govern-
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ment, and assists in preparation of the annual Economic Report of
the President to Congress.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $4,040,000 for
the Council of Economic Advisers, an increase of $32,000 from the
amount enacted in fiscal year 2005 and the same as requested by
the President. The Committee continues the CEA rental costs as
part of the Enterprise Services activity in the Office of Administra-
tion.

OFFICE OF PoLicY DEVELOPMENT

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccccceeeriiieriieeeniieeeiee e $2,282,000
Budget request, fiscal year 20061 ... 3,501,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooiiiiiiiiieieceeeeeeee s 3,500,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccceeeevieeeireeeeciiee e 1,218,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccceeevvveeecieeeecieeeeieee s 1,000

1Proposed in a consolidated appropriation titled “The White House”.

The office of policy development supports the National Economic
Council and the Domestic Policy Council in carrying out their re-
sponsibilities to advise and assist the President in the formulation,
coordination, and implementation of economic and domestic policy.
The office of policy development also provides support for other do-
mestic policy development and implementation activities, as di-
rected by the President.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $3,500,000 for
the office of policy development, an increase of $1,218,000 above
amount enacted in fiscal year 2005and $1,000 below the request.

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccccoeeevieieeiiieeriie e $8,860,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 1 8,705,000
Recommended in the bill ................. 8,705,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccocceevriiiiriiieeniieeeiee e —155,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .............ccceeveveeiiiencieeniienieeneeeieenen 0

1Proposed in a consolidated appropriation titled “The White House”.

The National Security Council advises the President on the inte-
gration of domestic, foreign, and military policies relating to na-
tional security.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $8,705,000 for
the National Security Council, a decrease of $155,000 below the
amount appropriated in fiscal year 2005 and the same as requested
by the President. The committee continues the realignment of GSA
rental payments and other costs to the Office of Administration as
part of the enterprise services program. The number of full-time
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equivalent staff years remains at the fiscal year 2005 enacted level
of 71.

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .... $91,530,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 1 98,609,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccooeiiiiiiiiieiicceeeee e 89,322,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccevieriienieniiienieeieeees —2,208,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccceeevveeeeiieeeeiiee e —9,287,000

1Proposed in a consolidated appropriation titled “The White House”.

The Office of Administration is responsible for providing cost-ef-
fective, administrative services to the Executive Office of the Presi-
dent. These services, defined by Executive Order 12028 of 1977, in-
clude financial, personnel, library and records services, information
management systems support, and general office services.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $89,322,000 for
the Office of Administration, a decrease of $2,208,000 below the
amount appropriated in fiscal year 2004 and a decrease of
$9,287,000 below the amount requested by the President.

Enterprise services program.—The Committee continues the En-
terprise Services Program for most White House Offices. Funds for
GSA rental payments for the Office of Management and Budget
($6,646,000) and for the Office of National Drug Control Policy
($2,641,000) proposed for funding through the Enterprise Services
activities for fiscal year 2006 have not been included. These funds
have been placed back in their respective organizations and have
been placed in those offices in the amounts that the Administration
would have requested for each. The Committee is taking this action
to avoid the possibility that Report and bill language affecting
those Offices would inappropriately apply to other White House of-
fices if left in the centralized Enterprise Services Program. All
other Offices have their GSA costs in the Enterprise Services Pro-
gram, as requested.

The Committee recommends funding for all other Office of Ad-
ministration activities at the requested level for each activity in fis-
cal year 2006.

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .......ccccooviiriiiiniiniienieeee e $67,864,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 68,411,000
Recommended in the bill .......ccccooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiecceee e 76,930,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriveeeriieeenieee e +9,066,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ........c..cccceeeeviererienenienennene. +8,519,000

The Office of Management and Budget assists the President in
the discharge of budgetary, economic, management, and other exec-
utive responsibilities.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $76,930,000 for
the Office of Management and Budget (OMB), an increase of
$9,066,000 above the amount appropriated in fiscal year 2005 and
$8,519,000 above the amount requested by the President. Rec-
ommended adjustments to the budget estimate are:

Staffing adjustment.—The fiscal year 2006 budget estimate pro-
vides sufficient funding for 500 FTEs, a net increase of 10 FTEs
over the fiscal year 2005 estimated FTE utilization. The Commit-
tee’s review of the historic OMB staffing data indicates that FTEs
(work years) dedicated to the development and preparation of the
President’s budget have declined over the past several years. The
Committee believes that instead, resources have been diverted to
other activities and initiatives that have not been approved by or
specifically funded by the Congress. Therefore, the Committee di-
rects increased FTEs and funding to the four major program areas
listed below to emphasize that the principal responsibility for
which funds are being provided, is the development and the execu-
tion of the Federal budget. But the net increase in FTEs is in-
tended to recognize that there has also been a major growth in pro-
gram content and the number of individual programs funded in the
areas of Defense, Homeland Security, and Natural Resources and
Human Resources.

Total funding for Object classes 12.1, 21, 22, 23.3, 24, 25, 26, and
31 is $27,321,000. Of this amount, not to exceed $3,000 shall be for
Official Entertainment in object class 26. The Committee provides
funding at or above the levels requested for all other object classes
to reflect the higher FTE allocation and restores $7,000,000 in pro-
posed GSA rental payments rather than in the Office of Adminis-
tration as proposed. The Director of OMB may reallocate operating
funds among these object classes, except where funding is expressly
prohibited. The reprogramming of funds among these object classes
should be based on the new allocation of staffing resources. OMB
must include the revised allocation in its Operating Plan. Further-
more, any subsequent transfer of funds between or among object
classes in excess of $250,000 should be submitted to the Committee
in a revised Operating Plan.

Reception and representation expenses.—The bill limits reception
and representation (R&R) expenses to $3,000 as requested by the
Administration.

Operating Plan and PART Analysis.—Besides the requirements
noted above, OMB is also required to include a detailed description
of each program or activity or project that OMB intends to subject
to its Performance Assessment Rating Tool (PART) study process
for the 2007 and 2008 budgets. Included in the description shall be
the specific methodology that will be used to conduct each study,
the data that will be used in the analysis for each program studied,
and office responsible for providing OMB with information and
analysis. The Operating Plan relevant to the PART studies shall be
provided to, and be considered approved only after the relevant
subcommittee has agreed to the study criteria and methodology.
OMB is encouraged to work with the subcommittees in advance of
the Operating Plan to ensure that the process can continue without
disruption.
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For studies agreed to by the Committee all scores, results and
recommendations may be included in departmental budget submis-
sions in addition to the materials submitted as part of a traditional
budget. With respect to those not agreed to in OMB’s Operating
Plan no information relating to the study may be included in De-
partment or Agency Budget Requests.

Operating Plan and “E-Gov” initiative.—The Committee has ex-
pressed serious concerns about the continued forced implementa-
tion of this initiative on Departments and Agencies. Many aspects
of this initiative are fundamentally flawed, contradict underlying
program statutory requirements and have stifled innovation by
forcing conformity to an arbitrary government standard. Most im-
portantly, the implementation of this initiative has forced depart-
ments and agencies and offices and bureaus within each to transfer
funds without the consent of the Committee and has used funds for
activities for which funding was not specifically appropriated.

Therefore, language is included as a government-wide provision
in this Act which states that no funds are to be allocated to the
“e-Gov” initiatives in OMB or any other department or agency and
no funds are to be transferred from any department or agency for
these initiatives, unless and to the extent approved in the OMB
Operating Plan. The Operating Plan shall detail the amount pro-
posed for transfer from each department and agency, (by program,
office, bureau or activity, as appropriate) the specific use of funds,
the relevance of that use to that department of agency and each
bureau or office within, which is contributing funds, and a descrip-
tion of those activities for which funds were appropriated that will
not be implemented or only partially implemented by the depart-
ment or agency as a result of the proposed transfer. The Committee
urges the OMB to work directly with the individual subcommittees
in advance of the Operating Plan so that approved initiatives can
move forward without disruption.

OFFICE OF NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL PoLicy
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .... $26,784,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 . 24,224,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooviiiiiiiiiiiiiicce e 26,908,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevveeriieeeniieeenieee e +124,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccoevveeviieniienieeniienieennen. +2,684,000

The Office of National Drug Control Policy Reauthorization Act
of 1998 charges the Office of National Drug Control Policy, estab-
lished by the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988, with developing poli-
cies, objectives and priorities for the National Drug Control Pro-
gram as defined by the Act and Executive Order 12880.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $26,908,000 for
the Office of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP), a $2,684,000
increase over the President’s request.

Funding is directed as follows: Operations—$25,592,000; Policy
Research—$1,316,000.
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Staffing.—The Committee provided the requested level of 123
TEs.

COUNTERDRUG TECHNOLOGY ASSESSMENT CENTER

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $41,664,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 30,000,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooviiiiiiiiieiicceeee s 30,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccoceveriiereriieneniienieneeiene —11,664,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccceeveieeeiieiincieeeeiieeene 0

Pursuant to the Office of National Drug Control Policy Reauthor-
ization Act of 1998 (title VII of Division C of Public Law 105-277),
the Counter drug Technology Assessment Center serves as the cen-
tral counter drug research and development organization for the
United States Government.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $30,000,000 for
the Counterdrug Technology Assessment Center, a decrease of
$11,664,000 from the fiscal year 2005 enacted levels and the same
as the President’s request. Included in the appropriation is
$18,000,000 for supply and demand reduction research to be allo-
cated at the discretion of the ONDCP and $12,000,000 for the
Technology Transfer Program.

The Committee agrees that it is time to review and assess the
future of this program and determine which reforms are needed
and where to emphasize future funding, ONDCP is instructed to
prepare an analysis of options and recommendations for the future
course of counter drug technology research and submit the report
with the fiscal year 2007 budget submission to the Committee.

HiGH INTENSITY DRUG TRAFFICKING AREAS PROGRAM

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $226,523,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 0
Recommended in the Dill .......ccccvviiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 227,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ..........cccceovveeiiieniieniiienieeieeneeenns +477
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccoeveeviieniieniieniienieenen. +227,000,000

The High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas (HIDTA) Program
was established by the Director of ONDCP pursuant to section
1005 of the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988, and now as reauthorized
by section 707 of the Office of National Drug Control Policy Act of
1998 to provide assistance to Federal and State and local law en-
forcement entities operating in those areas most adversely affected
by drug trafficking.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $227,000,000 for
the HIDTA Program, an increase of $227,000,000 above the Presi-
dent’s request. The Committee rejects the Administration’s pro-
posal to shift HIDTA funding to the Department of Justice and to
reduce funding by more than 50 percent. The increase above the
fiscal year 2005 enacted amounts is to ensure full funding for all
existing HIDTA program activity, to expand existing HIDTAs
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where such expansion is justified, and to fund new HIDTAs as ap-
propriate. The Committee directs that no less than $208,000,000 is
for base funding for the HIDTA program. Recommended funding
levels are as follows:

HIDTA base allocation $219,650,000

Discretionary funds for new counties $2,000,000

Discretionary funds for CPOT $2,000,000

Audit $2,000,000

The HIDTA program serves to enhance and coordinate drug con-
trol effects among local, State, and Federal law enforcement agen-
cies in order to eliminate or reduce drug trafficking, and the Com-
mittee supports a vigorous HIDTA program. To achieve its mission,
the HIDTA program must continue to enhance individual and na-
tional performance and work to develop a system that enhances the
synchronization of drug control efforts. The Committee continues to
direct that HIDTAs existing in fiscal year 2006 shall receive fund-
ing at least equal to the fiscal year 2005 initial allocation level,
which does not include funding provided through the CPOT initia-
tive.

The Committee is aware of areas facing increased drug traf-
ficking that may be appropriate candidates for designation as a
HIDTA, inclusion in an existing HIDTA, or increased funding. The
Committee recognizes the strong pressure to add new HIDTAs and
expand those currently existing, and underscores the need for per-
formance-based management to ensure that HIDTAs demonstrate
both effectiveness and need and are provided adequate resources.

Prior to submitting any future budget requests, the Committee
encourages the Director of ONDCP to review the outcome-oriented
performance measures developed in 2004 by the HIDTA Directors
Committee. This performance data will assist during future PART
ratings and clearly should be used to inform budget decisions.

OTHER FEDERAL DRUG CONTROL PROGRAMS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ..........ccceeveriirienienienieieneereeeee $211,990,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. . $213,300,000
Recommended in the bill .................. . $213,292,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccoeviiriiiiiiieniiienieeeeeee +1,302,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccceeeerveeeiieeencieeeeieee s -8,000

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee has provided the funds as requested for each of
the programs funded in this Account and directs that funding be
allocated as proposed on Page 63 of the ONDCP fiscal year 2006
Congressional submission with the exception that $992,000 shall be
allocated to the National Alliance for Model State Drug Laws in-
stead of no funds requested and that $1,000,000 shall be allocated
to establishing improved performance measure for each program
instead of the $2,000,000 requested.

The Committee directs ONDCP to maintain funding for non-ad-
vertising services for the Media Campaign at no less than the Fis-
cal year 2003 ratio of service funding to total funds and to continue
the corporate outreach program as it operated prior to its cancella-
tion.
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The Committee has supported past education efforts to dem-
onstrate the consequences of using performance-enhancing drugs.
Although this program was successful, all professional sports, in-
cluding Major League Baseball, must undertake a comprehensive
campaign to educate youth on the dangers of steroid use. Profes-
sional sports must work closely with U.S. Anti-doping Administra-
tion (USADA) to educate high school, middle school and grade
school children on the dangers of performance enhancing drugs.

UNANTICIPATED NEEDS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $993,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 1,000,000
Recommended in the Dill ........ccccoeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeeee e 1,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeeriieeeniiee e +7,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........cccccoeveeriieniieniiinienieenen. 0

These funds enable the President to meet unanticipated exigen-
cies in support of the national interest, security, or defense.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $1,000,000 for unanticipated needs,
as requested. Expenditures from this account may be authorized by
the President.

SPECIAL ASSISTANCE TO THE PRESIDENT AND THE OFFICIAL
RESIDENCE OF THE VICE PRESIDENT

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccccoveeeviieniieniienieeieeie e $4,534,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 4,455,000
Recommended in the Dill .......ccccovvviiiiiiiiiiiiieicceeeeee e 4,455,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiieeeeieeeiee e —179,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 0

These funds support the official duties and functions of the Office
of the Vice President.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $4,455,000 for
the Office of the Vice President, a decrease of $79,000 below the
amount enacted for fiscal year 2005 and the same as requested by
the President.

OPERATING EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccoveeevieieeiieeeeiiee e $330,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 325,000
Recommended in the Dill .......cccceeiiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceceeee e 325,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiieeeeiieeeiee e —5,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccceeeevveeecieeeecireeeeriee s 0

These funds support the care and operation of the Vice Presi-
dent’s residence and specifically support equipment, furnishings,
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dining facilities, and services required to perform and discharge the
Vice President’s official duties, functions and obligations.
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $325,000 for the
Operating Expenses of the Vice President’s residence, a decrease of
$5,000 below the amount enacted in fiscal year 2005 and the same
as requested by the President.

TITLE VII—INDEPENDENT AGENCIES

ARCHITECTURAL AND TRANSPORTATION BARRIERS COMPLIANCE
BOARD

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceveriirienienenieeieneereeeee $5,641,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 5,941,000
Recommended in the Dill ........cccoeeiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceceeeeeeeceee e 5,941,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceviiriiiiniiiniiinieeeeeee +300,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccccoeviieiiiiiiiiniiiiiiceeies e

The Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance
Board (the Access Board) is the lead Federal Agency promoting ac-
cessibility for all handicapped persons. The Access Board was reau-
thorized in the Rehabilitation Act Amendments of 1992, Public
Law 102-569. Under this authorization, the Access Board’s func-
tions are to ensure compliance with the Architectural Barriers Act
of 1968, and to develop guidelines for and technical assistance to
individuals and entities with rights or duties under titles IT and III
of the Americans with Disabilities Act. The Access Board estab-
lishes minimum accessibility guidelines and requirements for pub-
lic accommodations and commercial facilities, transit facilities and
vehicles, state and local government facilities, and recreational fa-
cilities. The Access Board also provides technical assistance to Gov-
ernment agencies, public and private organizations, individuals,
and businesses on the removal of accessibility barriers.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $5,941,000 for the operations of the
Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance Board, an
increase of $300,000 over fiscal year 2005 and the same as the
budget request.

CONSUMER PrRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccooviiriiiiiiiniienieeeeeeeeee $62,149,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 62,449,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooiiiiiiiiieiicceeee e 62,449,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceovveeiiiinieeiiienieeieenneenns +300,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccccooviieiiiiiiiniiiiiiceeits et

The Consumer Product Safety Act established the Consumer
Product Safety Commission (CPSC), an independent Federal regu-
latory agency, to reduce unreasonable risk of injury associated with



143

consumer products. Its primary responsibilities and overall goals
are: to protect the public against unreasonable risk of injury associ-
ated with consumer products; to develop uniform safety standards
for consumer products, minimizing conflicting State and local regu-
lations; and to promote research into prevention of product-related
deaths, illnesses, and injuries.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $62,449,000 for
fiscal year 2006, the same level as requested and a decrease of
$201,000 below fiscal year 2005.

ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $13,888,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 17,612,000
Recommended in the Dill .......cccceeviiiiiiiiiiiiiecc e 15,877,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeeriieeenieee e +1,989,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccoeveeriieriieniieniieeieenen. —1,735,000

The Election Assistance Commission was established by the Help
America Vote Act of 2002 (HAVA) and is charged with imple-
menting provisions of that Act relating to the reform of Federal
election administration throughout the United States, including the
development of voluntary voting systems guidelines, the certifi-
cation and testing of voting systems, studies of election administra-
tion issues, and the implementation of election reform payments to
states as well as grant programs related to election reform.

The Committee urges the EAC to provide $250,000 for the HAVA
college program during the 2006 elections. This program, first im-
plemented during the 2004 election, recruits and trains young peo-
ple in colleges, universities, and community colleges to serve as
nonpartisan poll workers, helping to address a nationwide
pollworker shortage.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $15,877,000 for
the Election Assistance Commission, an increase of $1,989,000
above the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and $1,735,000 below the
budget request. The Committee provides the budget request for re-
search and development activities, including the transfer of
$2,800,000 to the National Institute of Standards and Technology.

The Committee recommends the following major changes to the
budget request:

Reduce information technology/equipment purchases —350,000
Deny funding for four additional FTE ..........cccceevvviveiviennnnns —622,000
Reduce funding for printing and reproduction ....... —-501,000
Reduce funding for travel ...........ccccceeevvieeecrveennnenn. —400,000
Increase funding for external auditing services +200,000

Inspector General services.—The Committee recommendation pro-
vides an additional $200,000 above the budget request for contract
auditing services for a total auditing program level of $2,105,000,
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an increase of more than $2,009,000 above the fiscal year 2005 en-
acted level. The Committee has been concerned about the lack of
Inspector General services at EAC, particularly given the vast
sums of money that have been distributed to date. The Committee
is aware that EAC has been seeking contract IG services, and ex-
pects that such services will be in place by January 1, 2006.

Staffing increases.—The Committee is concerned that EAC has
requested an additional four FTE, particularly given the short-term
nature of EAC’s activities with respect to reviewing state spending
plans for HAVA funds. Increased funding has been provided for
contract services, which the Committee believes is sufficient to
manage audit functions. Accordingly, the Committee does not ap-
prove the hire of four additional FTE.

Military voting.—The Committee is aware that technologies now
exist to allow overseas military personnel to vote via a secure e-
mail system. The Committee encourages EAC to examine this tech-
nology and, if warranted, develop appropriate guidelines in time for
the 2006 election.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $29,884,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 29,965,000
Recommended in the bill .........ccccoooviiiiiiiiiiiieicecee e 29,965,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ......... +81,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 0

Funding for the Office of the Inspector General at the Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation is provided pursuant to 31 U.S.C.
1105(a)(25), which requires a separate appropriation account for
appropriations for each Office of Inspector General of an establish-
ment defined under section 11(2) of the Inspector General Act of
1978.

The Committee recommendation, the same as the budget re-
quest, provides for the transfer of $29,965,000 from the Bank In-
surance Fund, the Savings Association Insurance Fund, and the
FSLIC Resolution Fund to finance the Office of Inspector General
for fiscal year 2004.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $51,742,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 54,600,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooiiiiiiiiieiicceeeee s 54,700,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevvieeeiieeeniieeenieee e +2,958,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccceevvrieeeriieeinciereeieee s +100,000

The Commission administers the disclosure of campaign finance
information, enforces limitations on contributions and expendi-
tures, supervises the public funding of Presidential elections, and
performs other tasks related to Federal elections.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $54,700,000 for
the Federal Election Commission (FEC), an increase of $2 958 000
over amounts appropriated in fiscal year 2005 and an increase of
$100,000 over the request.

FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AUTHORITY
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $25,468,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 25,468,000
Recommended in the bill 25,468,000

Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccceeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeereen et
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviieeriiiieiiieeecieeeiies cerree e eaee e

The Federal Labor Relations Authority (FLRA), established by
the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978, serves as a neutral party in
the settlement of disputes that arise between unions, employees,
and agencies on matters outlined in the Federal Service Labor
Management Relations statute, decides major policy issues, pre-
scribes regulations, and disseminates information approprlate to
the needs of agencies, labor organizations, and the public. Estab-
lishment of the FLRA gives full recognition to the role of the Fed-
eral Government as an employer. Pursuant to the Foreign Service
Act of 1980, FLRA also supports the Foreign Service Impasse Dis-
putes Panel and the Foreign Service Labor Relations Board.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $25,468,000 for
the Federal Labor Relations Authority, the same funding level as
the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and the same as the budget re-
quest.

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $19,340,032
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 20,499,000
Recommended in the bill .........c.coooiiiiiiiiiiiicceee s 20,499,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccoevoiiriiiiiieniienieeieeeee +1,158,968

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccccoevviieiriiiiiiiieicieeiies eerreeenee e

The Federal Maritime Commission (FMC) was established in
1961 as an independent government agency, responsible for the
regulation of international waterborne commerce of the United
States. In addition, FMC has responsibility for licensing and bond-
ing ocean transportation intermediaries and assuring that vessel
owners or operators establish financial responsibility to pay judg-
ment for death or injury to passengers, or nonperformance of a
cruise, on voyages from U.S. ports. It monitors the activities of
ocean common carriers, who operate in the U.S./foreign commerce
to ensure just and reasonable practices, maintains a trade moni-
toring and enforcement program, monitors the laws and practices
of foreign governments which could have a discriminatory or other
impacts on shipping conditions in the U.S., among other activities.
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The principal shipping statutes administered by the FMC are the
Shipping Act of 1984 (46 USC app. 1710 et seq.), the Foreign Ship-
ping Practices Act of 1988 (46 USC app. 1701 et seq.), and section
19 of the Merchant Marine Act, 1920 (46 USC app. 876).

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $20,499,000 for
the Federal Maritime Commission, a total of $1,158,968 (6 percent)
above the fiscal year 2005 level and equal to the budget request for
fiscal year 2006.

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
FEDERAL BUILDINGS FUND

Limitations on Availability of Revenue:

Limitation on availability, fiscal year 2005 ..........ccccceevvvveecrreennnnenn. ($7,217,043,000)
Limitation on availability, budget estimate, fiscal year 2006 ........ (7,768,795,000)
Recommended in the bill ........ccccooiiiiiiiiiieiiiceeceee e (7,768,795,000)
Bill compared with:

Availability limitation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeveveverveeennnnen. (+551,752,000)

Availability limitation, fiscal year 2006 eStimate ..........ccccccceees eveeiieniieeiieenieenen.

The Federal Buildings Fund (FBF) finances the activities of the
Public Buildings Service, which provides space and services for
Federal agencies in a relationship similar to that of landlord and
tenant. The FBF, established in 1975, replaces direct appropria-
tions by using income derived from rent assessments, which ap-
proximate commercial rates for comparable space and services. The
Committee makes funds available through a process of placing lim-
itations on obligations from the FBF as a way of allocating funds
for various FBF activities. The Committee may also appropriate
funds into the FBF as a way of covering the difference between the
total revenues coming into the FBF and the total limitation on the
expenditure from the FBF.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a limitation of $7,768,795,000 for
the fund, an increase of $551,752,000 above the fiscal year 2005 en-
acted levels.

The Committee notes that a total of $34,857,000 has been pro-
vided within the federal buildings fund in past years for construc-
tion, including funds for sites and expenses and associated design
and construction services, for the Detroit, Michigan Ambassador
Bridge Border Station. Further, the Committee notes that the Gen-
eral Services Administration (GSA) and the private sector compa-
nies who own and operate the Ambassador Bridge have reached
agreement on innovative private financing/lease back arrangements
to accerlerate the establishment of critically important new border
inspection facilities on the Ambassador Bridge site.

The Committee instructs the GSA to continue to make the full
$34,857,000 available only for border station improvement initia-
tives at the Ambassador Bridge in Detroit, Michigan until the GSA
receives an accurate cost estimate for making the improvements
under the lease back arrangement.
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CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION

Limitations on Availability of Revenue:

Limitation on availability, fiscal year 2005 ..........cccceevvvveevvreeennnenn. ($708,542,000)
Limitation on availability, budget estimate, fiscal year 2006 ........ (708,106,000)
Recommended in the Dill .......cccceeeiiiiiiiiiiiieccceeeeee e (708,106,000)
Bill compared with:
Availability limitation, fiscal year 2005 .........cc.ccccevveeevrreennnnenn. (—436,000)
Availability limitation, fiscal year 2006 estimate ..................... (---)

The construction and acquisition activity funds site, design, con-
struction, and management and inspection costs for construction of
new Federal facilities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a limitation of $708,106,000 for con-
struction and acquisition, a decrease of $436,000 below the fiscal
year 2005 enacted level. Fiscal year 2006 is the first year of a two-
year moratorium imposed by the Judiciary for new major court-
house construction projects. The Committee provides funding for
two courthouse projects on the Judiciary’s priority list which can be
awarded in fiscal year 2006, consistent with the Judiciary’s policy.

REPAIRS AND ALTERATIONS

Limitations on Availability of Revenue:

Limitation on availability, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevvirerveernnnenn. ($980,222,000)
Limitation on availability, budget estimate, fiscal year 2006 ....... (961,376,000)
Recommended in the bill .........ccccooeiiiiiiiiiiiieccceeeeceeeeee s (961,376,000)
Bill compared with:
Availability limitation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceevvvverieeennnnenn. (—18,846,000)
Availability limitation, fiscal year 2006 estimate ..................... (---)

The repairs and alterations activity funds design, construction
and management and inspection for the repair, alteration, and
modernization of existing real estate assets. It funds projects to im-
prove health and safety, recapture vacant non-revenue producing
Government-owned and leased space, and various special pro-
grams.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a limitation of $961,376,000 for re-
pairs and alterations, a decrease of $18,846,000 from the fiscal year
2005 enacted level. The Committee directs GSA to embark on the
projects included in the budget request in priority order, starting
with those projects that address safety and health needs and mov-
ing next to the projects with completed designs.

INSTALLMENT ACQUISITION PAYMENTS
Limitations on Availability of Revenue:

Limitation on availability, fiscal year 2005 ..........cc.cccocvveeennen.
Limitation on availability, budget estimate, fiscal year 2006 .

($161,442,000)
(168,180,000)

Recommended in the bill .........cccooooiiiiiiiiieecceeeeeee e (168,180,000)
Bill compared with:
Availability limitation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccocvevieeciieninenns (+6,738,000)
Availability limitation, fiscal year 2006 estimate ..................... (---)

The installment acquisition payments activity funds interest pay-
ment for facilities constructed under the Public Building Amend-
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ment of 1972 and lease-purchase agreements since 1987, a total of
80 projects.
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a limitation of $168,180,000 for in-
stallation acquisition payments, an increase of $6,738,000 above
the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and the same as the budget re-
quest. Based on this funding level, 68 of the original 80 projects
will be paid off, leaving 12 projects remaining.

RENTAL OF SPACE

Limitations on Availability of Revenue:

Limitation on availability, fiscal year 2005 ..........ccccccvevivienieneeenen. ($3,657,315,000)
Limitation on availability, budget estimate, fiscal year 2006 ........ (4,046,031,000)
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeee e (4,046,031,000)
Bill compared with:

Availability limitation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccecveevievcieennenns (+388,716,000)
Availability limitation, fiscal year 2006 estimate ....

The rental of space program funds lease payments, temporary
space for Federal employees during major repair and alteration
projects, and relocations from Federal buildings due to forced
moves and relocations as a result of health and safety conditions.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a limitation of $4,046,031,000 for
rental of space, an increase of $388,716,000 above the fiscal year
2005 enacted level and the same as the budget request.

BUILDING OPERATIONS

Limitations on Availability of Revenue:

Limitation on availability, fiscal year 2005 ..........ccccceeevvveeevreeennnenn. ($1,709,522,000)
Limitation on availability, budget estimate, fiscal year 2006 ........ (1,885,102,000)
Recommended in the Dill .......cccceeiiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceceeee e (1,885,102,000)
Bill compared with:
Availability limitation, fiscal year 2005 .........cc.ccccovveeeerreennnnenn. (+175,580,000)
Availability limitation, fiscal year 2006 estimate ..................... (---)

The building operations activity funds cleaning, maintenance,
utilities, fuel, grounds, maintenance, space acquisitions and assign-
ment services in government-owned facilities and in leased space
when not provided by the lessor.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a limitation of $1,885,102,000 for
building operations, an increase of $175,580,000 above the fiscal
year 2005 enacted level and the same as the budget request.

GENERAL ACTIVITIES
GOVERNMENT-WIDE POLICY

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccooviiriiiiiiniiiniiieeeee $61,603,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 52,796,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoeiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceeeeeceeeeee e 52,796,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevveeriieeeniieeeieee e —-8,807,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........ccceevviieeniierencierenieeeeans



149

This appropriations account provides for government-wide policy
and evaluation activities associated with the management of real
and personal property assets and certain administrative services;
government-wide policy support responsibilities relating to acquisi-
tion, telecommunications, information technology management, and
related technology activities; and services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommendation provides $52,796,000, a reduc-
tion of $8,807,000 from fiscal year 2005 levels, for these purposes.
This funding level assumes that the office of government-wide pol-
icy will refocus its activities on core policy and regulatory activities
that support statutory mission requirements, and eliminate activi-
ties that are not clearly policy-related. This funding level and re-
alignment assumes a reduction of 92 full time equivalents, 45 of
which will be transferred. GSA states that this funding level will
not trigger a reduction-in-force.

OPERATING EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccccceevviriieeiieeeniieeeiee e $91,438,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccccceevieeiiieniienienieeieeeenn 99,890,000
Recommended in the Dill ........ccccoeeeiiiiiiiiiiiieeceeeeeeeeeeceee e 99,890,000

Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .....

+8,452,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ... -

This appropriations account provides for government-wide activi-
ties associated with the utilization and donation of surplus per-
sonal property; disposal of real property; telecommunications, infor-
mation technology management, and related technology activities;
agency-wide policy direction and management; ancillary account-
ing, records management, and other support services; services as
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and other related operational ex-
penses.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $99,890,000 for
operating expenses, an increase of $8,452,000 above the fiscal year
2005 enacted level and the same as the budget request.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $42,012,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 . 43,410,000
Recommended in the bill .............. 43,410,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeeeiieeeree e +1,398,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccoevveeciieriienieeniieeieenen.

This appropriation provides agency-wide audit and investigative
functions to identify and correct GSA management and administra-
tive deficiencies that create conditions for existing or potential in-
stances of fraud, waste, and mismanagement. The audit function
provides internal audit and contract audit services. Contract audits
provide professional advice to GSA contracting officials on account-
ing and financial matters relative to the negotiation, award, admin-
istration, repricing, and settlement of contracts. Internal audits re-
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view and evaluate all facets of GSA operations and programs, test
internal control systems, and develop information to improve oper-
ating efficiencies and enhance customer services. The investigative
function provides for the detection and investigation of improper
and illegal activities involving GSA programs, personnel, and oper-
ations.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $43,410,000 for
the office of inspector general, an increase of $1,398,000 above the
fiscal year 2005 enacted level and the same as the budget request.

ELECTRONIC GOVERNMENT (E-Gov) FUND
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $2,976,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 5,000,000
Recommended in the bill .........ccccooviiiiiiiiieiiiieceeceeec e 3,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceevveeiiieniieeiiienieeieenneenns +24,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........ccceeevvveeecieeencieeeeiiee s —2,000,000

The appropriation provides support for interagency electronic
government initiatives that utilize the Internet or other electronic
methods as a means to increase Federal government accessibility,
efficiency, and productivity.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $3,000,000 for
the electronic government fund, an increase of $24,000 above the
fiscal year 2005 enacted level and $2,000,000 below the budget re-
quest.

The Committee’s recommendation does not include a general pro-
vision proposed in the fiscal year 2005 budget request allowing the
Office of Management and Budget (OMB) to use $40,000,000 of
surplus funds in the general supply fund to finance OMB’s list of
e-gov initiatives across government. The Committee refuses to re-
linquish oversight of the development and procurement of informa-
tion technology projects of the various agencies under its jurisdic-
tion. If the general supply fund is running a $40,000,000 or greater
surplus, the Committee directs GSA to evaluate the pricing struc-
ture of its services to Federal agencies to determine if GSA is over-
charging its Federal clients. Further, if OMB seeks funding for an
initiative under its direction, OMB should request those funds
under its own appropriation complete with a comprehensive budget
justification.

ALLOWANCES AND OFFICE STAFF FOR FORMER PRESIDENTS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $3,081,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 2,952,000
Recommended in the bill 2,952,000

Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccoceveriieneriieneniienienieniene —129,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviieeriiieeciiececieeeiie eerrree e ree e

This appropriation provides support consisting of pensions, office
staffs, and related expenses for former Presidents Gerald R. Ford,
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Jimmy Carter, George Bush and Bill Clinton and for pension and
postal franking privileges for the widow of former President Lyn-
don B. Johnson. Also, this appropriation is authorized to provide
funding for security and travel related expenses for each former
President and the spouse of a former President pursuant to section
531 of Public Law 103-329.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $2,952,000 for
allowances and office staff of former Presidents, a decrease of
$129,000 below the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and the same as
the budget request. The following table describes the distribution
of the funds:

FISCAL YEAR 2006 BUDGET ALLOWANCES AND OFFICE STAFF FOR FORMER PRESIDENTS

[In thousands of dollars]

Ford Carter Bush Clinton Widows Total

Personal Compensation ..............cco.oeeverurrvrennnns 96 96 96 96 0 384
Personnel Benefits 22 2 51 64 0 139
Benefits for Former Presidents ... 184 184 184 192 20 764
Travel 45 2 54 63 0 164
Rental Payments t0 GSA ........coooveevvveveecireiecnas 105 102 175 473 0 855

Communications, Utilities and Miscellaneous

Charges:

Telephone 15 10 15 75 0 115
Postage 9 15 13 15 8 60
Printing 5 5 14 9 0 33
Other SErvices ........ooreerreermeeeenerrirnnenes 38 76 65 111 0 290
Supplies and Materials ........ccccoovevvrrrernnee 17 5 14 16 0 52
Equipment 6 7 47 11 0 71
Total Obligations ........c.ccoovvermrriernnneens 542 504 728 1,125 28 2,921

FEDERAL CITIZEN INFORMATION CENTER FUND

Appropriations, fiscal year 2005 $14,787,744
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 15,030,000
Recommended in the bill 15,030,000

Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccoceveriieneriieneniienieneeniene +242 256
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccceeevvveeecieeeeciee e ---

The Consumer Information Center (CIC) was established within
the General Services Administration (GSA) by Executive Order on
October 26, 1970, to help Federal departments and agencies pro-
mote and distribute consumer information collected as a byproduct
of the Government’s program activities.

The Federal Information Center (FIC) program was established
within the General Services Administration in 1966, and was for-
malized by Public Law 95-491 in 1980. The program’s purpose is
to provide the public with direct information about all aspects of
Federal programs, regulations, and services. To accomplish this
mission, contractual services are used to respond to public inquiries
via a nationwide toll-free telephone call center.

In 2000, the Consumer Information Center assumed responsi-
bility for the operations of the FIC program with the resulting or-
ganization being officially named the Federal Consumer Informa-
tion Center. The Federal Consumer Information Center combines
the nationwide toll-free telephone assistance program and the data-
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base of the FIC with the CIC website and publications distribution
programs.

During fiscal year 2002, the Federal Consumer Information Cen-
ter became part of GSA’s newly established Office of Citizen Serv-
ices and Communications and was renamed the Federal Citizen In-
formation Center (FCIC). The new Office serves as a central federal
gateway for citizens, businesses, other governments, and the media
to obtain information and services from the government. FCIC as-
sumed operational control of the FirstGov.gov website in fiscal year
2002.

Public Law 98-63, enacted July 30, 1983, established a revolving
fund for the CIC. Under this fund, FCIC activities are financed
from the following: annual appropriations from the general funds
of the Treasury, reimbursements from agencies for distribution of
publications, user fees collected from the public, and any other in-
come incident to FCIC activities. All are available as authorized in
appropriation acts without regard to fiscal year limitations. The bill
includes a limitation of $18,000,000 on the availability of the re-
volving fund. Any revenues accruing to this fund in excess of this
amount shall remain in the fund and are not available for expendi-
ture except as authorized in appropriation Acts.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

For fiscal year 2006, the Committee recommends $15,030,000, an
increase of $242,256 over the level for fiscal year 2005 and the
same as the budget request.

The appropriation will be augmented by reimbursements from
Federal agencies for distribution of consumer publications, user
fees from the public, and other income.

GENERAL PROVISIONS—GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

Section 701. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
vides that costs included in rent received from government corpora-
tions for operation, protection, maintenance, upkeep, repair and
improvement shall be credited to the Federal Buildings Fund.

Section 702. The Committee continues the provision providing
authority for the use of funds for the hire of motor vehicles.

Section 703. The Committee continues the provision providing
that funds made available for activities of the Federal Buildings
Fund may be transferred between appropriations with advance ap-
proval of the Congress.

Section 704. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds for developing courthouse construction requests
that do not meet GSA standards and the priorities of the Judicial
Conference.

Section 705. The Committee continues the provision providing
that no funds may be used to increase the amount of occupiable
square feet, provide cleaning services, security enhancements, or
any other service usually provided, to any agency which does not
pay the requested rent.

Section 706. The Committee continues the provision that permits
GSA to pay small claims (up to $250,000) made against the govern-
ment.
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Section 707. The Committee prohibits funding in the Act for ac-
tivities related to conveyance of a property in Phoenix, Arizona in
order to ensure that current postal activities are continued at the
property.

MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccocceeviiiiiriiieeniieeeiee e $37,005,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 37,005,000
Recommended in the Dill .......cccceeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeeeee e 38,205,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccceviiviiieniieniiienieeieeiee +1,200,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccceeevveeeecveeeecreeeeieee s +1,200,000

The Merit Systems Protection Board performs the adjudicatory
functions necessary to maintain the civil service merit system.
These include hearing appeals on adverse actions, reduction-in-
force actions, and retirement. The Board reports to the President
on whether merit systems are sufficiently free from prohibited per-
sonnel practices to protect the public interest.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $38,205,000 for
the Merit Systems Protection Board (MSPB), an increase of
$1,200,000 above the amount appropriated in fiscal year 2005 and
an increase of $1,200,000 above the budget request, in order to ac-
commodate additional appeals cases resulting from the DoD and
DHS decision to maintain MSPB as arbitrator and to accommodate
relocation expenses. The Committee has instead made available the
amount of no more than $2,605,000 for adjudicated appeals
through an appropriation from the trust fund consistent with past
practice.

MORRIS K. UDALL SCHOLARSHIP AND EXCELLENCE IN
NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY FOUNDATION

MORRIS K. UDALL SCHOLARSHIP AND EXCELLENCE IN NATIONAL
ENVIRONMENTAL Poricy TRUST FUND

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ............ $1,980,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 0
Recommended in the bill .........ccccoeeiiiiiiiiiiiieicccceee e 2,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeeciieeeree e +20,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccceeveiieenriieeencieeenieeeeane +2,000,000

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $2,000,000 for the activities of the
Morris K. Udall Foundation, $20,000 above the fiscal year 2005 en-
acted level. The Committee also continues bill language to allow a
percentage of the appropriation to be used for the Native Nations
Institute.
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ENVIRONMENTAL DISPUTE RESOLUTION FUND

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $1,299,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 (700,000)
Recommended in the Dill .......ccccvviiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceeeeee e 1,900,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceeevieeriiieeniieeeniiee e +601,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccceeeeerveeeiieeencieeeeieee s +1,200,000

Public Law 105-156 established the United States Institute for
Environmental Conflict Resolution as part of the Morris K. Udall
Scholarship and Excellence in National Environmental Policy
Foundation. It also established in the Treasury an Environmental
Dispute Resolution Fund to be available to establish and operate
the Institute. The purpose of the Institute is to conduct environ-
mental conflict resolution and training.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $1,900,000 for
the Environmental Dispute Resolution Fund, an increase of
$601,000 above the fiscal year 2005 enacted level.

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS ADMINISTRATION

OPERATING EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $264,809,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 280,975,000
Recommended in the bill 283,975,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccceeevieeriieeeniieeeieee e +19,166,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccceeevvieeeiieeeecieeeeieee s +3,000,000

This appropriation provides the National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA) with funds for its basic operations dealing
with management of the Government’s archives and records, oper-
ation of Presidential libraries, and for the review for declassifica-
tion of classified security information.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $283,975,000 for
the operating expenses of NARA, an increase of $19,166,000,000
above the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and $3,000,000 above the
budget request. The Committee provides $2,930,000 to make the
initial move of Nixon Presidential materials from College Park, MD
to Yorba Linda, CA and to provide for initial staffing and oper-
ations of the library.

ELECTRONIC RECORDS ARCHIVE

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $35,627,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 35,914,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiieccecee e 35,914,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeeiieeenciee e +287,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccccoeviieiiiiiiiniieiiieeeies et

The electronic records archive appropriations supports all direct
NARA actions and activities associated with this major project for
preserving digitally created records for archival purposes, storing
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and managing them electronically, and ensuring appropriate long-
term access. The appropriation supports a program office, research
partnerships, and information technology analysis and design.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $35,914,000 for
the electronic records archive of the National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA), an increase of $287,000 above the fiscal
year 2005 enacted level and the same as the budget request.

As stated in the Committee’s report for fiscal year 2005, NARA
is directed to submit to the House and Senate Committees on Ap-
propriations quarterly reports on the cost, schedule, and perform-
ance of the Electronic Records Administration (ERA) project. These
quarterly reports should provide information on the status of the
project’s schedule, budget, and expenditures as measured against a
reported baseline; a prioritization of project risks and their mitiga-
tion efforts; and corrective actions taken to manage identified
schedule slippages, cost overruns, or quality problems should they
occur.

REPAIRS AND RESTORATION

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $13,325,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 6,182,000
Recommended in the bill .............. 6,182,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........................ —17,143,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceevviiiiriiiiniiiiieiieenies eerreeenee e

This appropriation provides for the repair, alteration, and im-
provement of Archives facilities and Presidential libraries nation-
wide. It enables the National Archives to maintain its facilities in
proper condition for visitors, researchers, and employees, and also
maintain the structural integrity of the buildings.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $6,182,000 for
repairs and restoration, a decrease of $7,143,000 below the fiscal
year 2005 enacted level and the same as the budget request.

NATIONAL HISTORICAL PUBLICATIONS AND RECORDS COMMISSION
GRANTS PROGRAM

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 . $4,960,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........cccoooviieriiiiiiiiiiiieeeees eeeeriee e e seee e
Recommended in the bill 7,500,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccceviiriiiiiieniienieeieeeee 2,540,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccceevviieeniiieiiniieeeniieene +7,500,000

This program provides for grants funding that the Commission
makes, nationwide, to preserve and publish records that document
American history. Administered within the National Archives and
Records Administration, which preserves federal records, the
NHPRC helps state, local, and private institutions preserve non-
federal records, helps publish the papers of major figures in Amer-
ican history, and helps archivists and records managers improve



156

their techniques, training, and ability to serve a range of informa-
tion users.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $7,500,000 for
the National Historical Publications and Research Commission
grants program, an increase of $2,540,000 above the fiscal year
2005 enacted level and $7,500,000 above the budget request of
which, $2,000,000 shall be transferred to the operating expenses
account for the staffing and operating expenses of the National
Historical Publications and Records Administration.

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION ADMINISTRATION
CENTRAL LIQUIDITY FACILITY

Limitation on direct  Limitation on admin-
loans istrative expenses

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation (1,500,000,000) $323,000)
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation (1,500,000,000) (310,000)
Fiscal year 2006 budget request (1,500,000,000) $323,000)
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropriation ...........ccccoveevereenirenriresirenns (0) )
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 request (0) )

The Committee recommends a limitation of $1,500,000,000 on
CLF lending activity to member credit unions from borrowed funds.
This limitation represents the same level as fiscal year 2005 and
the same as the budget request. The Committee expects to be kept
apprised of CLF lending activity.

The Committee recommends the budget request of not more than
$323,000 for administrative expenses, an increase of $13,000 above
the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and the same as the budget re-
quest.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REVOLVING LOAN FUND

Fiscal year 2006 recommendation ............c.cccveneee. $950,000
Fiscal year 2005 appropriation .. 992,000
Fiscal year 2006 budget request 950,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2005 appropr —42,000
Comparison with fiscal year 2006 request 0

The Community Development Revolving Loan Fund Program
(CDRLF) was established in 1979 to assist officially designated
“low-income” credit unions in providing basic financial services to
low-income communities. Low-interest loans and deposits are made
available to assist these credit unions. Loans or deposits are nor-
mally repaid in five years, although shorter repayment periods may
be considered. Technical assistance grants are also available to
low-income credit unions. Earnings generated from the CDRLF are
available to fund technical assistance grants in addition to funds
provided for specifically in appropriations acts. Grants are avail-
able for improving operations as well as addressing safety and
soundness issues.

For fiscal year 2006 the Committee recommends $950,000 for the
National Credit Union Administration’s Community Development
Revolving Loan Fund for technical assistance grants. While the Ad-
ministration and NCUA have not requested additional funds for
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loans in fiscal year 2006, the Committee expects the CDRLF to con-
tinue making loans from their available funds derived from repaid
loans and interest earned on previous loans to designated credit
unions. The Committee encourages NCUA to support small low-in-
come credit unions that seek professional development through pro-
grams such as those offered by the CDCU Institute.

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ............ $76,086,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 76,700,000
Recommended in the bill ........ccccoeiiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeeeeeeeee e 76,700,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeecieeenieeereee e +614,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceevviieeriiiiieiiieieiieeeiies eerreeenireeeaee e

Under the Independent Safety Board Act, the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board (NTSB) is responsible for improving transpor-
tation safety by investigating accidents, conducting special studies,
developing recommendations to prevent accidents, evaluating the
effectiveness of the transportation safety programs of other agen-
cies, and reviewing appeals of adverse actions involving airman
and seaman certificates and licenses, and civil penalties issued by
the Department of Transportation. In addition, the NTSB operates
the NTSB Academy in Ashburn, Virginia.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $76,700,000 for
salaries and expenses of the National Transportation Safety Board,
an increase of $614,000 above the fiscal year 2005 enacted level
and the same as the fiscal year 2006 budget request. Further, the
Committee is aware of NTSB’s shortage of accident investigators
and will maintain the requested level in order to allow NTSB to
sustain its safety mission.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

(RESCISSION)
Rescission, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccoevieiiienieniiienie et —$8,000,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 —1,000,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoeiiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeeeceeecree e —1,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeeecieeeree e +7,000,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviieeniiiiiniiiieieiieeeiies eerreeenieeeenaee e

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a rescission of $1,000,000 from
funds provided in P.L. 106-246 for the investigation of Egypt Air
990 and Alaska Air 261 accidents. The Board has determined the
causes of these accidents and the funding is no longer required.
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NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT CORPORATION
PAYMENT TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT CORPORATION

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccoceeeriiieriieeeniieeereee e $114,080,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 118,000,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooiiiiiiiiieiiceeee s 118,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........ccccoceveriiereriieneniienieneeiene +3,920,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........cccceeveiieeerieeiniieeeeieeeenns 0

The Neighborhood Reinvestment Corporation, established by title
VI of Public Law 95-557 in October 1978, is committed to pro-
moting reinvestment in older neighborhoods by local financial insti-
tutions working cooperatively with the community and local gov-
ernment. This is primarily accomplished by assisting community-
based partnerships (NeighborWorks organizations) in a range of
local revitalization efforts. Increase in homeownership among
lower-income families is a key revitalization tool. Neighborhood
Housing Services of America (NHSA) supports lending activities of
the NeighborWorks organizations through a national secondary
market that leverages its capital with private sector investment.

The Committee recommends a funding level of $118,000,000 for
fiscal year 2005, the same amount as the budget request and an
increase of $3,920,000 when compared to the fiscal year 2005 ap-
propriation.

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ETHICS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .......cccccooviiriiiiiiiiiienieeeeeeee e $11,148,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .......... 11,148,000
Recommended in the bill ...................... 11,148,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ..... 0
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ... 0

The Office of Government Ethics (OGE), established by the Eth-
ics in Government Act of 1978, provides overall direction of execu-
tive branch policies designed to prevent conflicts of interest and in-
sure high ethical standards. The OGE discharges its responsibil-
ities to preserve and promote public confidence in the integrity of
executive branch officials by developing rules and regulations per-
taining to conflicts of interest, post employment restrictions, stand-
ards of conduct, and public and confidential financial disclosure in
the executive branch. It monitors compliance with public and con-
fidential financial disclosure requirements of the Ethics in Govern-
ment Act of 1978 and the Ethics Reform Act of 1989, to determine
possible violations of applicable laws or regulations and recom-
mending appropriate corrective action. OGE also consults with and
assists various officials in evaluating the effectiveness of applicable
laws and the resolution of individual problems, and prepares for-
mal advisory opinions, informal letter opinions, policy memoranda,
and Federal Register entries on how to interpret and comply with
the requirements on conflicts of interest, post employment, stand-
ards of conduct, and financial disclosure. Finally, OGE issues and
amends regulations implementing the procurement integrity provi-
sions relating to negotiating for employment, post employment, and
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gratuities in the Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act Amend-
ments of 1988, P.L. 100-679.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $11,148,000 for
the Office of Government Ethics, the same amount as enacted in
fiscal year 2005 and as the budget request.

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

$124,496,000
124,521,000

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005
Budget request, fiscal year 2006

Recommended in the bill .........ccccoooviiiiiiiiieiiiceeeceee e 119,952,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ..........cccceovvveiiiinieeiiienieeieenneenne —4,544,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ..........ccceeeevveeeiieeencieeeeieee s —4,569,000

The Office of Personnel Management (OPM) is the Federal Gov-
ernment agency responsible for management of Federal human re-
sources policy and oversight of the merit civil service system. Al-
though individual agencies are increasingly responsible for per-
sonnel operations, OPM provides a Government-wide policy frame-
work for personnel matters, advises and assists agencies (often on
a reimbursable basis), and ensures that agency operations are con-
sistent with requirements of law, with emphasis on such issues as
veterans preference. OPM oversees examining of applicants for em-
ployment, issues regulations and policies on hiring, classification
and pay, training, investigations, and many other aspects of per-
sonnel management, and operates a reimbursable training program
for the Federal Government’s managers and executives. OPM is
also responsible for administering the retirement, health benefits
and life insurance programs affecting most federal employees, re-
tired federal employees, and their survivors.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $119,952,000 for
the Office of Personnel Management (OPM), a decrease of
$4,544,000 below the enacted fiscal year 2005 level and $4,569,000
below the budget request.

The Committee’s recommendation includes $6,983,000 for the en-
terprise human resources integration project; $1,450,000 for the e-
human resources line of business project; $500,000 for the e-train-
ing project; and $1,412,000 for the e-payroll project as proposed in
the budget request. The recommendation also provides
$102,679,000 from appropriate trust funds to OPM.

The Committee’s recommendation makes the following changes
to the budget request:

—$2,649,000 from the Strategic Human Resources Policy An-
nual Performance Goal 7. The Committee directs OPM to con-
tinue the implementation and refining of the new human re-
sources management systems at the Department of Defense
and the Department of Homeland Security before bringing the
system to other agencies and departments.

—$3,000,000 from the Center for Financial Services for the
costs of performance measurement, program evaluation and re-
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search projects. The budget materials do not support such a re-
quest.

+$680,000 for the Call to Service Recruitment Initiative with
the Partnership for Public Service to identify successful re-
cruitment models across different college campuses that can be
replicated across the Federal Government.

+$400,000 for activities as required by the Voting Rights Act
of 1965

Operating Plans.—The Committee directs the office to submit an
operating plan for fiscal year 2006, signed by the director for re-
view by the Committees on Appropriations of both the House and
Senate within 60 days of the bill’s enactment. The operating plan
must include funding levels for the various offices, centers, pro-
grams, and initiatives covered in the budget justification and sup-
porting documents referenced in the House and Senate appropria-
tions reports, and the statement of the managers.

Budget Justifications.—While the budget justification materials
are much improved over the fiscal year 2005 submission, there is
still a good deal of improvement to be done. For example, OPM is
requesting to use fiscal year 2004 carry-over funds to assist the du-
ties and requirements of the Voting Rights Act of 1965 in fiscal
year 2005. While the Committee is supportive of activities to up-
hold the Voting Rights Act of 1965, there is no mention of these
activities in the fiscal year 2005 or fiscal year 2006 budget jus-
tifications. The Committee directs OPM to include these activities
in future budget justifications.

In addition, the Committee notes that the budget references a
large number of initiatives, offices, centers, and councils, but the
budget fails to include specific funding and resource information for
the references items. Further, the budget describes the “success” or
indicators of the programs only as “deadlines met,” “milestones
met,” “positive evaluation,” or “green.” While the Committee recog-
nizes the prerogative of the administration to internally establish
outcomes and measures, those measures are not translated ade-
quately in the budget justification to meet the needs of the Com-
mittee in its role of overseeing spending. The Committee directs
OPM to include in the budget justification for the Committees on
Appropriations clear, detailed, and concise information on how the
programs will be funded and how they will be measured.

The Committee is concerned that the participation rate of vet-
erans and disabled veterans in the Federal workforce is lower than
estimated and job availability has shrunk in recent years. The
Committee directs the Office of Management and Budget and the
Office of Personnel Management to submit a report to Congress
within 90 days after enactment on how many veterans and dis-
abled veterans are employed in the Federal government by depart-
ment and agency, including in the Executive Office of the Presi-
dent, the barriers that exist to hiring veterans and disabled vet-
erans, and ways to increase the number of veterans and disabled
veterans employed in the Federal Government to the level em-
ployed at the time of the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978.
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OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $1,614,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 1,614,000
Recommended in the Dill .......cccceeiiiiiiiiiiiiiieicceeeeee e 1,614,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccceeiiieiiiiiiiiniieeer e et
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviieeeiiiieeiiiiececieeeeies eerreeeeraeeeree e

This appropriation provides agency-wide audit, investigative,
evaluation, and inspection functions to identify management and
administrative deficiencies, which may create conditions for fraud,
waste and mismanagement. The audits function provides internal
agency audit, insurance audit, and contract audit services. Contract
audits provide professional advice to agency contracting officials on
accounting and financial matters regarding the negotiation, award,
administration, repricing, and settlement of contracts. Internal au-
dits review and evaluate all facets of agency operations, including
financial statements. Evaluation and inspection services provide
detailed technical evaluations of agency operations. Insurance au-
dits review the operations of health and life insurance carriers,
health care providers, and insurance subscribers. The investigative
function provides for the detection and investigation of improper
and illegal activities involving programs, personnel, and operations.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $1,614,000 for
the Office of Inspector General of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment, the same as the fiscal year 2005 enacted level and the budg-
et request. In addition, the recommendation also provides
$16,786,000 from appropriate trust funds to the Office of Inspector
General.

GOVERNMENT PAYMENT FOR ANNUITANTS, EMPLOYEES HEALTH
BENEFITS

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $7,219,000,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 8,135,000,000
Recommended in the bill ...................... 8,135,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccceviiriiiinieniiienieeieeiee +916,000,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeciieeriiiieeiiiieeecieeeiies eerrreeerraeeeaee e

This appropriation covers: (1) the Government’s share of the cost
of health insurance for 1,851,000 annuitants as defined in sections
8901 and 8906 of title 5, United States Code; (2) the Government’s
share of the cost of health insurance for about 12,000 annuitants
(who were retired when the federal employees health benefits law
became effective), as defined in the Retired Federal Employees
Health Benefits Act of 1960; and (3) the Government’s contribution
for payment of administrative expenses incurred by the Office of
Personnel Management in administration of the Act.
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GOVERNMENT PAYMENT FOR ANNUITANTS, EMPLOYEES LIFE

INSURANCE
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccccceeveiiiieeiieeeniieeeniee e $35,000,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 35,000,000
Recommended in the bill .........ccccoooiiiiiiiiieiecceeeee e 35,000,000

Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeviieiiiiiiiieiiiiieieeee et
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeciieeeiiieeeniiieeeiieeeiies eerrveeenireeenaee e

This appropriation finances the Government’s share of pre-
miums, which is one-third the cost, for basic life insurance for an-
nuitants retiring after December 31, 1989, and who are less than
65 years old.

PAYMENT TO CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT AND DISABILITY FUND

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .......c.ccccooviiriiiiniiiiienieeeeeeeee $9,987,000,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. 9,772,000,000
Recommended in the bill .......ccccooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiecceee e 9,772,000,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceeevieeriieeeriieeeeieee e —215,000,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ........c..cccceeveerienirieniiniirniinies ettt

This appropriation provides for payment of annuities, including
the payment of annuities under special acts for persons employed
on the construction of the Panama Canal or their widows and wid-
ows of employees of the Lighthouse Service; payment of the Federal
government share of retirement costs of the unfunded liability re-
sulting from any statute authorizing new or liberalized benefits, ex-
tension of retirement coverage, or pay increases; transfers for inter-
est on unfunded liability and payment of military service annuities
covering interest on the unfunded liability and annuity disburse-
ments for military service; payments for spouse equity providing
survivor annuities to eligible former spouses of annuitants who
died between September 1978 and May 1986 and did not elect sur-
vivor coverage; and transfers for payment of FERS supplemental li-
ability covering annual amortization payments financing supple-
mental liabilities for FERS.

OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccocveeriiiieriiieeniieeeiee e $15,325,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .. . 15,325,000
Recommended in the Dill .......ccccooeeiiiiiiiiiiiiieccceceeee e 15,325,000

Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccceeiiieriiiiiiiiniieeer e et
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........cccceeeviieeeciiieeiiiieeecieeeiies eerrreeenraeeeaee e

The Office of Special Counsel: (1) investigates federal employee
allegations of prohibited personnel practices (including reprisal for
whistleblowing) and, when appropriate, prosecutes before the Merit
Systems Protection Board; (2) provides a channel for whistle-
blowing by federal employees; and (3) enforces the Hatch Act. The
Office may transmit whistleblower allegations to the agency head
concerned and require an agency investigation and a report to the
Congress and the President when appropriate.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $15,325,000 for
the Office of Special Counsel, the same as the fiscal year 2005 en-
acted level and the fiscal year 2006 budget request.

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .......ccccooviiriiiiiiiiiienieeeeeeee e $26,090,000
Budget Request, fiscal year 2006 25,650,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccocoiiiiiiiiiiiiceee e 24,000,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccoeviiriiiiiiieniienieeieeeee —2,090,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccceevvvieeniieiiniieeeniieens —1,650,000

The Selective Service System was established by the Selective
Service Act of 1948. The basic mission of the System is to be pre-
pared to supply manpower to the Armed Forces adequate to ensure
the security of the United States during a time of national emer-
gency. Since 1973, the Armed Forces have relied on volunteers to
fill military manpower requirements, but selective service registra-
tion was reinstituted in July, 1980.

For fiscal year 2006, the Committee recommends $24,000,000 for
the Selective Service System, $2,090,000 below the fiscal year 2005
funding level and $1,650,000 below the budget request. The Com-
mittee directs the Selective Service System to simply maintain the
databases required for a draft as described in the Selective Service
Act of 1948 plus any medical databases, train draft boards, and re-
spond to inquiries regarding registration. No funds are provided to
the Selective Service System to expand or augment its services or
capabilities.

U.S. INTERAGENCY COUNCIL ON THE HOMELESSNESS
OPERATING EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $1,499,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 1,800,000
Recommended in the bill .........c.ccooviiiiiiiiieiiiicceeceeee e 1,499,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........cccceviiriiienieniiienieeieeniens 0
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........cccceeoeeriieniieniiienienieenee. —301,000

The Committee recommends $1,499,000 for operating expenses of
the Interagency Council on Homelessness, the same as the enacted
level for 2005 and $301,000 below the requested amount. Staff
turnover and the continued lack of cooperation between the Council
and the Department of Housing and Urban Development remains
a concern for the Committee. In addition the failure of the Admin-
istration to put forth a comprehensive funding plan for the elimi-
nation of chronic homelessness which includes other mainstream
programs in other Departments indicates that the Council is not
being successful in developing a government-wide response to this
national problem. Therefore, the Council is instructed to work
closely with HUD’s Homeless program and present to the House
and Senate Appropriations Committees no later than July 1, 2006
a comprehensive funding strategy that demonstrates that the
President’s initiative to end chronic homelessness will achieve its
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result within the 10 year timeframe originally stated and include
the roles that HUD will have in that effort and the role of the ICH
to support the activities of HUD’s homeless programs and to obtain
financial and programmatic input from related departments and
agencies.

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE

PAYMENT TO THE POSTAL SERVICE FUND

The Postal Service is funded almost entirely by Postal rate pay-
ers rather than tax payers. Funds provided to the Postal Service
in the Payment to the Postal Service Fund include the costs of rev-
enue forgone on free and reduced-rate mail for the blind and over-
seas voters; reconciliation adjustments for amounts appropriated
for free and reduced rate mail and the actual amounts required;
and partial reimbursement for losses which the Postal Service in-
curred as a result of insufficient appropriations in fiscal years 1991
through 1993 and the additional revenues it would have received
between 1993 and 1998 in the absence of certain rate phasing pro-
visions of the Revenue Forgone Act of 1993. Congress does not pro-
vide funds for either general operations or capital investments.

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $629,650,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 149,059,000
Recommended in the bill .........ccccooeiiiiiiiiiiiiecceeeceeereee e 116,350,000
Bill compared with:
Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 ........cccccoeevieeriieeeniiieeeiiee e —451,591,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 .........ccccceeveeriieiniiiniiienieieeen. +29,000,000

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $116,350,000 in
fiscal year 2006 for Payment to the Postal Service Fund, an in-
crease of $29,000,000 to the President’s request. This amount in-
cludes $58,767,000 for revenue forgone on free and reduced-rate
mail, $28,583,000 for reconciliation amounts for past years pursu-
ant to subsection 39 U.S.C. §2401 (c), and $29,000,000 for revenue
forgone on free and reduced-rate mail pursuant to 39 U.S.C.
§2401(d) and $73,000,000 is provided as an advance appropriation
for fiscal year 2007.

The Committee has concerns with the new process implemented
this year by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB). In past
years, the OMB would use the Postal Service’s audit figures to base
the advance appropriation request for free mailings for the blind
and overseas voters. However, this year it appears that OMB sim-
ply took the average appropriation over a series of years to derive
the President’s request, apparently for the sole reason that the
Postal Service’s audit figures were higher than in previous years.
This new system could produce funding amounts that may be ei-
ther significantly lower or higher than actual sums that the Postal
Service needs. Providing less than the Postal Service needs will
only compound their financial burdens, something that the Com-
mittee has strongly urged the Postal Service to try and repair. In
addition, the Committee would certainly not want to provide more
funding than the Postal Service actually needs for these activities.
The Committee is concerned that OMB’s new use of averages in de-
termining the amount for free mail is inaccurate and the Com-
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mittee urges OMB to continue to use Postal Service audit figures
in the future.

Emergency preparedness.—The Committee is concerned that
OMB, in the fiscal year 2006 budget request, has not given atten-
tion to the safety and security of our nation’s mail system and pro-
tections for postal employees against terrorist threats. The Com-
mittee therefore directs OMB to report to the House and Senate
Committees on Appropriations within 90 days of enactment of this
Act the revised estimated amount of Federal funding that may be
necessary to complete the Postal Service’s work to secure the na-
tion’s mail system. The Committee further directs the USPS to pro-
vide a report within 90 days of enactment of this Act on the
progress of the mail irradiation facility being built in the Wash-
ington, DC area.

Sauk Village, Illinois.—The Committee recommends that the
United States Postal Service evaluate the need for the communities
of Lynwood, Illinois and Sauk Village, Illinois to establish a new
604 ZIP Code for these two communities to share. It is the Commit-
tee’s understanding that no new resources or facilities would be
needed to approve this change. The Committee directs the Postal
Service to report its findings to the House and Senate Committees
on Appropriations upon completion of the evaluation.

UNITED STATES TAX COURT
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 $40,851,000
Budget request, fiscal year 2006 48,998,000
Recommended in the bill .........cccoooviiiiiiiiiiiieccecee e 48,998,000
Bill compared with:

Appropriation, fiscal year 2005 .........ccccceevvieeriieeeriieeeniiee e +8,147,000

Budget request, fiscal year 2006 ...........ccccoeviieiieiiiieiiiieiienieeies eeereeeie e

The U.S. Tax Court adjudicates controversies involving defi-
ciencies in income, estate, and gift taxes. The Court also has juris-
diction to determine deficiencies in certain excise taxes to issue de-
claratory judgments in the areas of qualifications of retirement
plans, exemption of charitable organizations, and to decide certain
cases involving disclosure of tax information by the Commissioner
of the Internal Revenue Service.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $48,998,000 for
the U.S. Tax Court, an increase of $8,147,000 above the fiscal year
2005 enacted level and the same as the budget request. Increased
funds are provided for critical technology upgrades.

TITLE VIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS, THIS ACT

Section 801. The Committee continues the provision requiring
pay raises to be funded within appropriated levels in this Act or
previous appropriations Acts.

Section 802. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
pay and other expenses for non-Federal parties in regulatory or ad-
judicatory proceedings funded in this Act.
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Section 803. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
obligations beyond the current fiscal year and prohibits transfers of
funds unless expressly so provided herein.

Section 804. The Committee continues the provision limiting con-
sulting service expenditures of public record in procurement con-
tracts.

Section 805. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds in this Act to be transferred without express authority.

Section 806. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds to engage in activities that would prohibit the en-
forcement of section 307 of the 1930 Tariff Act.

Section 807. The Committee continues the provision concerning
employment rights of Federal employees who return to their civil-
ian jobs after assignment with the Armed Forces.

Section 808. The Committee continues the provision concerning
compliance with the Buy American Act.

Section 809. The Committee continues a provision prohibiting the
use of funds by any person or entity convicted of violating the Buy
American Act.

Section 810. The Committee modifies a provision specifying re-
programming procedures by subjecting the establishment of new of-
fices and reorganizations to the reprogramming process.

Section 811. The Committee continues the provision providing
that fifty percent of unobligated balances may remain available for
certain purposes.

Section 812. The Committee includes a provision providing that
funds used by the Executive Office of the President not be used to
request any official background investigation from the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation.

Section 813. The Committee includes a provision requiring that
cost accounting standards not apply to a contract under the Fed-
eral Health Benefits Program.

Section 814. The Committee continues a provision regarding non-
foreign area cost of living allowances.

Section 815. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the expenditure of funds for abortions under the FEHBP.

Section 816. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the expenditure of funds for abortions under the FEHBP unless the
life of the mother is in danger or the pregnancy is a result of an
act of rape or incest.

Section 817. The Committee continues a new provision waiving
restrictions on the purchase of non-domestic articles, materials,
and supplies in the case of acquisition by the Federal Government
of information technology.

Section 818. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds for a proposed rule relating to the determination
that real estate brokerage is a financial activity.

Section 819. The Committee includes a provision that designates
that some of the funds made available in Title I of this Act under
the heading, “Office of the Secretary, Transportation Planning, Re-
search, and Development,” shall be used to reimburse fixed-based
general aviation operators and the providers of general aviation
ground support services at Ronald Reagan Washington National
Airport, and at airports within fifteen miles of that airport, for
their financial losses incurred while the airports were closed as a
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result of the actions of the federal government following the ter-
rorist attacks on the United States that occurred on September 11,
2001. The funds designated for this purpose are available until ex-
pended and may be used only if the recipients of such funding re-
lease the U.S. Government from all claims arising from the closing
of these aviation facilities.

Section 820. The Committee includes a provision that extends
the Federal Election Commission’s administrative fine program
through December 31, 2008.

TITLE IX—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Departments, Agencies, and Corporations

Section 901. The Committee continues the provision authorizing
agencies to pay costs of travel to the United States for the imme-
diate families of federal employees assigned to foreign duty in the
event of a death or a life threatening illness of the employee.

Section 902. The Committee continues the provision requiring
agencies to administer a policy designed to ensure that all of its
workplaces are free from the illegal use of controlled substances.

Section 903. The Committee continues the provision regarding
price limitations on vehicles to be purchased by the Federal Gov-
ernment.

Section 904. The Committee continues the provision allowing
funds made available to agencies for travel, to also be used for
quarter allowances and cost-of-living allowances.

Section 905. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the government, with certain specified exceptions, from employing
non-U.S. citizens whose posts of duty would be in the continental
U.S.

Section 906. The Committee continues the provision ensuring
that agencies will have authority to pay GSA bills for space renova-
tion and other services.

Section 907. The Committee continues the provision allowing
agencies to finance the costs of recycling and waste prevention pro-
grams with proceeds from the sale of materials recovered through
such programs.

Section 908. The Committee continues the provision providing
that funds may be used to pay rent and other service costs in the
District of Columbia.

Section 909. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
payments to persons filling positions for which they have been
nominated after the Senate has voted not to approve the nomina-
tion.

Section 910. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
interagency financing of groups absent prior statutory approval.

Section 911. The Committee continues the provision authorizing
the Postal Service to employ guards and give them the same spe-
cial police powers as certain other federal guards.

Section 912. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds for enforcing regulations disapproved in accord-
ance with the applicable law of the U.S.

Section 913. The Committee continues the provision limiting the
pay increases of certain prevailing rate employees.
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Section 914. The Committee continues the provision limiting the
amount of funds that can be used for redecoration of offices under
certain circumstances.

Section 915. The Committee continues the provision to allow for
interagency funding of national security and emergency tele-
communications initiatives.

Section 916. The Committee continues the provision requiring
agencies to certify that a Schedule C appointment was not created
solely or primarily to detail the employee to the White House.

Section 917. The Committee continues the provision requiring
agencies to administer a policy designed to ensure that all work-
places are free from discrimination and sexual harassment.

Section 918. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the payment of any employee who prohibits, threatens or prevents
another employee from communicating with Congress.

Section 919. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
Federal training not directly related to the performance of official
duties.

Section 920. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the expenditure of funds for implementation of agreements in non-
disclosure policies unless certain provisions are included.

Section 921. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
propaganda, publicity and lobbying by executive agency personnel
in support or defeat of legislative initiatives.

Section 922. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
any federal agency from disclosing an employee’s home address to
any labor organization, absent employee authorization or court
order.

Section 923. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds to be used to provide non-public information such as mailing
or telephone lists to any person or organization outside the govern-
ment without the approval of the Committees on Appropriations.

Section 924. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds for propaganda and publicity purposes not author-
ized by Congress.

Section 925. The Committee continues the provision directing
agency employees to use official time in an honest effort to perform
official duties.

Section 926. The Committee continues the provision, with tech-
nical modifications, authorizing the use of funds to finance an ap-
propriate share of the Joint Financial Management Improvement
Program.

Section 927. The Committee continues the provision, with tech-
nical modifications, authorizing agencies to transfer funds to the
Governmentwide Policy account of GSA to finance an appropriate
share of the Joint Financial Management Improvement Program
and other purposes.

Section 928. The Committee continues the provision, to prohibit
any department or agency from using appropriated funds to inde-
pendently contract with private companies to provide online em-
ployment applications and processing services.

Section 929. The Committee continues the provision that permits
breast feeding in a federal building or on federal property if the
woman and child are authorized to be there.
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Section 930. The Committee continues the provision that permits
interagency funding of the National Science and Technology Coun-
cil and provides for a report on the budget and resources of the Na-
tional Science and Technology Council. The report should include
the entire budget of the National Science and Technology Council.

Section 931. The Committee continues the provision requiring
documents involving the distribution of federal funds to indicate
the agency providing the funds and the amount provided.

Section 932. The Committee extends the authorization period for
agency franchise funds by striking “October 1, 2005” and inserting
“October 1, 2006”, as requested.

Section 933. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds to monitor personal information relating to the use
of federal internet sites to collect, review, or create any aggregate
list that includes personally identifiable information relating to ac-
cess to or use of any federal internet site of such agency.

Section 934. The Committee continues the provision requiring
health plans participating in the FEHBP to provide contraceptive
coverage and provides exemptions to certain religious plans.

Section 935. The Committee continues the provision providing
recognition of the U.S. Anti-Doping Agency as the official anti-
doping agency.

Section 936. The Committee continues a provision allowing funds
for official travel to be used by departments and agencies, if con-
sistent with OMB and Budget Circular A-126, to participate in the
fractional aircraft ownership pilot program.

Section 937. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds from being expended for the purchase of a product or service
offered by Federal Prison Industries, Inc. unless the agency deter-
mines the products to constitute the best value to the buying agen-
cy.
Section 938. The Committee continues a provision prohibiting
funds for implementation of OPM regulations limiting detailees to
the Legislative Branch, and implementing limitations on the Coast
Guard Congressional Fellowship Program.

Section 939. The Committee continues a provision requiring
agencies to evaluate the creditworthiness of an individual before
issuing the individual a government travel charge card and limits
agency actions accordingly.

Section 940. The Committee continues a provision providing that
restricts the use of funds for federal law enforcement training fa-
cilities.

Section 941. The Committee continues a provision that allows for
transfer authority among certain offices of the Executive Office of
the President.

Section 942. The Committee includes a provision amending P.L.
105-270.

Section 943. The Committee includes a provision concerning the
use of funds for the “e-gov” initiative that were not appropriated
specifically for that purpose.

Section 944. The Committee continues a provision, with modifica-
tions, providing that the adjustment in rates of basic pay for em-
ployees under statutory pay systems taking effect in fiscal year
2006 shall be an increase of 3.1 percent.
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Section 945. The Committee includes a new provision prohibiting
a credit card issuer from adjusting a card holder’s annual percent-
age rate based on information unrelated to the account.

Section 946. The Committee continues the provision that pro-
hibits executive branch agencies from creating prepackaged news
stories that are broadcast or distributed in the United States un-
less the story includes a clear notification within the text or audio
of that news story that the prepackaged news story was prepared
or funded by that executive branch agency. This provision confirms
the opinion of the Government Accountability Office dated Feb-
ruary 17, 2005 (B-304272)

Section 947. The Committee includes a new provision regarding
the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000
authorizing the export of U.S. agricultural commodities to Cuba.
Agriculture exports financed by the payment of cash in advance
under the Act totaled more than $1 billion during the past 4 years.
Section 903 of the Act prohibits the imposition of new restrictions
or conditions on this trade absent prior notice to and approval by
Congress. Despite this prohibition, the Department of Treasury
unilaterally imposed a new restriction on this trade by a “clarifica-
tion” published in a final rule on February 25, 2005—without no-
tice to or the approval of Congress. The amendment prevents the
use of funds to administer, implement, or enforce the final rule so
that cash in advance transactions may continue in the manner in
which they had been transacted prior to the administration of this
restrictive new “clarification”.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES REPORT REQUIREMENTS

The following items are included in accordance with various re-
quirements of the Rules of the House of Representatives:

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY

Clause 3(d)(1) of the rule XXIII of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives states:

Each report of a committee on a bill or joint resolution of
a public character, shall include a statement citing the
specific powers granted to the Congress in the Constitution
to enact the law proposed by the bill or joint resolution.

The Committee on Appropriations bases its authority to report
this legislation from clause 7 of section 9 of Article I of the Con-
stitution of the United States of America which states:

No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in con-
sequence of Appropriations made by law . . .

Appropriations contained in this Act are made pursuant to this
specific power granted by the Constitution.

APPROPRIATIONS NOT AUTHORIZED BY LAW

Pursuant to clause 3(f)(1) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, the following table lists the appropriations in
the accompanying bill that are not authorized by law:
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APPROPRIATIONS NOT AUTHORIZED BY LAW
(Dollars in thousands)

Last Year of | Authorization | Appropriations Amount of
Authorization Level in Last Year of | Program or New
Authorization Fees
Title T - Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Federal-aid Highway Program 20051 27,344,213 35,061,400 36,926,100
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration
Motor Carrier Safety Operations and Programs N/A N/A N/A 215,000
Motor Carrier Safety Grants A N/A N/A -
Motor Carrier Safety 2005 191,090 255,487 NIA
National Motor Carrier Safety Program 2005 140,973 188,480 N/A
Nationat Highway Traffic Safety Administration
Operations & Research 2003 .- - 152,367
Operations & Research (Trust Fund) 2005 53,568 227.551 75,000
National Driver Register 2003 2,678 - 4,000
Highway Traffic Safety Grants 2005 167,400 223,200 551,000
Federal Railroad Administration
Safety and Operations 1998 - - 145,949
Railroad Safety 1998 90,739 57,050 -
Grants to the National Passenger Railroad Corp. 2002 955,000 826,476 550,000
Federal Transit Administration
Administrative Expenses 2005 58,032 77,376 80,000
Formula Grants 2005 3,071,455 3,999,918 4,417,000
University Transportation Research 2005 4,464 5952 8,000
Transit Planning and Research 2005 97,762 126,976 160,325
Job Access and Reverse Commute 2005 111,600 124,000 175,000
Capital tnvestment Grants 2005 2,428,639 3.312,114 3.641,675
Research and Innovative Technology Administration
Research and Development - - - 4,326
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration
Hazardous Materials Safety 1997 19,670 15,268 26,183
Administrative Expenses - - - 17,027
Emergency Preparedaess Grants 1998 21,250 7,970, 14,300
Surface Transportation Board 1998 12,000 13,850 20,621
Title 11 - Department of the Treasury
Department-Wide Systems and Capital Investments N/A N/A N/A 21,412
Arr Transportation Stabilization Program N/A N/A N/A 2,500
Treasury Building and Annex Repair and Restoration N/A N/A N/A 10,000
Title I - Department of Housing and Urban Development
Rental Assistance:
Section 8 contract renewals and administrative expenses 1994 $8,446,173 $5,458,106 $20,254,855
Section 441 contracts 1994 109,410 150,000 57,000
Section 8 preservation, protection, and family unification 1994 759,259 541,000 165,700
Contract Administrators - . - 147,200
Public Housing Capital Fund 2003 3,000,000 2,712,255 2,600,000
Public Housing Operating Fund 2003 2,900,600 3,576,600 3,600,000
Native Hawatian Housing Block Grant 8,928,000 8.815
Native Hawaiian Loan Guarantees 2005 . 992,000 882
Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS 1994 156,300 156,006 285,000
Rural Housing and Economics Development N/A - - 10,000
Community Development Fund:
Community Development Block Grants 1994 4,168,000 4,380,000 4,151,560
Self help and Assisted Homeownership 60,8001
Housing Assistance Council N/A - - 3,000
Native American Indian Housing Council N/A - - 1,000
Self-Help Housing Opportunity Program 2000 -~ 20,000 23,800
Capacity Building 1994 25,000 20,000 28,000
Housing Parnership Networks N/A N/a N/A 4.000
2006 Special Olympics N/A - - 1,000
Economic Development Initiatives /A - -- 290,000
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Last Year of | Authorization | Appropriations Amount of
Authorization Level in Last Year of | Program or New
Authorization Fees
HOME Investment Partnerships 1994 2,173,612 1,275,000 1,850,000,
Homeless Assistance Grants 1994 465,774 599,000 1,340,000
Housing for the Elderly 2003 - 783,286 741,000
Housing for Persons with Disabilities 2003 e 250,515 238,100
FHA General and Special Risk Program Account:
Limitation on guaranteed loans 1995 - -20,885,072 -35,000,000
Limitation on direct loans 1995 - -220,000 -50,000
Credit Subsidy 1995 - 188,395 8,800
Administrative Expenses 1995 - 197,470 71,900
Title V - District of Columbia
Emergency Planning and Security Costs N/A N/A NA 15,000
District of Columbia Water and Sewer Authority N/A N/A N/A 10,000
Anacostia Waterfront Initiative N/A N/A N/A 5,000
Office of the Chief Financial Officer N/A N/A N/A 20,000
Schoo! Improvement NIA N/A N/A 41,616
Bioterrorism and Forensics Laboratory N/A N/A N/A 7,200
Title VI - Executive Office of the President
Compensation of the President 1999 - N/A 450
White House Office, Salaries and Expenses 1978 - N/A 53,080
Exccutive Residence, Operating Expenses 1978 - N/A 12,436
Executive Residence, White House Repait and Restoration 1978 - N/A 1,700
Council of Economic Advisors 1978 - N/A 4,040
Office of Policy Development 1978 - N/A 3,300
National Security Council 1978 - N/A 8,705
Office of Administration 1978 - N/A 89,322
Office of Management and Budget 2003 - N/A 76,930
Unanticipated Needs 1978 - N/A 1,000
Special Assistance to the President, Salaries and Expenses 1978 - N/A 4,455
Office of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP): - N/A -
ONDCP, Salaries and Expenses 2004 N/A N/A 26,908
ONDCP, Salaries and Expenses, Model State Drug Laws N/A N/A N/A N/A
ONDCP, Counterdrug Technology Assessment Center,
Counterdrug Research and Developmenit 2004 N/A N/A 30,000
ONDCP, C drug Technology A Center,
Technology Transfer 2004 N/A N/A N/A
ONDCP, High Intensity Drug Trafficking Arcas Program 2004 - N/A 227,000
ONDCP, Other Federal Drug Control (except Drug-Free
Communities) 2004 12,800 13,917 5,000
ONDCP, Other Federal Drug Control, Media Campaign 2004 145,000 144,145 120,000
Title VII - Independent Agencies
Election Assistance Commission 2005 10,000 13,888 15,877
Federal Election Commission 1981 9,400 51,742 54,700
General Services Administration:
Federal Building Fund N/A N/A N/A N/A
Construction and Acquisition N/A N/A N/A NA
Repairs and Alterations N/A N/A N/A N/A
OPM, Human Capital Performance Fund N/A N/A N/A N/A
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TRANSFER OF FUNDS

Pursuant to clause 3(f)(2) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, the following statement is submitted describing
the transfers of funds provided in the accompanying bill.

The Committee recommends the following transfers:

UNDER TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Under the Office of the Secretary, “Salaries and expenses”, the
Secretary of Transportation is allowed to transfer amounts among
the individual offices of the Office of the Secretary, subject to cer-
tain conditions.

Under the Office of the Secretary, “Payments to air carriers,” the
Secretary of Transportation is allowed to transfer overflight fees
collected to the Federal Aviation Administration to repay funds
borrowed during the fiscal year to fund the essential air service
program.

Under Federal Transit Administration, “Administrative ex-
pffpses”, the Administrator is authorized to transfer funds between
offices.

Title I, Sec. 162. The Committee continues the provision that al-
lows transit funds appropriated before October 1, 2003, that re-
main available for expenditure to be transferred.

Under Title I, Administrative Provisions—Department of Trans-
portation, Sec. 180, the Committee continues a provision allowing
the Secretary of Transportation to transfer unexpended sums from
“Office of the secretary, salaries and expenses” to “Minority busi-
ness outreach”.

UNDER TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY

Under the Department of the Treasury, Internal Revenue Serv-
ice, up to $10,000,000 may be transferred to the Processing, Assist-
ance and Management or Information Systems account for manage-
ment of the Interagency Crime and Drug Enforcement program.

Under the Department of the Treasury, Internal Revenue Serv-
ice, up to $10,000,000 may be transferred to the Processing, Assist-
ance and Management or Information Systems account for manage-
ment of the Earned Income Tax Credit.

Section 201 allows the transfer of 5 percent of any appropriation
(or 3 percent of the Tax Law Enforcement appropriation) made
available to the IRS to any other IRS appropriation, subject to
prior Congressional approval.

Section 211 authorizes transfers, up to 2 percent, between the In-
ternal Revenue Service and the Treasury Inspector General for Tax
Administration under certain circumstances.

Section 211 authorizes transfers, up to 2 percent, between De-
partmental Offices, Office of the Inspector General, Financial Man-
agement Service, Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau, Fi-
nancial Crimes Enforcement Network, and the Bureau of the Pub-
lic Debt appropriations under certain circumstances.

UNDER TITLE III—DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

The Committee has included language under the Department of
Housing and Urban Development transferring all uncommitted
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prior balances of excess rental charges as of fiscal year 2005 and
all collections made during fiscal year 2006 to the flexible subsidy
fund.

The Committee has included language under the Department of
Housing and Urban Development transferring the following
amounts to the salaries and expenses account for administrative
expenses: FHA mutual mortgage insurance and general and special
risk insurance program accounts ($558,767,000); GNMA guarantees
of mortgage-backed securities loan guarantee program account
($10,700,000); community development loan guarantees program
account ($0); Indian housing loan guarantee fund program account
($250,000); native Hawaiian housing loan guarantee fund
($35,000); and Native American housing block grants account
($150,000).

The Committee has included language under the Department of
Housing and Urban Development transferring up to $12,896,000
from the manufactured housing fees trust fund to the manufac-
tured housing standards program.

The Committee has included language under the Department of
Housing and Urban Development transferring no less than the fol-
lowing amounts to the working capital fund under the salaries and
expenses account for development and management of information
technology systems: tenant-based rental assistance ($5,900,000);
project-based rental assistance ($1,000,000); public housing capital
fund ($13,230,000); community development fund ($3,400,000);
home investment partnership program account ($1,000,000); home-
less assistance grants account ($1,000,000); housing for the elderly
account ($400,000); housing for persons with disabilities account
($400,000); FHA mutual mortgage insurance program account
($18,281,000); FHA general and special risk insurance program ac-
count ($10,800,000).

The Committee has included language under the Department of
Housing and Urban Development transferring up to $200,000,000
from the Tenant-Based Assistance Account to the Project-Based As-
sistance Account

The Committee has included language under the Department of
Housing and Urban Development transferring $24,00,000 from the
various funds of the Federal Housing Administration to the Office
of Inspector General.

The Committee has included language under the Department of
Housing and Urban Development transferring $60,000,000 from
the federal housing enterprise oversight fund to the office of federal
housing enterprise oversight account.

UNDER TITLE IV—THE JUDICIARY

Under the Judiciary, Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and
Other Judicial Services, funds may be transferred to the United
States Marshals Service for courthouse security.

Sec. 402. The Committee continues a provision permitting the
Judiciary to transfer up to 5 percent of any appropriation with cer-
tain limitations
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UNDER TITLE V—DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The Committee has included language transferring $29,833,000
from the Court Services and Offender Supervision Agency to the
Public Defender Service.

The Committee has included language transferring fines col-
lected under DC Official Code section 50—2201.05(b)(1) and (2) in
the general funds to the Office of the Attorney General of the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

The Committee has included language to allow for a transfer
from the funds identified in the fiscal year 2005 comprehensive an-
nual financial report as the District’s Grant Disallowance balance.

UNDER TITLE VI—EXECUTIVE OFFICES OF THE PRESIDENT

Language is included under Office of National Drug Control Pol-
icy, “Counterdrug Technology Assessment Center” allowing for the
transfer of funds to other Federal departments or agencies.

Language is included under Federal Drug Control Programs,
“High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas Programs” which allows for
the transfer of funds to other Federal departments or agencies.

Language is included under Federal Drug Control Programs,
“Other Federal Drug Control Program” allowing the transfer of
funds to other Federal departments or agencies.

Language is included under Official Residence of the Vice Presi-
dent, “Operating Expenses” allowing the transfer of funds to other
Federal departments or agencies.

UNDER TITLE VII—INDEPENDENT AGENCIES

Under Title VII Independent Agencies, a number of transfers are
allowed: 1) the GSA allowances and Office Staff for Former Presi-
dents account may transfer such sums as necessary to the Depart-
ment of the Treasury for certain pension benefits, 2) the GSA Elec-
tronic Government Fund may transfer $3,000,000 to federal depart-
ments in pursuit of programs goals, 3) under the Election Assist-
ance Commission, $2,800,000 to the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology, 4) under the National Archives and Records
Administration, $2,000,000 is transferred from the National Histor-
ical Publications and Records Commission to the operating ex-
penses account, and 5) under Office of Personnel Management,
amounts from certain trust funds are transferred to salary and ex-
penses accounts for oversight and administration of the funds.

Title VII, Sec. 703. The Committee continues the provision pro-
viding that funds made available for activities of the Federal Build-
ing Fund may be transferred between appropriations with advance
approval of the Congress.

STATEMENT OF GENERAL PERFORMANCE GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Pursuant to clause 3(c)(4) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, the following is a statement of general perform-
ance goals and objectives for which this measure authorizes fund-
ing:

The committee on Appropriations strongly considers program
performance, including a program’s success in developing and at-
taining outcome-related goals and objectives, in developing funding
recommendations. This includes a review of agency and depart-
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mental performance plans, audits, and investigations of the U.S.
General Accounting Offices of Inspector General, and other per-
formance-related information. The Committee’s goal is to provide
adequate, but not excessive, resources for the programs covered by
this Act, consistent with funding allocations provided by the Con-
gressional budget process.

CompPLIANCE WITH RULE XIII, CL. 3(e) (RAMSEYER RULE)

In compliance with clause 3(e) of rule XIII of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill,
as reported, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omit-
ted is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italics,
existing law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman):

CHAPTER 443 OF TITLE 49, UNITED STATES CODE
CHAPTER 443—INSURANCE

* * * * * * *

§44302. General authority
(a) ok ok
% * *k k % * *k

(f) EXTENSION OF POLICIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall extend through August
31, [2005,]1 2006, and may extend through December 31,
[2005,1 2006, the termination date of any insurance policy
that the Department of Transportation issued to an air carrier
under subsection (a) and that is in effect on the date of enact-
ment of this subsection on no less favorable terms to the air
carrier than existed on June 19, 2002; except that the Sec-
retary shall amend the insurance policy, subject to such terms
and conditions as the Secretary may prescribe, to add coverage
for losses or injuries to aircraft hulls, passengers, and crew at
the limits carried by air carriers for such losses and injuries
as of such date of enactment and at an additional premium
comparable to the premium charged for third-party casualty
coverage under such policy.

* * *k & * * *k

§44303. Coverage

(a) ko ok

(b) AIR CARRIER LIABILITY FOR THIRD PARTY CLAIMS ARISING
Out oF Acts OF TERRORISM.—For acts of terrorism committed on
or to an air carrier during the period beginning on September 22,
2001, and ending on December 31, [2005,] 2006, the Secretary
may certify that the air carrier was a victim of an act of terrorism
and in the Secretary’s judgment, based on the Secretary’s analysis
and conclusions regarding the facts and circumstances of each case,
shall not be responsible for losses suffered by third parties (as re-
ferred to in section 205.5(b)(1) of title 14, Code of Federal Regula-
tions) that exceed $100,000,000, in the aggregate, for all claims by
such parties arising out of such act. If the Secretary so certifies,
the air carrier shall not be liable for an amount that exceeds
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$100,000,000, in the aggregate, for all claims by such parties aris-
ing out of such act, and the Government shall be responsible for
any liability above such amount. No punitive damages may be
awarded against an air carrier (or the Government taking responsi-
bility for an air carrier under this subsection) under a cause of ac-
tion arising out of such act. The Secretary may extend the provi-
sions of this subsection to an aircraft manufacturer (as defined in
section 44301) of the aircraft of the air carrier involved.

* * * & * * *

SECTION 122 OF THE DEPARTMENTS OF COMMERCE,
JUSTICE, AND STATE, THE JUDICIARY, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 1998

(Public law 105-119)
SEC. 122. (a) * * *

* * k & * * k

(g)(1) Notwithstanding any other provision of law and subject to
paragraph (2), the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to estab-
lish, for a period of [7 years] 8 years from date of enactment of
this provision, a personnel management demonstration project pro-
viding for the compensation and performance management of not
more than a combined total of 950 employees who fill critical sci-
entific, technical, engineering, intelligence analyst, language trans-
lator, and medical positions in the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms.

* * * * * * &

SECTION 223 OF THE NATIONAL HOUSING ACT

MISCELLANEOUS HOUSING INSURANCE
SEC. 223. (a) * * *

ES £ % ES & £ *k

(f)(1) Notwithstanding any of the provisions of this Act, the Sec-
retary is authorized, in his discretion, to insure under any section
of this title a mortgage executed in connection with the purchase
or refinancing of an existing multifamily housing project or the
purchase or refinancing of existing debt of an existing hospital (or
existing nursing home, existing assisted living facility, existing in-
termediate care facility, existing board and care home, or any com-
bination thereof).

* * *k * * * *k

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2005

* k *k & * k *k

TITLE I—FEDERAL FUNDS

* * k & * * k
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FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT

For a Federal payment for a school improvement program in the
District of Columbia, $40,000,000, to be allocated as follows: for the
District of Columbia Public Schools, $13,000,000 to improve public
school education in the District of Columbia; for the State Edu-
cation Office, $13,000,000 to expand quality public charter schools
in the District of Columbia, to remain available until September
30, 2006; for the Secretary of the Department of Education,
$14,000,000 to provide opportunity scholarships for students in the
District of Columbia in accordance with division C, title III of the
District of Columbia Appropriations Act, 2004 (Public Law 108—
199; 118 Stat. 126), of which up to $1,000,000 may be used to ad-
minister and fund assessments: Provided, That of the $13,000,000
for the District of Columbia Public Schools, not less than
$2,000,000 shall be for a new incentive fund to reward high per-
forming or significantly improved public schools; not less than
$2,000,000 shall be to support the Transformation School Initiative
directed to schools in need of improvement: Provided further, That
of the remaining amounts, the Superintendent of the District of Co-
lumbia Public Schools shall use such sums as necessary to provide
grants to schools which are not eligible for other programs ref-
erenced under this heading, and to contract for management con-
sulting services and implement recommended reforms: Provided
further, That the Comptroller General shall conduct a financial
audit of the District of Columbia Public Schools: Provided further,
That of the $13,000,000 provided for public charter schools in the
District of Columbia, $2,000,000 shall be for the City Build Initia-
tive to create neighborhood-based charter schools; $2,750,000 shall
be for the Direct Loan Fund for Charter Schools; $150,000 shall be
for administrative expenses of the Office of Charter School Financ-
ing and Support to expand outreach and support of charter schools;
$100,000 shall be for the D.C. Public Charter School Association to
enhance the quality of charter schools; [$4,000,000] $4,000,000, to
remain available until expended, shall be for the development of an
incubator facility for public charter schools; $2,000,000 shall be for
a charter school college preparatory program; and [$2,000,000
shall be for a new incentive fund] $2,000,000, to remain available
until expended, shall be for a new incentive fund to reward high
performing or significantly improved public charter schools: Pro-
vided further, That the District of Columbia government shall es-
tablish a dedicated account for the Office of Charter School Financ-
ing and Support (the Office) that shall consist of the Federal funds
appropriated in this Act, any subsequent appropriations, any unob-
ligated balances from prior fiscal years, any additional grants, and
any interest and principal derived from loans made to Charter
Schools, and repayment of dollars utilized to support credit en-
hancement earned in this or any fiscal year: Provided further, That
the account shall be under the control of the District of Columbia
Chief Financial Officer who shall use those funds solely for the pur-
poses of carrying out the Credit Enhancement Program, Direct
Loan Fund Grant Program, and any other charter school financing
under the management of the Office: Provided further, That in this
and subsequent fiscal years the Office of the Chief Financial Officer
shall conduct an annual audit of the funds expended by the Office
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and provide an annual financial report to the Mayor, the Council
of the District of Columbia, the Office of the District of Columbia
Treasurer and the Committees on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and Senate for these funds showing, by object
class, the expenditures made and the purpose therefor: Provided
further, That not more than $250,000 of the total amount appro-
priated for this program may be used for administrative expenses
and training expenses related to the cost of the National Charter
School Conference(s) to be hosted by December 2006; and no more
than 5 percent of the funds appropriated for the direct loan fund
may be used for administrative expenses related to the administra-
tion and annual audit of the direct loan, grant, and credit enhance-
ment programs.

* * & & * * &

SECTION 640 OF THE TREASURY AND GENERAL
GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2000

SEC. 640. (a) * * *

* * & * * * &

(¢) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by this section
shall apply with respect to violations that relate to reporting peri-
ods that begin on or after January 1, 2000, and that end on or be-
fore December 31, [2005] 2008.

SECTION 403 OF THE GOVERNMENT MANAGEMENT
REFORM ACT OF 1994

(Public Law 103-356)

SEC. 403. FRANCHISE FUND PILOT PROGRAMS.
(a) * * *

% * * * % * *

(f) TERMINATION.—The provisions of this section shall expire on
October 1, [2005] 2006.

SECTION 4 OF THE FEDERAL ACTIVITIES INVENTORY
REFORM ACT OF 1998

SEC. 4. APPLICABILITY.

(a) ok ok

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—This Act does not apply to or with respect to
the following:

* * *k & * * *k

(5) Executive agencies with fewer than 100 full-time employ-
ees as of the first day of the fiscal year. However, such an agen-
¢y shall be subject to section 2 to the extent it plans to conduct
a public-private competition for the performance of an activity
that is not inherently governmental.
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SECTION 604 OF THE FAIR CREDIT REPORTING ACT

§ 604. Permissible purposes of reports

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (¢), any consumer report-
ing agency may furnish a consumer report under the following cir-
cumstances and no other:

% * * k * * *
(8) To a person which it has reason to believe—
% * *k %k % * *k
(F) otherwise has a legitimate business need for the in-
formation—

(i1) subject to subsection (d), to review an account to
determine whether the consumer continues to meet
the terms of the account.

* * & * * * &

[(d) RESERVED.]
(d) LIMITATION ON USE OF CONSUMER REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—A credit card issuer may not use any nega-
tive information contained in a consumer report to increase any
annual percentage rate applicable to a credit card account, or
to remove or increase any introductory annual percentage rate
of interest applicable to such account, for any reason other than
an action or omission of the card holder that is directly related
to such account.

(2) NOTICE TO CONSUMER.—The limitation under paragraph
(1) on the use by a credit card issuer of information in a con-
sumer report shall be clearly and conspicuously described to the
consumer by the credit card issuer in any disclosure or state-
ment required to be made to the consumer under this title.

* * *k & * * *k

CHANGES IN THE APPLICATION OF EXISTING LAwW

Pursuant to clause 3(f)(1)(A) of rule XIII of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, the following statements are submitted
describing the effect of provisions proposed in the accompanying
bill which may be considered, under certain circumstances, to
change the application of existing law, either directly or indirectly.
The bill provides that appropriations shall remain available for
more than one year for a number of programs for which the basic
authorizing legislation does not explicitly authorize such extended
availability. The bill provides, in some instances, for funding of
agencies and activities where legislation has not yet been finalized.
In addition, the bill carries language, in some instances, permitting
activities not authorized by law, or exempting agencies from cer-
tain provisions of law, but which has been carried in appropriations
acts for many years.

The bill includes limitations on official entertainment, reception
and representation expenses for the Secretary of Transportation,
the Secretary of the Treasury and the National Transportation
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Safety Board. Similar provisions have appeared in many previous
appropriations Acts. The bill includes a number of limitations on
the purchase of automobiles, motorcycles, or office furnishings.
Similar limitations have appeared in many previous appropriations
Acts. Language is included in several instances permitting certain
funds to be credited to the appropriations recommended.

In Title VII of the bill, in connection with the General Services
Administration, certain limitations on availability of revenue in the
federal buildings fund and certain legislative provisions have been
carried forward from last year.

The bill continues a number of general provisions applying to
agencies covered by the bill as well as certain provisions applying
government-wide. These provisions have been carried in the prior
year appropriations bill, and some have been carried for many
years. Additionally, the Committee includes a number of new gen-
eral provisions.

TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Language is included under Office of the Secretary, “Salaries and
expenses” specifying certain amounts for individual offices of the
Office of the Secretary and specifying transfer authority among of-
fices.

Language is included under Office of the Secretary, “Salaries and
expenses” which would allow crediting the account with up to
$2,500,000 in user fees.

Language is included under the Office of the Secretary, “Salaries
and expenses” limiting the use of funds available for the position
of Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs.

Language is included that limits operating costs and capital out-
lays of the Working Capital Fund for the Department of Transpor-
tation and limits special assessments or reimbursable agreements
levied against any program, project or activity funded in this Act
to only those assessments or reimbursable agreements that are
presented to and approved by the House and Senate Committees
on Appropriations.

Language is included under the Office of the Secretary, “Minority
business resource center” limiting the amount of loans that can be
subsidized.

Language is included under Office of the Secretary, “Minority
business outreach” specifying that funds may be used for business
opportunities related to any mode of transportation.

Language is included under the Office of the Secretary, “Pay-
ments to air carriers” that allows the Secretary of Transportation
to repay any funds borrowed from to the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration to fund the essential air service program.

Language is included under the Office of the Secretary, “Pay-
ments to air carriers” that allows the Secretary of Transportation
to consider the relative subsidy requirements of carriers when de-
termining between or among carriers competing to provide service.

Language is included under the Federal Aviation Administration,
“Operations” limiting funds for certain aviation program activities.

Language is included under the Federal Aviation Administration,
“Operations” that prohibits funds to plan, finalize, or implement
any regulation that would promulgate new aviation user fees not
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specifically authorized by law after the date of enactment of this
Act.

Language is included under the Federal Aviation Administration,
“Operations” that credits funds received from States, counties, mu-
nicipalities, foreign authorities, other public authorities, and pri-
vate sources for expenses incurred in the provision of agency serv-
ices.

Language is included under the Federal Aviation Administration,
“Operations” that provides $7,500,000 for the contract tower cost
sharing program.

Language is included under the Federal Aviation Administration,
“Operations” permitting the use of funds to enter into a grant
agreement with a nonprofit standard setting organization to de-
velop aviation safety standards.

Language is included under the Federal Aviation Administration,
“Operations” that prohibits the use of funds for new applicants of
the second career training program.

Language is included under the Federal Aviation Administration,
“Operations” that prohibits the use of funds for Sunday premium
pay unless an employee actually performed work during the time
corresponding to the premium pay.

Language is included under the Federal Aviation Administration,
“Operations” that prohibits funds from being used to operate a
manned auxiliary flight service station in the contiguous United
States.

Language is included under the Federal Aviation Administration,
“Operations” that prohibits funds for conducting and coordinating
activities on aeronautical charting and cartography through the
Transportation Administrative Service Center.

Language is included under the Federal Aviation Administration,
“Operations” that prohibits the use of funds to purchase store gift
cards or gift certificates through a government-issued credit card.

Language is included under Federal Aviation Administration,
“Facilities and equipment” that allows certain funds received for
expenses incurred in the establishment and modernization of air
navigation facilities to be credited to the account.

Language is included under Federal Aviation Administration,
“Facilities and equipment” that requires the Secretary of Transpor-
tation to transmit a comprehensive capital investment plan for the
Federal Aviation Administration.

Language is included under Federal Aviation Administration,
“Research, engineering, and development” that allows certain funds
received for expenses incurred in research, engineering and devel-
opment to be credited to the account.

Language is included under Federal Aviation Administration,
“Grants-in-aid for airports” that limits funds available for the plan-
ning or execution of programs with obligations in excess of
$3,600,000,000.

Language is included under Federal Aviation Administration,
“Grants-in-aid for airports” “Liquidation of Contract Authorization”
that provides liquidating cash.

Language is included under Federal Aviation Administration,
“Grants-in-aid for airports” that provides not more than
$81,346,000 for administration.
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Language is included under Federal Aviation Administration,
“Grants-in-aid for airports” that allows funds to be used for air-
ports to procure and install runway incursion prevention systems
and devices.

Language is included under Federal Aviation Administration,
“Grants-in-aid for airports” that specifies $20,000,000 for the small
community air service pilot program.

Language is included under Federal Aviation Administration,
“Grants-in-aid for airports” that rescinds fiscal year 2005 contract
authority above the obligation limitation.

Section 101 requires FAA to accept airport equipment, subject to
certain criteria.

Section 102 limits the number of workyears on a particular con-
tract.

Section 103 prohibits FAA from requiring airport to provide spec-
ified items without cost, with some exceptions.

Section 104 prohibits the use of funds for changing weight re-
strictions or prior permission rules at Teterboro Airport in New
Jersey.

Section 105 extends the terms and conditions of FAAs aviation
insurance program for one additional year.

Language is included under the Federal Highway Administra-
tion, “Limitation on administrative expenses” that provides a limi-
tation on administrative expenses of the agency.

Language is included under the Federal Highway Administra-
tion, “Federal-aid highways” that provides a limitation on obliga-
tions for the Federal-aid highways program and a limitation on re-
search programs.

Language is included under the Federal Highway Administra-
tion, “Federal-aid highways” that allows the Secretary of Transpor-
tation to use fees charged and collected on applicants for a direct
loan, guaranteed loan, or line of credit as authorized under 23
U.S.C. 183 and 184 and makes the fees used not subject to any lim-
itation on obligations.

Language is included under the Federal Highway Administra-
tion, “Federal-aid highways, (Liquidation of Contract Authoriza-
tion)” that provides liquidating cash.

Section 110 distributes obligation authority among the Federal-
aid highway programs.

Section 111 provides that funds received by the Bureau of Trans-
portation Statistics may be credited to the Federal aid highways
account.

Section 112 allows Nevada and Arizona to reimburse debt service
payment on the Bypass Bridge at Hoover Dam project with future
apportionments, in accordance with title 23, United States Code.

Language is included under the Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration, “Motor Carrier Safety Operations and Programs”
that provides a limitation on obligations and liquidation of contract
authorization for the operating expenses of the agency and for
motor carrier safety research programs.

Language is included under the Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration, “National Motor Carrier Safety Program” that pro-
vides a limitation on obligations and liquidation of contract author-
ization for motor carrier safety grant programs.
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Section 120 subjects funds appropriated in this Act to the terms
and conditions of section 350 of Public Law 107-87, including that
the Secretary of Transportation submit a report on Mexico-domi-
ciled motor carriers.

Language is included under National Highway Traffic Safety Ad-
ministration, “Operations and research” prohibiting the planning or
implementation of any rulemaking on labeling passenger car tires
for low rolling resistance.

Language is included under National Highway Traffic Safety Ad-
ministration, “Highway traffic safety grants” prohibiting the use of
funds for construction, rehabilitation or remodeling costs or for of-
fice furniture for state, local, or private buildings.

Language is included under National Highway Traffic Safety Ad-
ministration, “Highway traffic safety grants” limiting funding
available for grants administration.

Language is included under National Highway Traffic Safety Ad-
ministration, “Highway traffic safety grants” limiting funding
available for grants administration.

Language is included under National Highway Traffic Safety Ad-
ministration, “Highway traffic safety grants” limiting the amount
of funds available for technical assistance to states under section
410.

Section 130 allows states to use funds provided under section 402
of title 23, U.S.C., to produce and place highway safety public serv-
ice messages.

Language is included under Federal Railroad Administration,
“Railroad rehabilitation and improvement program” authorizing
the Secretary to issue fund anticipation notes necessary to pay obli-
gations under sections 511 and 513 of the Railroad Revitalization
and Regulatory Reform Act.

Language is included under Federal Railroad Administration,
“Railroad rehabilitation and improvement program” that prohibits
new direct loans or loan guarantee commitments using federal
funds for credit risk premium under section 502 of the Railroad Re-
vitalization and Regulatory Reform Act.

Language is included under Federal Railroad Administration,
“Grants to the National Railroad Passenger Corporation” limiting
passenger rail routes that may receive federal subsidies.

Language is included under Federal Transit Administration, “Ad-
ministrative Expenses” prohibiting funds for a permanent office of
transit security.

Language is included under Federal Transit Administration,
“Formula Grants” making $2,500,000 available for the National
Transit database.

Language is included under Federal Transit Administration, “Job
Access and Reverse Commute Grants” making up to $3,000,000
available for technical assistance.

Section 160 exempts previously made transit obligations from
limitations on obligations.

Section 161 allows unobligated funds for projects under “Capital
Investment Grants” in prior year appropriations Acts to be used
this fiscal year.

Section 162 allows the transfer of prior year appropriations from
older accounts to be merged in to new accounts with similar, cur-
rent activities.
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Section 191 prohibits obligations incurred during the current
year from construction funds in excess of the appropriations and
limitation contained in this Act or in any prior appropriation Act.

Section 192 allows the Maritime Administration to furnish utili-
ties and services and make repairs to any lease, contract, or occu-
pancy involving government property under the control of MARAD
and rental payments shall be covered into the Treasury as mis-
cellaneous receipts.

Language is included under Pipeline and Hazardous Materials
Safety Administration, “Hazardous materials safety” which allows
up to $1,200,000 in fees collected under 49 U.S.C. 5108(g) to be de-
posited in the general fund of the Treasury as offsetting receipts.

Language is included under Pipeline and Hazardous Materials
Safety Administration, “Hazardous materials safety” that credits
certain funds received for expenses incurred for training and other
activities incurred in performed of hazardous materials exemptions
and approval functions.

Language is included under Pipeline and Hazardous Materials
Safety Administration, “Pipeline safety” that requires the agency to
fund the one-call state grant program.

Language is included under Research and Special Programs Ad-
ministration, “Emergency preparedness grants” specifying the Sec-
retary of Transportation or his designee may obligate funds pro-
vided under this head.

Language is included under Research and Innovative Technology
Administration, “Research and development” that credits to the ap-
propriation funds received from States and other sources for ex-
penses incurred for training.

Language is included under Office of Inspector General, “Salaries
and expenses” that provides the Inspector General with all nec-
essary authority to investigate allegations of fraud by any person
or entity that is subject to regulation by the Department of Trans-
portation. Language is also included under Office of Inspector Gen-
eral, “Salaries and expenses” that authorizes the Office of Inspector
General to investigate unfair or deceptive practices and unfair
methods of competition by domestic and foreign air carriers and
ticket agents.

Language is included under Surface Transportation Board, “Sala-
ries and expenses” allowing the collection of $1,250,000 in fees es-
tablished by the Chairman of the Surface Transportation Board;
and providing that the sum appropriated from the general fund
shalldbe reduced on a dollar-for-dollar basis as such fees are re-
ceived.

Section 170. The Committee continues the provision allowing the
Department of Transportation to use funds for aircraft; motor vehi-
i:les; liability insurance; uniforms; or allowances, as authorized by
aw.

Section 171. The Committee continues the provision limiting ap-
propriations for services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 to the rate for
an Executive Level IV.

Section 172. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds in this Act for salaries and expenses of more than 100 polit-
ical and Presidential appointees in the Department of Transpor-
tation, and prohibits political and Presidential personnel assigned
on temporary detail outside the Department of Transportation.
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Section 173. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds for the implementation of section 404 of title 23, United
States Code.

Section 174. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
recipients of funds made available in this Act from releasing per-
sonal information, including social security number, medical or dis-
ability information, and photographs from a driver’s license or
motor vehicle record, without express consent of the person to
whom such information pertains; and prohibits the withholding of
funds provided in this Act for any grantee if a state is in non-
compliance with this provision.

Section 175. The Committee continues the provision allowing
funds received by the Federal Highway Administration, Federal
Transit Administration, and the Federal Railroad Administration
from states, counties, municipalities, other public authorities, and
private sources to be used for expenses incurred for training may
be credited to each agency’s respective accounts.

Section 176. The Committee continues the provision authorizing
the Secretary of Transportation to allow issuers of any preferred
stock to redeem or repurchase preferred stock sold to the Depart-
ment of Transportation.

Section 177. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds in Title I of this Act from being issued for any grant unless
the Secretary of Transportation notifies the House and Senate
Committees on Appropriations not less than three full business
days before any discretionary grant award, letter of intent, or full
funding grant agreement totaling $1,000,000 or more is announced
by the department or its modal administrations.

Section 178. The Committee continues a provision for the Depart-
ment of Transportation allowing funds received from rebates, re-
funds, and similar sources to be credited to appropriations.

Section 179. The Committee continues a provision allowing
amounts from improper payments to a third party contractor that
are lawfully recovered by the Department of Transportation to be
available to cover expenses incurred in recovery of such payments.

Section 180. The Committee continues a provision allowing the
Secretary of Transportation to transfer unexpended sums from “Of-
fice of the secretary, salaries and expenses” to “Minority business
outreach”.

Section 181. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the Office of the Secretary of Transportation from approving as-
sessments or reimbursable agreements pertaining to funds appro-
priated to the modal administrations in this Act, unless such as-
sessments or agreements have completed the normal reprogram-
ming process for Congressional notification.

Section 182. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds to implement an essential air service local cost
share participation pilot program.

TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Language has been included for Departmental Offices, Salaries
and Expenses, that provides funds for operation and maintenance
of the Treasury Building and Annex; hire of passenger motor vehi-
cles; maintenance, repairs, and improvements of, and purchase of
commercial insurance policies for real properties leased or owned
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overseas; official reception and representation expenses; unforeseen
emergencies of a confidential nature; grants to state and local law
enforcement groups to help fight money laundering; and Treasury-
wide financial audits and the transfer of these funds.

Language has been included for the Departmentwide Systems
and Capital Investments Program that provides funds for the de-
velopment and acquisition of automated data processing equip-
ment, software, and services; and providing transfer authority.

Language has been included for the Office of Inspector General
that provides funds to carry out the provisions of the Inspector
General Act of 1978, the hire of vehicles, official travel expenses,
and unforeseen emergencies.

Language has been included for the Treasury Inspector General
for Tax Administration that provides for the purchase and hire of
motor vehicles, services by 5 U.S.C. 3109, travel expenses, and un-
foreseen emergencies.

Language has been included for the Financial Crime Enforce-
ment Network that provides funds for hire of vehicles; the travel
of non-federal personnel attending conferences or meetings involv-
ing financial law enforcement, intelligence, and regulation; the pur-
chase of personal services contracts; and assistance to Federal law
enforcement agencies with or without reimbursement.

Language has been included for the Financial Management Serv-
ice that provides multiple year availability for systems moderniza-
tion funds.

Language has been included for the Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and
Trade Bureau that provides funds for the hire of passenger motor
vehicles, cooperative research and development; and laboratory as-
sistance to state and local agencies with or without reimbursement.

Language has been included for the U.S. Mint that identifies the
source of funding for the operations and activities of the U.S. Mint;
specifies the level of funding for circulating coinage and protective
service capital investments; and provides reimbursement to the
General Accounting Office for a contract study.

Language has been included for the Bureau of the Public Debt
that provides appropriations from the General Fund will be re-
duced as fees are collected, and that a portion of the funds are to
be derived from the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund for administra-
tion of the Fund.

Language is included for the Treasury Inspector General for Tax
Administration that provides for the purchase and hire of motor ve-
hicles, services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, travel and representa-
tion expenses, and unforeseen emergencies.

Section 210 allows the Department of the Treasury to purchase
uniforms, insurance, and motor vehicles without regard to the gen-
eral purchase price limitation, and enter into contracts with the
State Department for health and medical services for Treasury em-
ployees in overseas locations.

Section 211 authorizes transfers, up to 2 percent, between De-
partmental Offices, Office of the Inspector General, Financial Man-
agement Service, Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau, Fi-
nancial Crimes Enforcement Network, and the Bureau of the Pub-
lic Debt appropriations under certain circumstances.
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Section 212 limits funds for purchase of law enforcement vehicles
only if the purchase is consistent with vehicle management prin-
ciples.

Section 213 prohibits the Department of the Treasury from un-
dertaking a redesign of the $1 Federal Reserve note.

Section 214 provides for transfers from and reimbursements to
the Salaries and Expenses appropriation of the Financial Manage-
ment Service for the purposes of debt collection.

Section 215 continues the Treasury’s franchise fund.

Section 216 requires authorization for the construction and oper-
ation of a museum by the United States Mint.

Section 217 prohibits merging of the Mint and the Bureau of En-
graving and Printing.

Section 218 directs the Secretary to report on Chinese currency.

Language is included under Internal Revenue Service, “Proc-
essing, Assistance and Management” dedicating funding for the In-
ternal Revenue Service Oversight Board.

Language is included for the Internal Revenue Service, “Proc-
essing, assistance, and management” that provides funds for man-
agement services, rent and utilities, services authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109, and official reception and representation expenses. Language
also has been included that provides funds for the Tax Counseling
for the Elderly program, low-income taxpayer clinic grants, the IRS
Oversight Board and official representation and reception expenses.

Language is included for Internal Revenue Service, “Tax law en-
forcement” that provides funds for the purchase and hire of vehi-
cles; services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and reimbursement of
the Social Security Administration.

Language is included for Internal Revenue Service, “Information
systems” that provides funds for the hire of motor vehicles and
services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109.

Language has been included for Internal Revenue Service, “Busi-
ness systems modernization” that provides for the capital asset ac-
quisition of information technology, including management and re-
lated contractual costs of said acquisitions, including contractual
costs associated with operation authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 and
that restricts the use of the funds.

Language is included for the Internal Revenue Service, “Health
insurance tax credit administration” to implement the health in-
surance tax credit included in the Trade Act of 2003 (Public Law
107-210).

Section 202 requires the IRS to maintain a training program in
taxpayer’s rights, dealing courteously with taxpayers, and cross-
cultural relations.

Section 203 requires the IRS to institute policies and procedures,
which will safeguard the confidentiality of taxpayer information.

Section 204 requires the IRS to maintain and improve a 1-800
help line service for taxpayers.

Section 205 prohibits the use of funds to modify the number or
location of taxpayer assistance centers until certain criteria are
met.
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TITLE III—DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, which designates funds for various programs, activi-
ties, and purposes, and specifies the uses of such funds.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, tenant-based rental assistance, which specifies the
allocation of funds and limits the use of certain funds.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, project-based rental assistance, which specifies the
allocation of funds.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, public housing capital fund, which limits the delega-
tion of certain waiver authorities and prohibits funds from being
used for certain activities.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, public housing operating fund, which sets the basis
for the allocation of funds.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, housing opportunities for persons with AIDS which
sets forth certain requirements for the allocation of funds.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, community development fund, which specifies the al-
location of certain funds; limits the use of certain funds; and makes
technical changes to the uses of certain funds.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, home investment partnerships program, which speci-
fies the allocation of certain funds.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, homeless assistance grants, which establishes certain
minimum funding and matching requirements; and requires grant-
ees to integrate homeless programs with other social service pro-
viders.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, housing for the elderly, which specifies the allocation
of certain funds; designates certain funds to be used only for cer-
tain grants; and allows the Secretary to waive certain provisions
governing contract terms.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, housing for persons with disabilities, which specifies
the allocation of certain funds; allows funds to be used to renew
certain contracts; and allows the Secretary to waive certain provi-
sions governing contract terms.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, flexible subsidy fund, which permits the use of excess
rental charges.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, manufactured housing fees trust fund, which permits
fees to be modified and permits temporary borrowing authority
from the General Fund of the Treasury.

Language is included under the Department of Housing and
Urban Development, policy development and research, which speci-
fy the use of certain funds.
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Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, fair housing and equal opportunity, which place re-
strictions on the use of funds for lobbying activities.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, management and administration, which specifies the
allocation of funds; sets forth certain authorities of, and require-
ments on, the office of the Chief Financial Officer.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Office of Federal Housing Enterprise Oversight,
which permits temporary borrowing authority from the General
Fund of the Treasury.

Language is included under Department of Housing and Urban
Development, administrative provisions; prohibits funds to inves-
tigate or prosecute certain lawful activities; prohibits funds to be
used to change the terms and condition on which the audit of
GNMA is conducted; revises allocations for housing opportunities
for persons with AIDS grant recipients; waives certain section 8
rental payment limits for a demonstration program; relates to the
expenditures for certain corporations and agencies; relates to allo-
cations of funds in excess of budget estimates; requires submission
of a spending plan for certain activities; requires certain reporting
requirements regarding departmental funds; requires maintenance
of certain rental assistance contract; allowing the use of certain
funds for maintenance and disposition of certain properties; sets
forth requirements for submission of budget justifications; and for
allocation of certain assistance.

TITLE IV—THE JUDICIARY

Under Supreme Court, “Salaries and expenses” language is in-
cluded permitting certain funds to remain available until expended.

Under Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and other Judicial
Services, Court Security, language is included regarding additional
uses of funds.

Section 401 permits use of funds for activities authorized by 5
U.S.C. 3109.

TITLE V—DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Language under “Federal Payment for Resident Tuition Support”
provides that the amount appropriated shall remain available until
expended.

Language under “Federal Payment for Emergency Planning and
Security Costs” provides that the amount appropriated shall re-
main available until expended.

Language under “Federal Payment to the District of Columbia
Courts™: (1) provides that all amounts under this heading shall be
apportioned quarterly by the Office of Management and Budget
and obligated and expended in the same manner as funds appro-
priated for salaries and expenses of other Federal agencies, with
payroll and financial services to be provided on a contractual basis
with the General Services Administration; (2) allows funds made
available for capital improvements to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2007; and (3) provides for the reallocation of funds.

Language under “Defender Services in the District of Columbia
Courts™ (1) provides that the amount appropriated shall remain
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available until expended, (2) provides that all amounts under this
heading shall be apportioned quarterly by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget and obligated and expended in the same manner
as funds appropriated for salaries and expenses of other Federal
agencies, with payroll and financial services to be provided on a
contractual basis with the General Services Administration.

Language under “Federal Payment to the Court Services and Of-
fender Supervision Agency for the District of Columbia”: (1) pro-
vides that all amounts under this heading shall be apportioned
quarterly by the Office of Management and Budget and obligated
and expended in the same manner as funds appropriated for sala-
ries and expenses of other Federal agencies, with payroll and finan-
cial services to be provided on a contractual basis with the General
Services Administration; (2) authorizes the Director to accept and
use gifts to support offender and defendant programs and equip-
ment and vocational training services to educate and train offend-
ers and defendants, (3) authorizes the Director to charge fees to
cover the costs of training and materials distributed at conferences.

Language under “Federal Payment to the District of Columbia
Water and Sewer Authority” provides that the amount appro-
priated shall remain available until expended.

Language under “Federal Payment for the Anacostia Waterfront
Initiative” provides that the amount appropriated shall remain
available until September 30, 2007.

Language under “Federal Payment to the District of Columbia
for Capital Development” provides that the amount appropriated
shall remain available until expended.

Section 501 specifies that an appropriation for a particular pur-
pose or object shall be considered as the maximum amount that
may be expended for said purpose or object.

Section 502 permits funds for travel and payment of dues.

Section 503 appropriates funds for refunding overpayments of
taxes collected and for paying settlements and judgments against
the District of Columbia government.

Section 504 prohibits the use of appropriation for publicity or
propaganda purposes.

Section 505 establishes reprogramming and transfer require-
ments.

Section 506 prohibits use of funds only to the objects for which
the appropriations were made.

Section 507 clarifies the pay setting authority for District em-
ployees as the District’s Merit Personnel Act rather than title 5 of
the United States Code.

Section 508 directs the Mayor of the District of Columbia to sub-
mit new fiscal year 2006 revenue estimates as of the end of such
quarter.

Section 509 prohibits the District government from renewing or
extending sole source contracts without opening them to the com-
petitive bidding process as set forth in section 303 of the District
of Columbia Procurement Practices Act of 1985.

Section 510 prohibits the use of Federal funds for salaries, ex-
penses, or other costs associated with the offices of U.S. Senator or
Representative under section 4(d) of the D.C. Statehood Constitu-
tional Convention Initiatives of 1979.
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Section 511 prohibits Federal funds made available in this Act
from being used to implement or enforce any system of registration
for unmarried cohabitating couples.

Section 512 allows the mayor to accept, obligate, and expend
Federal, private, and other grants received by the District govern-
Kent that are not reflected in the amounts appropriated in this

ct.

Section 513 restricts the use of official vehicles to official duties
and not between a residence and workplace, except in the case of
a police officer who resides in the District of Columbia at the dis-
cretion of the Chief, an officer or employee of the D.C. Fire and
Emergency Medical Services Department who resides in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and is on call 24 hours a day, the Mayor of the
District of Columbia, and the Chairman of the Council of the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Section 514 prohibits the use of funds for the audit of the District
government’s annual financial statements unless the DC Inspector
General either conducts, or contracts for, the audit.

Section 515 prohibits the use of appropriated funds by the Cor-
poration Counsel or any other officer or entity of the District gov-
ernment to provide assistance for any petition drive or civil action
which seeks to require Congress to provide for voting representa-
tion in Congress for the District of Columbia.

Section 516 prohibits the use of any funds in this Act to carry
out any program of distributing sterile needles or syringes for the
hypodermic injection of any illegal drug.

Section 517 requires the Chief Financial Officers of the District
of Columbia to certify that they understand the duties and restric-
tions applicable to their agency as a result of this Act.

Section 518 includes a “conscience clause” on legislation that per-
tains to contraceptive coverage by health insurance plans.

Section 519 requires the Mayor of the District of Columbia to
submit quarterly reports on various issues pertaining to the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Section 520 requires the CFO to submit a revised appropriated
funds operating budget in the format of the budget that the Dis-
trict government submitted pursuant to section 442 of the DC
Home Rule Act for all agencies no later than 30 calendar days after
the date of enactment of this Act.

Section 521 prohibits the transfer of Federal funds to any depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the U.S. government, except
pursuant to a transfer made by, or transfer authority provided in,
this or any other appropriation Act.

Section 522 requires the District of Columbia Courts to transfer
all fines levied and collected by the Courts in cases charging Driv-
ing Under the Influence and Driving While Impaired to the general
treasury of the District of Columbia to remain available until ex-
pended and used by the Office of the Corporation Counsel for en-
forcement and prosecution of District traffic alcohol laws.

Section 523 prohibits the use of any funds in the Act to: (1) pay
the fees of an attorney who represents a party in an action or any
attorney who defends any action, including an administrative pro-
ceeding, brought against D.C. Public Schools under the Individuals
With Disabilities Act (IDEA) in excess of $4,000 for that action; (2)
pay the fees of an attorney or firm whom the CFO determines to
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have a pecuniary interest, either through an attorney, officer or
employee of the firm, in any special education diagnostic services,
schools, or other special education service providers; and (3) require
all savings to be used to expand special education services within
the District.

Section 524 requires attorneys in special education cases brought
under IDEA to comply with several reporting requirements and
allow the Inspector General to conduct investigations to determine
the accuracy of the certifications.

Section 525 allows for appropriations in this Act to be increased
by no more than $42,000,000 from unexpended general funds, and
may be used only for unanticipated one-time expenditures, to avoid
deficit spending, for debt reduction, for unanticipated program
needs, or to avoid revenue shortfalls.

Section 526 makes a technical correction under the heading of
“Federal Payment for School Improvement” in Public Law 108-355
(118 Stat. 1327).

Section 527 allows for the obligation of additional “Other Type
Funds” under certain circumstances.

Section 528 allows for the obligation of additional “Local Funds”
under certain circumstances.

Section 529 allows for short-term borrowing from the emergency
and contingency reserve funds established under section 450A of
the District of Columbia Home Rule Act (Public Law 98-198; D.C.
Official Code, sec. 1-204.50a) under certain circumstances.

Section 530 maintains funding for the District of Columbia In-
spector General.

TITLE VI—EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

The Committee has continued language that mandates that un-
used amounts of the President’s expense allowance will revert to
the Treasury and which provides funds for service authorized by 5
U.S.C. 3109, subsistence expenses, hire of vehicles, newspapers,
periodicals, teletype news service, travel, and official entertainment
expenses. The Committee has continued language making funds
available for reimbursement to the White House Communications
Agency.

The Committee has continued language that provides funds for
operation and maintenance of the White House for official enter-
tainment expenses; language specifying the authorized use of
funds; language specifying that reimbursable expenses are the ex-
clusive authority of the Executive Residence to incur obligations
and receive offsetting collections; language requiring the sponsors
of political events to make advance payments; language requiring
the national committee of the political party of the President to
maintain $25,000 on deposit; language requiring the Executive
Residence to ensure that amounts owed are billed within 60 days
of a reimbursable event and collected within 30 days of the bill no-
tice; language authorizing the Executive Residence to charge and
assess interest and penalties on late payments; language author-
izing all reimbursements to be deposited into the Treasury as a
miscellaneous receipt; language requiring a report to the Com-
mittee on the reimbursable expenses within 90 days of the end of
the fiscal year; language requiring the Executive Residence to
maintain a system for tracking and classifying reimbursable
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events; and language specifying that the Executive Residence is not
exempt from the requirements of subchapter I or II of chapter 37
of title 31, United States Code.

The Committee has continued language that provides funds for
the hire of vehicles and funds for a capital investment plan that
provides for the continued modernization of the information tech-
nology infrastructure.

The Committee has continued language that provides funds for
expenses, the hire of vehicles, carrying out provisions of chapter 35
of 44 U.S.C., directs that funds shall be applied only to items for
which appropriations were made, prohibits the review of agricul-
tural marketing orders and the alteration of certain testimony. The
Committee has continued language prohibiting the use of funds for
the purpose of OMB calculating, preparing, or approving any tab-
ular or other material that proposes the sub-allocation of budget
authority or outlays by the Committees on Appropriations.

The Committee has continued language that provides funds for
expenses, research, official reception and representation expenses,
participation in joint projects, and allows for the acceptance of
gifts. The Committee has continued language providing funds for
model state drug law conferences and policy research and evalua-
tion and making these funds available until expended.

The Committee has continued language that provides funds for
counternarcotics research and development and the technology
transfer program.

The Committee has continued language that provides a certain
level of funding for State, local and Federal drug control efforts,
and requires obligation of funds within a specified period of time.
fThed Committee continues language regarding the availability of
unds.

The Committee has continued language that provides funds for
operation and maintenance of the official residence of the Vice
President, the hire of vehicles, official entertainment expenses and
provides for the transfer of funds as necessary. The Committee has
continued language that enables the Vice President to provide as-
sistance to the President, services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109,
subsistence, and the hire for vehicles.

Under the Office of Management and Budget, prohibits the use
for funds to restrict the implementation of marketing orders issued
pursuant to the Agriculture Marketing Agreement Act.

Under the Office of National Drug Control Policy, prevents a
change from the current allocation of funds for the media cam-
paign.

TITLE VII—INDEPENDENT AGENCIES

Language has been included for the General Services Adminis-
tration Federal Buildings Fund that specifies the conditions under
which funds made available can be used and designates certain
projects that can be undertaken. Many technical provisions have
been included regarding use of funds in the Federal Buildings
Fund that are not specifically authorized by law. Language has
been included that limits project funds available for construction
and repair and alteration of buildings not authorized by law. A
more detailed analysis of the Federal Buildings Funds can be found
in the General Services Administration chapter of this report.
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Language has been included for General Services Administration
government-wide policy that provides funds for policy and evalua-
tion activities associated with the management of real and personal
property assets and certain administrative services; support re-
sponsibilities relating to acquisition, telecommunications, informa-
tion technology management, and related technology activities; and
services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109.

Language has been included for General Services Administration
operating expenses that provides funds for expenses for activities
associated with personal and real property; technology manage-
ment and activities; information access activities; agency-wide pol-
icy direction and management other support services; and official
reception and representation expenses.

Language has been included for the GSA Office of Inspector Gen-
eral that provides funds for information and detection of fraud; and
for awards in recognition of efforts that enhance the office.

Language has been included for the GSA electronic government
fund that allows these funds to be transferred.

Language has been included for allowances and office staff for
former Presidents that allow a portion of these funds to be trans-
ferred.

Section 701 provides that costs included in rent received from
government corporations for operation, protection, maintenance,
upkeep, repair and improvement shall be credited to the Federal
Buildings Fund.

Section 702 authorizes the use of funds for the hire of motor ve-
hicles.

Section 703 provides that funds made available for activities of
the Federal Buildings Fund may be transferred between appropria-
tions with advance approval of the Congress.

Section 704 prohibits the use of funds for developing courthouse
construction requests that do not meet GSA standards and the pri-
orities of the Judicial Conference.

Section 705 provides that no funds may be used to increase the
amount of occupiable square feet, provide cleaning services, secu-
rity enhancements, or any other service usually provided, to any
agency which does not pay the requested rent.

Section 706 permits GSA to pay small claims (up to $250,000)
made against the government.

Section 707 prohibits GSA from conveying a property in Phoenix,
Arizona.

Language has been included which stipulates that mail for over-
sees voting and mail for the blind is free.

Language has been included which stipulates that 6-day delivery
1andlrural mail delivery shall continue at not less than the 1983
eve

Language has been included which prohibits funds from being
used to charge a fee to a child support enforcement agency seeking
the address of a postal customer.

Under the National Credit Union Administration, language has
been included which limits funds for administrative expenses at
$323,000.

Under the Selective Service System, language has been included
which prohibits funds for being used to induct any person into the
US Armed Forces.
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TITLE VIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS, THIS ACT

Section 801. The Committee continues the provision requiring
pay raises to be funded within appropriated levels in this Act or
previous appropriations Acts.

Section 802. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
pay and other expenses for non-Federal parties in regulatory or ad-
judicatory proceedings funded in this Act.

Section 803. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
obligations beyond the current fiscal year and prohibits transfers of
funds unless expressly so provided herein.

Section 804. The Committee continues the provision limiting con-
sulting service expenditures of public record in procurement con-
tracts.

Section 805. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds in this Act to be transferred without express authority.

Section 806. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds to engage in activities that would prohibit the en-
forcement of section 307 of the 1930 Tariff Act.

Section 807. The Committee continues the provision concerning
employment rights of Federal employees who return to their civil-
ian jobs after assignment with the Armed Forces.

Section 808. The Committee continues the provision concerning
compliance with the Buy American Act.

Section 809. The Committee continues a provision prohibiting the
use of funds by any person or entity convicted of violating the Buy
American Act.

Section 810. The Committee modifies a provision specifying re-
programming procedures by subjecting the establishment of new of-
fices and reorganizations to the reprogramming process.

Section 811. The Committee continues the provision providing
that fifty percent of unobligated balances may remain available for
certain purposes.

Section 812. The Committee includes a provision providing that
funds used by the Executive Office of the President not be used to
request any official background investigation from the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation.

Section 813. The Committee includes a provision requiring that
cost accounting standards not apply to a contract under the Fed-
eral Health Benefits Program.

Section 814. The Committee continues a provision regarding non-
foreign area cost of living allowances.

Section 815. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the expenditure of funds for abortions under the FEHBP.

Section 816. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the expenditure of funds for abortions under the FEHBP unless the
life of the mother is in danger or the pregnancy is a result of an
act of rape or incest.

Section 817. The Committee continues a new provision waiving
restrictions on the purchase of non-domestic articles, materials,
and supplies in the case of acquisition by the Federal Government
of information technology.

Section 818. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds for a proposed rule relating to the determination
that real estate brokerage is a financial activity.
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Section 819. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds to implement an Essential Air Service (EAS) local
Cost Share Participation pilot program.

Section 820. The Committee includes a provision that extends
the Federal Election Commission’s administrative fine program
through December 31, 2008.

TITLE IX—GOVERNMENT-WIDE PROVISIONS

Departments, Agencies, and Corporations

Section 901. The Committee continues the provision authorizing
agencies to pay costs of travel to the United States for the imme-
diate families of federal employees assigned to foreign duty in the
event of a death or a life threatening illness of the employee.

Section 902. The Committee continues the provision requiring
agencies to administer a policy designed to ensure that all of its
workplaces are free from the illegal use of controlled substances.

Section 903. The Committee continues the provision regarding
price limitations on vehicles to be purchased by the Federal Gov-
ernment.

Section 904. The Committee continues the provision allowing
funds made available to agencies for travel, to also be used for
quarter allowances and cost-of-living allowances.

Section 905. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the government, with certain specified exceptions, from employing
non-U.S. citizens whose posts of duty would be in the continental
U.S.

Section 906. The Committee continues the provision ensuring
that agencies will have authority to pay GSA bills for space renova-
tion and other services.

Section 907. The Committee continues the provision allowing
agencies to finance the costs of recycling and waste prevention pro-
grams with proceeds from the sale of materials recovered through
such programs.

Section 908. The Committee continues the provision providing
that funds may be used to pay rent and other service costs in the
District of Columbia.

Section 909. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
payments to persons filling positions for which they have been
nominated after the Senate has voted not to approve the nomina-
tion.

Section 910. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
interagency financing of groups absent prior statutory approval.

Section 911. The Committee continues the provision authorizing
the Postal Service to employ guards and give them the same spe-
cial police powers as certain other federal guards.

Section 912. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds for enforcing regulations disapproved in accord-
ance with the applicable law of the U.S.

Section 913. The Committee continues the provision limiting the
pay increases of certain prevailing rate employees.

Section 914. The Committee continues the provision limiting the
amount of funds that can be used for redecoration of offices under
certain circumstances.
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Section 915. The Committee continues the provision to allow for
interagency funding of national security and emergency tele-
communications initiatives.

Section 916. The Committee continues the provision requiring
agencies to certify that a Schedule C appointment was not created
solely or primarily to detail the employee to the White House.

Section 917. The Committee continues the provision requiring
agencies to administer a policy designed to ensure that all work-
places are free from discrimination and sexual harassment.

Section 918. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the payment of any employee who prohibits, threatens or prevents
another employee from communicating with Congress.

Section 919. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
Federal training not directly related to the performance of official
duties.

Section 920. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the expenditure of funds for implementation of agreements in non-
disclosure policies unless certain provisions are included.

Section 921. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
propaganda, publicity and lobbying by executive agency personnel
in support or defeat of legislative initiatives.

Section 922. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
any federal agency from disclosing an employee’s home address to
any labor organization, absent employee authorization or court
order.

Section 923. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds to be used to provide non-public information such as mailing
or telephone lists to any person or organization outside the govern-
ment without the approval of the Committees on Appropriations.

Section 924. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds for propaganda and publicity purposes not author-
ized by Congress.

Section 925. The Committee continues the provision directing
agency employees to use official time in an honest effort to perform
official duties.

Section 926. The Committee continues the provision, with tech-
nical modifications, authorizing the use of funds to finance an ap-
propriate share of the Joint Financial Management Improvement
Program.

Section 927. The Committee continues the provision, with tech-
nical modifications, authorizing agencies to transfer funds to the
Governmentwide Policy account of GSA to finance an appropriate
share of the Joint Financial Management Improvement Program
and other purposes.

Section 928. The Committee continues the provision, to prohibit
any department or agency from using appropriated funds to inde-
pendently contract with private companies to provide online em-
ployment applications and processing services.

Section 929. The Committee continues the provision that permits
breast feeding in a federal building or on federal property if the
woman and child are authorized to be there.

Section 930. The Committee continues the provision that permits
interagency funding of the National Science and Technology Coun-
cil and provides for a report on the budget and resources of the Na-
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tional Science and Technology Council. The report should include
the entire budget of the National Science and Technology Council.

Section 931. The Committee continues the provision requiring
documents involving the distribution of federal funds to indicate
the agency providing the funds and the amount provided.

Section 932. The Committee extends the authorization period for
agency franchise funds by striking “October 1, 2005” and inserting
“October 1, 2006”, as requested.

Section 933. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
the use of funds to monitor personal information relating to the use
of federal internet sites to collect, review, or create any aggregate
list that includes personally identifiable information relating to ac-
cess to or use of any federal internet site of such agency.

Section 934. The Committee continues the provision requiring
health plans participating in the FEHBP to provide contraceptive
coverage and provides exemptions to certain religious plans.

Section 935. The Committee continues the provision providing
recognition of the U.S. Anti-Doping Agency as the official anti-
doping agency.

Section 936. The Committee continues a provision allowing funds
for official travel to be used by departments and agencies, if con-
sistent with OMB and Budget Circular A-126, to participate in the
fractional aircraft ownership pilot program.

Section 937. The Committee continues the provision prohibiting
funds from being expended for the purchase of a product or service
offered by Federal Prison Industries, Inc. unless the agency deter-
mines the products to constitute the best value to the buying agen-
cy.
Section 938. The Committee continues a provision prohibiting
funds for implementation of OPM regulations limiting detailees to
the Legislative Branch, and implementing limitations on the Coast
Guard Congressional Fellowship Program.

Section 939. The Committee continues a provision requiring
agencies to evaluate the creditworthiness of an individual before
issuing the individual a government travel charge card and limits
agency actions accordingly.

Section 940. The Committee continues a provision providing that
restricts the use of funds for federal law enforcement training fa-
cilities.

Section 941. The Committee continues a provision that allows for
transfer authority among certain offices of the Executive Office of
the President.

Section 942. The Committee includes a provision amending P.L.
105-270.

Section 943. The Committee includes a provision concerning the
use of funds for the “e-gov” initiative that were not appropriated
specifically for that purpose.

Section 944. The Committee continues a provision, with modifica-
tion, providing that the adjustment in rates of basic pay for em-
ployees under statutory pay systems taking effect in fiscal year
2006 shall be an increase of 3.1 percent.

Section 945. The Committee includes a new provision prohibiting
a credit card issuer from adjusting a card holder’s annual percent-
age rate based on information unrelated to the account.
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Section 946. The Committee includes a provision that prohibits
executive branch agencies from creating prepackaged news stories
that are broadcast or distributed in the United States unless the
story includes a clear notification within the text or audio of that
news story that the prepackaged news story was prepared or fund-
ed by the executive branch agency.

Section 947. The Committee includes a new provision prohibiting
funds from implementing a final rule published February 25, 2005
regarding Cuba exports.

COMPARISON WITH THE BUDGET RESOLUTION

Clause 3(c)(2) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House of Represent-
atives requires an explanation of compliance with section
308(a)(1)(A) of the Congressional Budget and Impoundment Control
Act of 1974 (Public Law 93-344), as amended, which requires that
the report accompanying a bill providing new budget authority con-
tain a statement detailing how that authority compares with the
reports submitted under section 302 of the Act for the most re-
cently agreed to concurrent resolution on the budget for the fiscal
year from the Committee’s section 302(a) allocation.

F1iveE-YEAR OUTLAY PROJECTIONS

In compliance with section 308(a)(1)(B) of the Congressional
Budget and Impoundment Control Act of 1974 (Public Law 93—
344), as amended, the following table contains five-year projections
associated with the budget authority provided in the accompanying
bill as provided to the Committee by the Congressional Budget Of-
fice.

FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS

In accordance with section 308(a)(1)(C) of the Congressional
Budget and Impoundment Control Act of 1974 (Public Law 93—
344), as amended, the Congressional Budget Office has provided
the following estimates of new budget authority and outlays pro-
vided by the accompanying bill for financial assistance to state and
local governments.
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RESCISSIONS
Pursuant to the provisions of clause 3(f)(2) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House of
Representatives, the following table is submitted describing the rescissions recommended

in the accompanying bill:

Federal Aviation Administration,
Airport Improvement Program -$469,000,000

Maritime Administration,
Ship Construction -2,071,280

Department of Housing and Urban Development,
Housing Certificate Fund -$2,493,600,000

National Transportation Safety Board -$1,000,000
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FULL COMMITTEE VOTES

Pursuant to the provisions of clause 3(b) of rule XIII of the House of Representatives, the
results of each roll call vote on an amendment or on the motion to report, together with the names of
those voting for and those voting against, are printed below:

ROLL CALLNO. 1

Date: June 21, 2005

Measure: Transportation, Treasury, HUD, The Judiciary, District of Columbia, and Independent
Agencies Bill, FY 2006

Motion by: Mr. Olver

Description of Motion: To increase funding for the National Railroad Passenger Corporation, IRS
Tax Law Enforcement, the Community Development Fund, the Election Assistance Commission, and
Youthbuild offset by changes to the Economic Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 2001 and
the Jobs and Growth Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 2003.

Results: Rejected 27 yeas to 34 nays.

Members Voting Yea Members Voting Nay
Mr. Berry Mr. Aderholt
Mr. Bishop Mr. Alexander
Mr. Boyd Mr. Bonilla
Mr. Clyburn Mr. Crenshaw
Mr. Cramer Mr. Culberson
Ms. Delauro Mr. Cunningham
Mr. Dicks Mr. Doolittle
Mr. Edwards Mrs. Emerson
Mr. Farr Mr. Frelinghuysen
Mr. Fattah Mr. Goode
Mr. Hinchey Ms. Granger
Mr. Hoyer Mr. Hobson
Mr. Jackson Mr. Istook
Ms. Kaptur Mr. Kingston
Mr. Kennedy Mr. Kirk
Ms. Kilpatrick Mr. Knollenberg
Mrs. Lowey Mr. Kolbe
Mr. Moran Mr. LaHood
Mr. Obey Mr. Latham
Mr. Olver Mr. Lewis
Mr. Pastor Mrs. Northup
Mr. Price Mr. Peterson
Mr. Rothman Mr. Regula
Ms. Roybal-Allard Mr. Rehberg
Mr. Sabo Mr. Rogers
Mr. Serrano Mr. Sherwood
Mr. Visclosky Mr. Simpson
Mr. Sweeney
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Tiahrt
Mr. Wamp
Dr. Weldon
Mr. Wicker

Mr. Wolf
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ROLL CALLNO. 2

Date: June 21, 2005

Measure: Transportation, Treasury, HUD, The Judiciary, District of Columbia, and Independent
Agencies Bill, FY 2006

Motion by: Mr. Obey

Description of Motion: To require the Government Accountability Office to report on the possible
impact of airline industry re-regulation on airline pension plans.

Results: Adopted 30 yeas to 28 nays.

Members Voting Yea Members Voting Nay
Mr. Berry Mr. Aderholt
Mr. Bishop Mr. Alexander
Mr. Boyd Mr. Bonilla

Mr. Clyburn Mr. Crenshaw
Mr. Cramer Mr. Culberson
Ms. Delauro Mr. Cunningham
Mr. Dicks Mr. Doolittle
Mr. Edwards Mr. Frelinghuysen
Mrs. Emerson Ms. Granger

Mr. Farr Mr. Hobson

Mr. Fattah Mr. Istook

Mr. Hoyer Mr. Kingston
Ms. Kaptur Mr. Kirk

Mr. Kennedy Mr. Knollenberg
Ms. Kilpatrick Mr. Kolbe

Mr. LaHood Mr. Latham
Mrs. Lowey Mr. Lewis

Mr. Moran Mr. Peterson
Mrs. Northup Mr. Regula

Mr. Obey Mr. Rehberg

Mr. Olver Mr. Rogers

Mr. Pastor Mr. Sherwood
Mr. Price Mr. Simpson
Mr. Rothman Mr. Taylor

Ms. Roybal-Allard Mr. Tiahrt

Mr. Sabo Mr. Walsh

Mr, Serrano Dr. Weldon

Mr. Visclosky Mr. Wicker

Mr. Wamp

Mr. Wolf
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ROLL CALLNO, 3

Date: June 21, 2005

Measure: Transportation, Treasury, HUD, The Judiciary, District of Columbia, and Independent
Agencies Bill, FY 2006

Motion by: Mr. Obey

Description of Motion: To amend the Fair Credit Reporting Act by prohibiting credit card issuers
from increasing annual percentage rates or introductory annual percentage rates based on negative
information in a consumer report unrelated to the account.

Results: Adopted 33 yeasto 25 nays.

Members Voting Yea Members Voting Nay
Mr. Berry Mr. Aderholt
Mr. Bishop Mr. Alexander
Mr. Cunningham Mr. Bonilla
Ms. DeLauro Mr. Crenshaw
Mr. Dicks Mr. Doolittie
Mr., Edwards M. Frelinghuysen
Mrs. Emerson Mr. Goode
Mr. Farr Ms. Granger
Mr. Fattah Mr. Hobson
Mr. Hinchey Mr, Istook
Mr. Hoyer Mr. Kingston
Ms. Kaptur Mr. Knollenberg
Mr. Kennedy Mr. Kolbe
Ms. Kilpatrick Mr. Latham
Mr. LaHood Mr. Lewis
Mrs. Lowey Mrs, Northup
Mr. Moliohan Mr. Regula
Mr. Moran Mr. Rehberg
Mr. Murtha Mr. Rogers
Mr, Obey Mr. Sherwood
Mr. Olver Mr. Simpson
Mr, Pastor Mr. Taylor
Mr. Peterson Mr. Walsh
Mr, Price Dr. Weldon
Mr. Rothman Mr. Wolf

Ms. Roybal-Allard

Mr. Sabo

Mr, Serrano

Mr. Sweeney

Mr. Tiahrt

Mr. Visclosky

Mr. Wamp

Mr, Wicker
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ROLL CALL NO. 4

Date: June 21, 2005

Measure: Transportation, Treasury, HUD, The Judiciary, District of Columbia, and Independent
Agencies Bill, FY 2006

Motion by: Olver

Description of Motion: To increase funding for Youthbuild by $50,000,000 offset from the General
Services Administration, Federal Buildings Fund.

Results: Rejected 28 yeas to 30 nays.

Members Voting Yea Members Voting Nay
Mr. Berry Mr. Aderholt
Mr. Bishop Mr. Alexander
Ms. Delauro Mr. Bonilla
Mr. Dicks Mr. Crenshaw
Mr. Edwards Mr. Culberson
Mr. Farr Mr. Cunningham
Mr. Fattah Mrs. Emerson
Mr. Hinchey Mr. Frelinghuysen
Mr. Hoyer Mr. Goode
Mr. Jackson Ms. Granger
Mr. Kennedy Mr. Hobson
Ms. Kilpatrick Mr. Istook
Mr. Kirk Mr. Knollenberg
Mrs. Lowey Mr. Kolbe
Mr. Mollohan Mr. LaHood
Mr. Moran Mr. Latham
Mr. Murtha Mr. Lewis
Mus. Northup Mr. Peterson
Mr. Obey Mr. Regula
Mr. Olver Mr. Rehberg
Mr. Pastor Mr. Rogers
Mr. Price Mr. Sherwood
Mr. Rothman Mr. Simpson
Ms. Roybal-Allard Mr. Sweeney
Mr. Sabo Mr. Taylor
Mr. Serrano M. Tiahrt
Mr. Visclosky Mr, Wamp
Mr. Walsh Dr. Weldon

Mr. Wicker

Mr. Wolf
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ROLL CALLNO. 5

Date: June 21, 2005

Measure: Transportation, Treasury, HUD, The Judiciary, District of Columbia, and Independent
Agencies Bill, FY 2006

Motion by: Ms. DeLauro

Description of Motion: To prohibit contracts with an expatriated entity or surrogate foreign
corporation if subparagraph (B)(i) of 7874(a)(2) of the Intemal Revenue Code read “completes™
instead of “corpletes after March 4, 2003", unless the President certifies to the Congress that a waiver
is needed in the interest of national security.

Results: Rejected 22 yeas to 36 nays.

Members Voting Yea Members Voting Nay
Mr. Berry Mr. Aderholt
Mr. Bishop Mir. Alexander
Ms. Del.auro Mr. Bonilla
Mr. Edwards M. Crenshaw
Mr. Farr Mr. Culberson
Mr. Fattah Mr. Cunningham
Mr. Hinchey Mr. Dicks
Mr. Jackson Mr, Doolittle
Mr. Kennedy Mrs. Emerson
Ms. Kilpatrick Mr. Frelinghuysen
Mr. Mollohan Mr. Goode
Mrs. Northup Ms. Granger
Mr. Obey Mr. Hobson
Mr. Olver Mr. Hoyer
Mr. Pastor Mr. Istook
Mr. Rothman Mr. Kingston
Ms. Roybal-Allard Mr. Kirk
M. Sabo Mr. Knollenberg
Mr. Serrano Mr. Kolbe
Mr. Sherwood Mr. LaHood
Mr. Visclosky Mr. Latham
Mr. Wamp Mr. Lewis
Mr. Moran
Mr. Murtha
Mr. Peterson
Mr. Price
Mr. Regula
Mr. Rehberg
Mr. Rogers
Mr. Simpson
Mr. Sweeney
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Tiahrt
Mr. Walsh
Dr. Weldon

Mr. Wolf



Date: June 21, 2005

ROLL CALLNO. 6

Measure: Transportation, Treasury, HUD, The Judiciary, District of Columbia, and Independent

Agencies Bill, FY 2006
Motion by: Mr. Hinchey

Description of Motion: To prohibit funds in this or any other Act to be used by an executive branch
agency or its contractor to create advertisements or other communications for dissemination in the
United States unless the text of the communication specifies that the material was prepared or funded

by that executive branch agency.
Results: Rejected 25 yeas to 34 nays.

Members Voting Yea

Mr. Berry
Mr. Bishop
Mr. Boyd

Mr. Clyburn
Mr. Cramer
Ms. DeLauro
Mr. Dicks
Mr. Edwards
Mr, Farr

M. Fattah
Mr. Hinchey
Mr. Hoyer
Ms. Kaptur
Mr. Kennedy
Ms. Kilpatrick
Mrs. Lowey
Mr. Moran
Mr. Obey

Mr. Olver
Mr. Pastor
Mr. Price

Mr. Rothman
Ms. Roybal-Allard
Mr. Sabo

Mr. Visclosky

Members Voting Nay

Mr. Aderholt
Mr. Alexander
Mr. Bonilla
Mr. Culberson
Mr. Cunningham
Mr. Doolittle
Mrs. Emerson
Mr. Frelinghuysen
Mr. Goode
Ms. Granger
Mr. Hobson
Mr. Istook
M. Kingston
Mr. Kirk

Mr. Knollenberg
Mr. Kolbe

Mr. LaHood
Mr. Latham
Mr. Lewis
Mrs. Northup
Mr. Peterson
Mr. Regula
Mr. Rehberg
Mr. Rogers
Mr. Sherwood
Mr. Simpson
Mr. Sweeney
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Tiahrt

Mr. Walsh
Mr. Wamp

Dr. Weldon
Mr. Wicker
Mr. Wolf



209

(568" Li+)
{eco'z+)
{59z 1+)

(169+)
(zvy’ 1+)
(016" L+)
(6cL€2+)
(z50'2+)
(65" L+)

(089" L1+)

(£81°G1+)

(869+)
(864 '2Z+)
geL ‘2

1sanbay
"SA LLtg

{(v65+)

(68-)

{1-)
(v-)
€29 L-

peioeuy
“SA LLig

(g68°L1L)
(eg0°2)
{s9z' 1)

(289)

(2vv' L)
(oL6°1)
(6£1°€2)
(z50'2)
(e65' 1)

{09 1})

{egL st}

{869)
(g61°2)
£16'v8

3sanbaey
900Z Ad

(1og'Ly)
(1£0'2)
(892" 1)

(869)

(vov' 1)
(ri6*1L)
(6v2'¢2)
(162°2)
{(v05'Q)

(9zg°zL)

(zzz's1)

(669)
(zoz'2)
9£6 98

peioeus
G00Z Ad

.._mu»to UOLIBWIOLUT J8IYD 3yl 4O 801440
>~puaumm pue mocmmpppwucH 30 831130
e FO S uoriezLiian
ssauisng pabeluespesi( pue [ |BES JO 8914)0
e PRI .....,...mrmwaaﬁ 198430079 JO pJrOg
s eseveeaessesaiic e 1p) B1810BG DALINOOXT
’ : TTUSJLBLIY OLLAnd JO 831130
e e g RIS LULPY
404 Aueja400s u:mvamm< B8y} 10 991J40
D e eisalELgY
LB UBMU IIA0G gom Aie10.4088 acmam—mm< 8y} Jo 851430
e e e sweBoig pue
jabpng Joy Aie19498S ycmumpmw< 8yl 40 891340
P R R R R R R BN .....>U_.-,0&
uoLjelsodsuel] 4oy AJBI8109S JOPUR BYL 4O 8OLLL0
:o—um»>< 40} >Lmumgowm JUBISLSSY 9yl 40 @d1}30
T T LASUNOY |B4BUSYH BYL JO 8031310
AindoQ pue AJB18428% Ul O 801}10 Ileipsumy
.,.~......>umumgumm Aindeg a8yl 40 8o0L)y0 BleLlpsuw]
s >»mwm;omw oyl 30 8511310 @leLpauw]

AdR181998 3Ul 10 831440

NOILIVINOASNWVYL 40 IN3WIdvd3q - T 3UIL

{spuesnouyyl ul siunouy)

g00Z ¥03 1118 IHL NI OIONIWWOOIY SINNOWV OGNV S1S3INDIY 139ang OGNV
G00Z ¥04 ALINOHLAY (TYNOILYSITE0) L1390NE MIN 30 INIWILVLS IALLVHVLWOO

rererereese oo ggguadXe PUR S3LUB(EG

00ig
Qooe
0062
0082
0042
009z
0042
0gve
00eZ
0022
0042
0002
0061
008t
0014
00S}
00E}
0043
ogol
006

008

0oL

009



210

--- 0Zl+ 000'0€1 000°0Et 088°621 Tty Tty Trerceccccrrec(pung 3snal Aemaly
pue jsodity) jusudoiaaep pue ‘Buirussuibus ‘youessay
--- 00L'S- .- --- ooL's cretrecrrr o {pze-g0L " d) suoiierddousdde Aouebasugy
000’ 509+ 02E " eEG+ 000°€50° € 000 8YY' Z 089'616'Z " {pundg 3sna)l Aemsiy B JJodaly) juewdinbs R saiiiiloed
080°'8- 0Z1'08y+ omm Z61'8 000'10Z2'8 008'eLL' L e ’ Trrrrtrrtrrie3olang
il 000051+ oco.om— 000’ 05t --- TrrrorrrrruoLlisuedy 9l-v mcopumum aotAdag ybLLd
080" 8- 071 0eE+ 026'2Zv0'8 000° 150°8 008'ZLL L [ ST suorseaedg
UDLIBIIS LULUPY UOLIBLAY (BJOPSL

oSy’ mm+ 180" ¥G+ 916’162 9z5°80¢2 G16°18C vt n Tt AARBI08E BYT JO 80L1J0 ‘lelol
ooo.vm+ giv' e+ 000’ ¥S b ¥86° 16 {pung uw:;h Aemaiy 3 1Jodily) sasLdaed ule 0} siuswied
bl yyG Ze+ 000° 001 000 001 g6 ' L9 prrrrerreeeseseser e r s BUIDLING SJa3Jenbpesy meN
. bze 000'€ 000 € 96T e eeeiece e ignes inG SSBULSNG A3 LJOULY
.- - (29¢'81) (19g°'8)) (L9g°'81L) Ty "t (sueoy pesiuesenB uo uoiieliwit)

I+ 006 006 £68 s e afioud J93USD 904N0SBU SSAULSNG A LJouty
(r10'0ZV+) (zes'62-) (vi0‘024) .- (ov8 6¥L) st cener s sopuny (el pded Bupstiom
€86 LE+ €LL'0Z+ €Lo'oy 0E0°'6 ovg’' 61 s juewdo | 9Asp pue ‘yoaeasas ‘Bupuueid uoijeluodsued)

000°GEZ+ - OOD.mMN~ YUUUSUTLAARD LB U104 COwwmwcmnEoo $8BOXS 10 UDLSSLOS9Y
. 0g- 055'8 055’8 089’8 ROORE AR e e e UB LY LLIALD 40 891440
Ammf z-) (¢29'1-) {e18’ «wv {9v0'L8) (9t5'98) e R - K X1
i .. AOOW.NV AccmﬁNv Acom.Nw B IRy 1= R =71 VFO mr_wﬂcm&w

- ADOW.N-V AODm.NuV AOom.Nxv I IR IP I B I I “ - 589} Jasn
(gzL'c+) (e+) (gz1e) (sz1 €} T Coecercyupriejaodsues) Aousbasue Jo asLiyo
1sanbay po3oBRUg 1118 1senbey pajoeuy
‘8A LitE TSA {LLg 9002 Ad S00Z Ad

{spuesnoyy ul sjunowy)

900Z ¥O4 1718 FHL NI OJANIWNODIY SINNOWY ONV S1SINDZY L390nE ONV
GOOZ HO4 ALINOHLNV (IYNOILVSITEH0) L1390N9 M3N 40 INIWILVLIS FAILVEVLNOD

0085
00YS
002s
00LS

0005

006%
008y

0oLy
00%¥

ooey
oocy
00Lv
D0OY
006¢
008t
0028
009¢
00se

00be
ooee

08Z¢
00ce



211

(001288 1+)
{000' 000" 14}

242026+
(LzL°9GLs)
(00L' 998" L+)
{000° 000" L+)

(000°6€L)
{001‘282°9¢)
(000" 000 8¢}

{000°6€L)
(000'00L ¥¢)
{000' 000 5¢)

112028
(1z1°961-)
(000°68L)
(oo ‘Z2b ' ve)
(000'000°G¢)

(601°8-) (108'61+) (625°65¢€) (geg*29¢}) (gZL eve)
(oze'oiz'1+) (09’ L18+) (oze'9zy'vL)  (000'0LL*CL) {09V '6PS'EL)
000°60Z" 1+ 000°¥02- 000'69v- 000 P19 L- 000592~
(000 ' 008+) (000" gZ1+) (poo‘008°¢) (o00'000'¢)  (000'TLiv’E)
080°'88- 09Y ' €56+ 076'G6Z° L1 ooo vee' -F 09y’ Z¥e 0L
000'08- 000°'0E- 000° 08~ --- 000'0§-
Aooo oom 1+) {000 10L-) (000*1EL7E) {ooo'1e6°1)  (o00'CEZ'€E)
--- 00062~ - - 000°s2

- 000'¥0Z- 000'68%- 000° 69y - 000692
000 009+ —-- 000°009- ---

000° 509+ .- .- 000509~ .-
000°609- --- .- 000609 -
(000°0Z+) {ogl+) (000°02) - {ovg'st)
(000' 009+) (000°'82Z1+) (000'008°€) (opo*ooo'e)  (000'2iv‘E)
(000" 00g+) (000 008+) {000 009°€) (poo‘ooe‘e)  (000°008'2)
3senbay poloeuy g 1sonbay paioeuy

"sA LL1g "sA LG 9002 Ad G002 Ad

Ancsm wmauh AemyBLH) >wpuosy:m 10BJIUOS JO UOLSSLOSOY 0061

e o P I I R SR P A<w.—vrz Ou I_m.%mcm.bx—-v OomN
.,~....v.4.~...v..-..v.A>H?L°£U_)N Vom(a“:oo WQEQXMV OONN
e w A e ....x-....Amco_»u‘mmw.Pao uo :O.PMNVW.E_Jv OQWN

“recsceccc-(UOLIRZLIOYINE JOBLIUOD 4O LOLIEPLADLY)  00GZ

t{pung ysnsy Aemybin) sAemubiy pie-|eaopedy 00vZ
seveeerevesc et gaguadx® SALIBJISLULWPE U0 UOLIBILUILT Q0EL

uotlesIsiuiupy AemubLy |BJopay 0022

R ) -wmo'-:oww-w >memmusn —.NU‘OP OOFN
seeesee e £ 0YINE JOBUIUOD JO SUOLSSLOSEY 0002
R I R PR R PEC IR IR ) Amcowummw»—.ao :O m:or#&wrswl—w comw
: **-UCLIBAISLULWPY UOLIELAY LBJOPad '|el0) 0089

S (UOLEUBIXA) BBUBINSUL YS1L4 JBM 00.L9

" Leloigng 0059

sresseeecec o {p7e-g0) "1 d) (pund 1snuy Aemaiy 0o¥9
pue 320duiy) sijgodute 01 soueisisse Aousbuswy 00£9
{dn-dog aA sorad) A3LJOUINE IDBIIUCD S0 UOLSSL0S8Y 0929
eIV 9002) AjLdAouine J0BIIUOD JO UOLSSLOSOY ovze
ma: dog 394 moomv A1LJ0yINe JDBLIUOD JO UOLSSLOSSY 0029
AR *A3Laoyzne 3oesju0d dn-dod 3%4 9002 0019
seereeeegpaBoad 10(1d 801LAJRS JiE AJLUNBWOD | {ewg 0009
........4..............Amco_,ﬂmm_.mno uo CO_.HNU.FE_H: 0065
st {UOLIBZLJOYINE 30BAJUOD JO udileplnbii)(pund  008S

3snaj Kemary pue lsodity) siysodiie 40} pLE-UL-SIUBIY 0095

(spuesnoyy Ut SIuUNoUY)
900¢ ¥04 1718 FHL NI CIONIWWOOIY SINNOWY ONY SLSINDIY 139008 ANV
G00Z ¥0d ALIYOHIAY (T¥YNOILVOITE0) L3DANA MIN J0 INIWILVIS JATLVAVIHOD



212

(000° 982+) (026 "' L6+) (000" 982) .- (ogp'ggL) cererreecsccooc o (guotieBi|qo uo vorjeitu) 0086

(000" 982+) {000'96+) (000" 982) .- (000" 081) crrr e (UOLIBZLJOYINE JOBUAUOD JO uoijepinbil) (pund 0086
am;;h AemubLy} EwumoLn A384BS JeL.sJed 4010w [BUCLIEN Q0956
-.- (18%°652-) - .- (28¥'552) Ty crecr e (suoiebiiqo uo uoljeliwlt) 0556
e (ivs'152-) --- - (iv§'152) rtr (uorlezLaoyINE 10BUIUOD jo uollepinbiy)(sesuadxe  00g6
BALIBIISLULEIPE UG UOLIB}LWLL} AI8JBS J8luaded 00| OOV
UoLIBIISLULUPY A19JBS 1491J44B) JOIOW |BJIBPO 0086
(001'285°1+)  (6zz'zei'L+)  (oor'9zo'ie)  (0oo'sev'se) (Gg'eeg'Ge) oo ctrcrccccrrse0unossa Aseysbpng (ejol 00Z6
689'G.E" 1+ .- --- 689°G/8" - ...............>p,chu=m JORJIUCT 4O SUDLSSLOSSY 0018
o 000'2+ o . 0002~ e L g0 e Losay 0006
--- - {000°'6€L) (000‘6€L) (000'6€L) T ‘(A3taoyzne 3oeaju0D dwex3) 0068
(001285 1+)  (ooz*vog'1+)  {oov'zsz'ee)  (ooo‘00l've) (oOv'Zev'ye) - (suorieBiiqo uo suoLieliwl) 0088
- o@, 050'2- - - 091'050'2 creretcrcruolled}siuiupy AemybuLy easpey ‘lelop 0048
b ooo.m+ b --- o002z seescesseceseee st (UDLSSLDSAL) SODUBLEG pAlRGLQOUN G098
--- oY’ pL+ .- --- |OP YL A>ypuocu:a pumgu:ou O uoLssiosai)sesueeq peiebiigoun 0098
—— mNN.ﬂmn ——— - QNN.MMH R Fr e ey ...........mmUrLD Aemasnes Jiea|teg 00S8
.- 000 001+ - .- 000° 001~ srerccscreere s (£3L0043INE JOBUTUOD JO UOLSSLOSO) VIJIL 00V8
.- 000" ivi+ --- --- 000°LyL- crrcc(pund 1sSnag AmH) A1140UINE IDBUILOD 4O UOLSSLOS8Y (0E8
.- 000'202" 4~ --- --- 000'202" 1 verrrer e (p26-8041 7' d) suoljeiadoadde AousBaouwl 0oz8
--- zL0'GeL- --- --- z2.0's€L ©rrcc{pung 3sna) Aemybiy) suesboud jeras Aousbiowl 0018
.- 092’64~ - .- 09€°6L sesreece o cwalshs AemyBiu jusudoiassp ueiyoe|eddy 0008
1sanbay pailoeul Litg 31sanbey pajoeuly
“sA LLLg “SA (L Lld 8007 Ad 5002 Ad

{spuesnoyl ulL sjunouy)
9002 ¥04 1118 3HL NI O3AN3WWOOTY SINNOWY ORV S1S3N0IA L390NE ONV
G00Z H04 ALIMOHLAV (TYNOILVSITH0) 1390N9 MIN 40 INIWILVLS JAILVEVAWOO



213

. (6Zy+) {000‘¥) {o00°v) (125°¢) .. sorsrrercereerreo(suorlebliqo uo uolleltui) 00811
.- (Qov+) (000'v) (000'v) (008'¢) srecrccrr oo (UOLIRZLIOUINE J0BJIUOD JO uoLlepLnbl) 00411
{puny 3snuy Aemybiy) Je3sibBey Jeatug LBuOLIEN D0SLL
- (2Z1'961-) - .- (Lz17961) Trtermteseercesesscire s n (YHY WOAS Jagsuedl)) 00%41
(z98°281-) (926" €+) {000°62) (2987 222) (y2y'12) Trrrocmrrerceressecct(sugryeBliqo uo uollejLut) 00t
(198'254-) (000" €+) (000'52) (19¢°222) (000°2L) serceeccre{UOLIBZLSOYINE 10BJIUCD SO uoLlepinbll) 00211
{puny 31snuay AemyBiLy) yoaeesss pue suoileJad) 00114
1987261+ 198261+ 196 261 . . et e L acal pue SUOL1ESA0 0GOLL
uoLesIStuLupy Alajeg otpjea) Aemybiy LeuolieN 00011
(000 9€+) (£26°'¥5+) (poo’ 108) (000*s9v) (120'oby) Trorrerecscecrseco-gaounosed Asezebpng (ejop 00601
(000" 98+) (E16" PG+) (000" LOS) (000 59¥) (220" 9v¥) srecererseeseeee o {gu011e61 (g0 uo suGLIBILWLT) 00801
—.- .- .- --- .- crecccuiwpy A19)BS J9LU4B) U010 |BJSpeY ‘BlOL 0020t
(000'81-) (000°'G12Z+) (000°512) (000 'eg2) .- srrecrecseeeresseresoe (suotiebyiqo uo uotyeyLuLy) 00801
(000'91-) (000'g12+) (000'512) (000" €€2) - - {uoLiBZLI0YINE 30BJ3UOD SO uoLleplnbiy)(pund 1sndL  00%01
AemuBip) suesboud pue suoliesedo Aysjes Jopuled JOLOW 00SO0L
{000 2E2-) - .- (000" ze2) - vt (guoLyeBiqo vo uoijeyiun) 00201
(o00'zeT-) --- --- (000 ‘ze2) - srrorreer e (UOLIBZLLOYINE J0BUIUCO SO uOLIepLnbLl} 00104
{pung 31snJ) Aemybiy) sjueub A1s es JoLIIRD JOJOW 000O0L
1sanbay pajoeul LiLg 1senbay paloeul
‘sA LLlg "SA LL1g 9002 Ad G002 Ad

{spuesnoyy uL siunouy)

9002 04 1118 3HL NI (30NIWKH0OIY SINNOWY ONY S1S3ND3Y 1390n8 OGNV
SO0Z HO4 ALT¥OHLAV (IWNOILVOITE0) 1390NE MIN 40 INIWILVLS IATLVAVAWOD



214

591 0L+ 8z¢'6- 59l 0l --- 6V 6L :
- 0009~ .- .- 000'9 '
00002~ Ziv'e- AR -Y4 5289 18L'6E

- 862" L+ Bv6' St 6v6'G¥L 159°8¢l

(000 98+) (zL1 v8Y+) (108°28L) (19¢'969) (s61°862) ’
(192°'99-) (508° LEE+) (000 0£9) (19¢'969) (g61'862) :
198°251+ 29€° 251+ 198°251 - --- :
(000°98+) (008" L2e+) {000°155) (000" 59%) {00z 'eze) '
{000'9+) (000'9+) (000'9) - - :
(000°a+) {000°9+) {000°9) .- --- :
(000°G1+) {000°GL+) (0o0'g1) - o :
(000'02Z-) (000° 08+) (000 08) (000'08) - :
{000'01L-) ... - {oo0‘01) ae- :
(000°6Z1+) (0zg'68+) (000'621) .- {0896t} :
(000'9E1+) (091'8L1+) {000 8EL) .- {o¥8'61) '
(000°0§-) .- - {000 0%) “ :
(000°€81-) .- .- (oo0'€81L) - :
(000" LG+) (028’ 59+) (000'622) {000'2LL) (ogo'eat) :
(000" 98+) (000'92¢+) (000" L5) {000'59%) (000" 522) '
31sanbey paloeuly {118 jsenbay pajoeuy

"SA (L8 "sA LLig 9002 A4 5007 Ad

srvereccreveroc g paads-ybLy uotiessuab yxepn
-weaboud juswoaosdut pue uoL}BILLLGEYSL pROJLLEY

s augudo|9ABD PUB UDUIRBSES PROJLLEY
e o qeaado pue Ajejes

UOLIBJISLULWPY PROJ|LEY (BJapad

seoec < ganunosad Adeyabpng Leio]
srereeccc(suopieBliqo uo suolieliwl)

‘ulwpy Alages oijled) AemuBLy (euoileN ‘lelof

(L0¥

reeeeeaaealeseiaaeiaaesceapigaang
Ceeieeeseeieissaes i fag108 181104010300
crrrgjuedB jees J493s00q pue K39jES pLLIYD
T 1UBWR0H0UD AL LLALSLA YBLY

reerrr(Zup Toeg) sjueab jusuwaaoaduy
waysAs uotjewtojul A1ajes d1jjed) 8RS
*08g) sjuesb sadtAJes [BOLpaw Aouabuawl

SCee T (o) c0eg) S3uRJB

$8.NSEOWIRIUN0D BUlALIp pa.JieduiL- (04O Y

{gop "oog) siuesB eajusoul uoploeiosd juednangp

“{(1)zoy ‘098) SIuBUB B|NWIO4
crreeree () zoy c0eg) sjuedb einuaog

sevieee e tang oG] sueaBoud A1ajes AemyBiy

t{suoriefiiqo uo uoLyelLutt)

s {GOLIBZLIOUINE 1584300 40 uollepinbiY)
(pung 31snay AemybBiy) siuesb Ajejes oijjeay AemubLy 00611

(spuesnoyl UL sjunouy)
9002 ¥04 1118 3FHL NI O3ONIWWOOIY SLINNOWY ONY S1S3N03Y 139408 ONY
GO0Z HOd4 ALT¥OHLOY (TYNOILVOITE0) 1390NE MIN 40 INIWILVIS IALLVHVEWOO

6ooPL
006EL
o08EL
00.€t

oo9tl

00g€eL
aovel
00EEL

002eL

gLl
0Gi€}
Gzigl
o001l
000¢}
00821
00821
(L7 X 43
009zt
00vZL
00£Z1
00zl
002t
000Z1



215

(000° 08+) (p29'z+) {000'08) .- (ge'L2) ; DR A TS L L 0ov9L
.- {osv'z-) - .- {osy'2) Trrerrerrcsscssrereec-gSBQRIRD JLSUBAL {BUOLIEN 0OEYL
(g0v ' 12+) {02y 1+) (gov' 12) - (g96°61) Trrreremessescescerceecescottoga3Lig0 (eUOLBaY 00291
(vg8’ L1+) (285" 1+) (ye8° 1) .- (zog's1) TrrrrssmeAcessoesticcsrtIUNODDY |BAIUGY 00491
(y8z'L+) (918+) (ygz* 1) .- (gov‘9) Trertreseseemesecers st TUOLRIYSLULINRY 4O 801440 00094
(ZLL p+) (p01+) {ziL'v) .- (809'v) frUTUUtUCLIBAOUUT PUB UOLIBJISUOWSQ 4O 801440 006G |
(918" L+) (626+) (916°2) .- (z8¢'2) s qusweBeusy weaBoud jo 801440 00851
(651 p+) (23+) (551°v) me- (ge1'v) St e BULUUR L JO 901430 00451
(gz1'1+) (6v2+) (gz1°L) —-- (v28'9) sercneetsericecs it AoL0d pue 188png 4o 991410 00951
(612" 14) (e94) (o22°1) o {gez'1) L S e S Y 00551
teuoissasbucy pue SUOLIBOLUNKNOS JO 901440 00vs&L
(ei1'e+) (yZ1+) (g11'¢) - (686'Z) sererrereeeseere g qyBIY LLALD JO 801140 00651
(oF1"p+) (£4+) {ovL'v) - (290'%) R E A IRV T R W 00251
(686+) (26+) {686) .- (z68) Teroartreeecceteot ORJLSEULIDY @YY 4O 801340 00151
(000° 89+) (962Z+) {000'89) .- (voL‘19) correec(suopiebipgo uo uotlejiwt|) (JUNODOY JLSUBLL 000G
ssey ‘pungd 3sndj AemyBiiy) sosuadxs aALIBIISLULUDY 006PL
000° 21+ 828" Z+ 000°2Z1 --- zl9'6 prevrrreecacesecsceseee i gggUadXe BALIRAISLULUDY 008V
00G ‘€8 .- .- 005'¢8 - recesceessecs iy (BASUSE 'sASUSAX® BALIBJISLULUDY Q0L
UOLIBAISLULUPY JISUBLL [B40paY 000¥1
591081+ 905669~ BEY'TEL viz'2ss SPEIER’ ] ttetttUUUUDLIBJISLULWDY pEOJA(LEY |BJBpSY flElO) 00s¥1
000061+ y9z' 169~ 000° 085 000° 09€ ¥92'202" L BRI * 1 B LRI Bl B i1 44
asfiuassed peou| 1By [BUOLIEN @4l 01 siueasy QozZvi
.- 008° vz~ - .- 008'v2Z TreesrstescccettUOLIRILLLGRYBS PROJ[LEY BASELY 00MbL
1sanbay pa3orul Litg 1senbey pajoeusy
“SA 1118 CSA LLig 9007 Ad 5002 A4

{spuesnoyl ut sjunouwy}
900z ¥Od4 1118 FHL NI G3ONIWW0D3M SINNOWY OGNV S1SIN03Y 1390nd ONV
GO0Z HO4 ALINOHINY (IYNOILVDINGO) 1390N8 MIN 30 INIWILVIS FATLVUVAHOD



216

(5zg ' 09L+) (6v¢'ce+) (szg'094) --- (9/6°9Zt) AR § S M) 00881
--- (002" 28-) th - (00z° L8) Trrroeerroerrtriyoiessed pue Butuueid jeuoLleN 009814
. (c18°21-) o . (615°21) M S S N T I e oSl
.- {£06°'65-) .- - {£06°65) serrececrreersseeee o Bugued ueltododiey 0081
(000° 28+) (000" £6+) (000 25) --- - SRR A N E T R R 61581

{gze €oi+) (528" €01+) {gze'eot) - .- serreerrveccecre s (g3 ) Butuueid 05681
--- (yg1'8-) i .- (vaL'g) rrtoorerteerrttry0aRSSAd 8ALIRIRd00D Jisuedl 00£81
- (g96'¢-) - e (g96'¢g) Trorrreserscereccccc 0 9INYLRSUL 3LSUBAL {BUOLIEN 00z8t
.- (g0z'g-) - - (802's) sereresesaae s goURISLSSE UOLIBTJ0ASUBLY (BINY 00181

(912" 9t1+) (zL1'52+) (92Z'9¢1) .- (voL Lit) ©o++(suorjeBiiqo uo uoijeliwel){IUnodOy lisueu) SSEW  006L)

‘pung 1snaj AemuBiy) uouseessa pue Buiruueid Jisued)l 0081
8v0°vZ+ L2178+ 6v0'¥T --- z18'51 srerrescaecreesccsercynjeasald pue Butuueld jisued) 00441

AOOO.®+V vaO.N.vv AOOO‘mv . ANmm_mw B R R -5 T3 1e 111 00941

(008'9+) (266 ' L+) (008'9} - (802's) ©o+r(suorieBiqo uo uoLlelLwll) (IUNCODY 1isuea] SSEY  00GLL

pund 3sndy AemyBil) uyodsesssa uorleliodsuedy AYJLSJ8ALUN Q0PLL

002" L+ Gy+ 00z’ 1L - YL STeTrereTeericcttcy0IRSSSd uoiie}sodsues) AjLsaaalun 00£L)

(000°8LL L-) (280 Liv+) (000" Liv'¥) {000°6EL ) {BIB'BBB°E)  crtrototrororroriitiiiorrririiBl01gng 00z21

(000°'6€1'9-) --- = {ooo'geL'9) - seerererc{suor3eBliqo uo uotlelLwi) (Juncooy jrsuedt  00LL1

ssey ‘pund isnd] AemuBiy) youesses pue sjuedb eLnWIC4 (0891

(ost' v €+) (225 v52+) (ost vsL'€) - (gz6'e66y’'e) oo (suotieBiigo uo uotieyiwi]) (Juncody 0081

jisued] ssey ‘pund isna) Aemuby) siuesB einuwiod 00991

056 290+ 096291+ 065209 . 066° 667 e T T T g e b eiwiog 00591
3sanbey paioeuly tiig 1sonbey pajorul

‘sA Llig SA Llig 9007 Ad S00Z Ad

{spuesnoyl UL slunowy)
9002 ¥0<4 7118 3IHL NI O3ON3KKOOIM SINNOWY ONY S1S3NDIY 1390ng OGNV
GOOZ ¥0- ALINOHLAV (TYNOTLIVOITE0) 139008 MIN 40 INIFWILVIS IALLVAVAKOD



217

(000° 104+)
(000" G8E+)
000°gLE+

(000°6L1+}

(052 8pL+)
052° 9z+

(5L1'640°2+)
(osz'1€-)
(0297 105" 1+)
(6€€°£69+)
(085 vviL-)
(521°6L072+)

{00L'689-)

008248~
($2v'660"€+)

152 9yG+

(000° 025" 9+)

(v99‘Gea+)
(951 °'616+)
805 9LE+

(000" 15+}

(0g2' o+
05L° 0L+

{195°62E+)

{op8 ezi+)
(SEL'€2+)
(986°181+)
(196 62¢+)

(yze'161+)
1827281+

(002 59p+)

{000 z8y'8) (000‘1824°2)  (9g€'9b9'y)
{ooL'602" L) (002°vze'e)  (yv5'069'9)

00e° 2L’ 00¢' 9486 261656
(000°621) - (00021}
(0L 8gvL) .- (00s'801)
0sz'92 - 005°5t

{g20'1v0°¢) {oos‘zes Ly (vii'zie'e)

--- (ogz" 1€) ---
(0£9°198°1) .- (og8‘L8¥" 1)
{gce ' £69) .- (009'699)
(029'08¢g"L) (osz'1es't)  (v89°v0Z‘1)
(629" 199'¢€) (pos‘zes't)  (yir'zie's)

*+ - (suoryebiigo uo uoriejLuit]) (Junoody JLsSued) SSBY
pung 1sndj Amy) siuesB alnuwwod 9S19A84 PUB $SBD0E QO
seesesesve e guedB 93INWWOD BSU9ABY PUB SSBDOER GO

tercec ot (UOLIBZLAOYINE 1DEAIU0D 4O uoLlepLnbli)
(pund 1snu] AemyBLy) sesuedxe J0 8Jeys pun) 3sndj

serecoesctcggounosss Aueiebpng (elo)
s (SuoL3eBL{Qo UO SUOLIBILWLT)
* UOLIBJISLULWPY 1LSUBLY |EBJBpa4 ‘elo)

S ecaseciianiii i pgang

R R R R R er.CF ey

*(suoriebigo uo uoriellumt]) (JUNOVOY JLSUBJ) SSEY
‘pung 1snJf AemyBid) siuesB juswisesur (eirdes Joley
s rgnyp B JUBWISRAUL (BYLdED JolBY
ceereer(suor3ebr o uo uoLzelLwlL]) {3uUnoooy jLsued)
ssey ‘pund isnal Aemybiy) sijueuab jusuyseauy [ejirde)
cereeeiea el e gtie B JusngseauL (e3iden

JLAL3oe Buiuue|d spimalels pue uelljodosiey

Sl e ets meN
srrcrcrS@LLLLORS POIRLBJ-SNG pue §osSNng
seeseres ez IUBPOW ABMOpLng poxiy
T vty

00012
00602
00802

00402

00802
00s0z
oovoz

00£02

00zoe
00102
00002
00661
00861

00461
00961
00661
00E6 L
00261
006l

00061
00681

1sanbey
“SA LLE

palorul
TSA 11td

.- (00L°689) -

--- 008'2.8 “--

(yZv*se0°e) .m- {001'868'2)

15Z' 9vS .- P10 iy

(002°602" L) (002 '689) (008 vrL'9)

L8 1senbey pajoeusy
8007 Ad S00Z Ad

{spuesnoyy ui sjunowy)
900Z ¥04 1118 3JHL NI QIONIWWOOIH SINNOWV ONY SLSINDIY 1390n8 OGNV
G00Z M0 ALINOHLAY (IVNOILYOINEG0) 1390N8 M3IN S0 INIWBLVIS IAILVAVAWOD



218

4% €81 92+ £81°92 yze'9Z b srererocesrreceseentect s A150RS S{BLIG1RU SNOPIBZRH (OIET
UOL1BJIS LULLIPY Al8jes 00082
sieLJd1ey Snopiezey pue asutjadig 00622
G10' 1L+ LE' L 164062 91.'61C 204 508 TetrrerrtorToUUOLIRUGSLULEDY BWELARY CLBIOL 00922
LL0'2- 6 LL0°2- --- 6L6° L~ Troercrecsrseseece e (UOLSSLOSEL) UOLIONARSUOD dIUS 00522
00p p1+ . . 00 ‘bL- N T R R T T 00vZz
aee 00V YL~ - .- 00V’ vL s wesBoad UOLIONAISUDD |BSSOA HUBY BSUSLBD [BUOLIBN 00£2Z
- 00Z'4- 926'¢e 9Z58'¢€ 9zl'y Trtrerearereenteecesert s Se5USdXD SALIRBJISLULWPY 00222
13unoooy weaBosd (IX @13L)) YO PAsIUBLENG PWLILJBY 00122
. Shi- 000° 12 000" 12 shy' 1T e esodsp dLUS 0061z
FLE - pEL €+ 9ge'Zit 0S9'€ELL 209804 srrcrecersaereseesseeen s Butuieay pue suoljedadg 00812
.- 06085+ 000° 951 000°951 01616 sercrmrrees e rygafold A3LUN08S SWLILIRW 00LLZ
uoL3led)siuLupy awtltaiey 009iC
me Lig+ v¥82'3L $¥82°94 41761 ‘v rdao) judundo(oAs( Aemeeg aouUSIMET JULES '(BIOL 00512
v92'8- . - vez'e .- s *p9y J49sn Atojepuew pssodoud wody Buipuadg ooviz
v9Z' 8+ LG+ »8zZ' 9L 000°8 €121 R Y T
1$NJ) 9OURUAIULBY JOQJBH) OOURUAIULBW puB SuoLiIBJBAQ 00Z1T
uvotjesodio] 1uswdo|aas( ABMESS SOUSJMET JULES 0011z
1sanbay pajyoeug tLig ysenbay pejoruly
TSA Lt ‘SA LLig 9002 Ad S00Z Ad

(spuesnoyl uiL siunouy)
900Z ¥04 1718 3HL NI Q3ONIWWOO3IY SINNOWY ONV S1SIN03Y 1390Nn8 ONV
G00Z ¥0d ALTMOHLIAY (TYNOILVOIE0) 139008 MIN 40 INIWILVIS SALLVAVIWOD



219

‘uLwpy ABOLOuyDa) SALIBAOUU]I pue YdoJeesay '|Blo)

R R ARy ST ST T - NN 1°))
seesseiseiaseaaeen e ogup iBoad BLOBAS pUBR UOiBOSSY
Cee e uando | BABD PUB UOJEBSEY

uolleJysiuLlupy ABOLOUYDa] BALIBACUUT PUEB yDJeassy

e g RUIS LU LUPY
A184BG S|RLIBIEY SNOpIEZEH pue autiadid '{e10}

‘puny ssaupadedaid AouaSiawe uo uoLle}LUL]
veescreses s ipyuny gsaupededaad AousBusuy
:syjuedb ssaupssedaasd Aousbirowy

T eRolang

Crpung 3snal AltitgerT LLLAS LU0
seececeecvopung A3ejes sutiadid
:A18jes aurladid

Ceecaeeseeare o 01qng

e reeeeieeeiiiesiccopuny Kyageg BULLEdLd
veteseees e 938UR0Xe BALIRALS LULUPY

006vZ
ogave
008¥Z
00L¥Z
009%C

005vZ
oorve

00EyT
ogeve
00L¥e
00ovZ
006€2
008EC
00.L€2
0547

00GEZ
00veET

8v6 1~ Zip' ey~ 9ze’ v viz'9 8EL 'OV

--- (s%9-) - - (sv9) ’
- geL 9~ - b gEL' 9

ey6 ' L- 9zE v+ 9ze' v viZ'9 --- :
by - 198 9+ 0L27 941 91L 911 60¥° 69
(00g ' vi+) - {oog'vi) i (00€'¥1)

.- 2+ 060z (14 861 .
S0€- V9 €+ 098°2L soL'eL 112’69

000'¥- 0zi+ 000°'61 000'6} 088 vl

G889 e+ 625" €+ 09845 £91°vS [ £2 508 4]

i LEO LLr 12021 120°14 .-

i SPo+ Sv9 sv9 .- :
il 7891+ Zge’ol z8e' 9L bl
isanbay pa1oeul LLeg 1sanbay payoeuy

TSA LLLB TSA LLig 9002 Ad S00Z Ad

(spuesnoyl uiL sijunouwy)
9002 ¥04 1118 IHL NI G30NIWKODIY SINNOWY ONY S1S3INDIY 13908 ANV
§00Z ¥04 ALI¥OHINY (TYNOILVOITE0) L139QNS M3IN 40 INIWILVIS JATLVAVAWOD



220

LGL 616" b+

LIE'SEL+

pysI6LEL

(817448 1L

191°'958'¢t T

(06¥ ' LY v+)

(110've0"€+)

(vpe'86L'29)

{yg9°'962" wwv

(cee'vze’es) 77

{spuesnoy} Ul SIUNOCUY)

.- (LZ1'95t+) .. .- (221'95L-)

.- {z22'96)-) - .- (zLL'9GL)

- - {000‘seL) (000" 6€2) (000'6£4)

(ec2 1pG'2+)  (veo'seg’e+)  loos'izz'sy) {,90'989°sy) (9gi'sCE’SY)
.- (001°282'1-) B - {oor'zez'y)
(000'502" 1+)  (g689° 1217 1+)  {000'69¥-) (000'¥28°1-) {sgo‘o¥e’L-) -
{gzg° 214} (806°9e2+) (120'2-) (oov'vL-) (626'ge2-) e
{gzy '2yo+) (911" 1y~) (g19'zoz vt} {(zgi'ozo‘er) (igL°goE’pl) ~ -
151°616° 1+ LIE GEL+ pys 164 €L 182" 118" b1 ai'ege‘er T
pez'ze FAZ A2 zie'se 8gL €z 0£0°0Z s
.- opz- L TARS L TANN 0804~ e
yez 2+ 256+ 729'9¢ 88¢ v 080" 12 s
.- 126 €+ 66%'29 66 ‘29 825'8S T
1sanbay paloruly Litg 1sanboy paloeul

“SA |Lig "SA Litg 9007 Ad S00Z Ad

s ganinossa Aaelsbpng (elol 3IeN

<+ -pagog uolleldodsued] 8oeLung

-uoriejJodsueay jo juswidedsq ‘I 8113

“{no Jejsuesl)
csc(aajsuray Ag)

©c o (Ayrdoyine joeajuod jdwsxy)

*(suoiiebiigo uo suoLjelluwLl)

....mcopwumpﬁoo BuUL31198440

-suotieladosdde Aousbiowl

37653@ wombcou 30 UOLSSLOSaY

e SUOLSS1D88Y
cesensese s cguoryeradosddy
‘Lelol

‘telol

pieog uolieldodsued) aoeiing

{eJauan J40308dsul 10 801110

6007 ¥O4 7118 IML NI GIANIWWOOIH SINNOWV ONV SLSINVIY 139018 ONV
G007 ¥04 ALIHOHLAY {TVNOILVSITE0) 139aNY MIN 40 INIWBLVIS FATLVHVAWOD

cecrceguoL3aB {00 BUL1lesiio
sessesss s ogagusdxe pue S8LJEBIES

*rrsasuadxs pue SvLJe|BS

<cro - en0} AJBUCLISUOSLP uoilelsodsuest 00492

00992

00892
00v92
00£92
4214
00482
008ST
851152
08292
00452
0095¢

0085C

[UngT4
514

00252
00152

00052



221

.- 000 ¥+ .- --- 000" v~ c o {UOLSSLDSAU) SODLALDS [BIOUBULY O] SSB0de pepuedxl 00/8Z
- 0z'z- 000°0L 00001 JAEANA o ruclieJaolsed pue siedas xsuue pue Bulpling Aunsesdl 00987
001" b+ 8- 000' 56 008° 2 820° 56 D Y0 M S R i
punj SUOLINILISUL [ELOUBULY Jusuwdo[aAsp A}Lunuwwo) 00v8Z
A2 915+ 008'T Zv6'Z ¥86' 1 0 3uncooe wesboud uolieziiiqels uollelsodsuesy ULy O0E8T
.- £61°G+ a8z’ ¢eel 98z ‘cel £60°821L crecruoLlRJISLULUPY Xe] J0j [Bdsusg Joloadsul AJnseEadl 00282
8Lz+ Ze9+ 000° 21 zzL' 9L 89€ 9l TreerevescscenterconcstoBIBURY J0J0BUSUT JO 901110 0018C
000°€- 065°0L- 211z 20z 200° 28 e e Boad . 00092
slUaWISeAUL (B1Lded pue swalsAS epim-iuswiJtedaq 00642
.- £L112z- - - g11'ze Sreeeeeseeeeceesee o 00007) $18S8Y UBLBUIOY JO 901430 0084T
(Log'L-) (€51 184) (zsy'281) (£52°661) (66Z'951) Trrererresesrecssesecrssrs s | BIOTGNG 00442
(g5’ 1-) (zez'9+) (1€2'€9) {+80°'59) (66v°LG) Trrtrsrasessesvescoseaseeste s YO LIRS LULUDY 009.2
—m- (L12+) (ev8'9L) (eyg ol) (g29'9L) sererrerreceeeess e usyebeuew apim Aunsead) 00622
(626'¥-) (198" vZ+) (s0¥'g¢) (ge6'6¢) (g5 0L) TTETorereroserveccerssrcc Yt SHELIO [BLOUBULY 00vL2
- (Zvi‘1-) (1z2'v2) (1z2'v2) {c98°62) seeecereeeecr e csueaboud pue satotjod [BLOUBULY 00€22
- (809+) (t10°2¢) (Li0°2¢) (G0v' LE) ceecereeree o guesBoad pue pue ssiotiod 3Lwouesy 002L2
(125°2+) (6LE+) {ize 1) .- (v ) EARAERE R A C R L 00442
(ovv'6-) - (912°2) (959’ 91) (912'2) TrTotrrrecasessesserscttUQLY08ULP BALIN0OXT 00012
108 L~ €610 1e+ Z5Y ' L8L £52'G61 662'951 Trrrrerenesaesseser e sasuadne pue SaLJIBLBS 06692
Se01430 Lejuswisedsg 00692
ANASYIYL FHL H0 INFWLMYC3Q - 1T 31LIL 00892

”«mwswwm paioeuy [RR3:] wmmncwm paloeuy

“SA (118 "SA LLtg 8007 Ad 5002 Ad

{spugsnoyl uiL slunouy)
9002 ¥04 1118 3IHL NI QIANIWWODIY SINNOWY ONV SLSINUIY L390n8 ONV
G00Z ¥04 ALINOHLOY (TVYNOILVOI80) LIOANE MIN 40 LINIWILVIS JAILVAVAWOD



222

GEL e+ Zi6' 92+ Z.5'500' L LEV 896 0901486 T
.- - 000} 000} 0001 e
v.- 861 '€+ £26°9LL £76'9L1 - YAR A e
- 06L'g+ 9z1'16 9ZL 16 9£€£ 28 s
0¥9'82- .- .- ov9' 8z --- e
0r9 ' 92+ 06L'9+ 9z L6 98y ' 29 9ee'28 Tt
.- 091 L+ £¥Z 92 £¥Z 92 £80°'622 T
SE1L°9g+ Yoy 6+ 082008 Svi'voy 918’ 06 T
--- 804" L+ 0£9°€L 0£8'€L 26" 1L e
- 002" 1+ - - 00Z'L- e
1sanbsy paioeus LLig 3sanbay payseus
‘SA L1ig "SA Lilg 900Z Ad 5002 Ad

{spuesnoyl ui siunouy)

‘ot regyr-uou CAansesd) jo "ideg ‘(e10L 05562

crecjueuwdiys UL Sass0( JuswuasaoB jo juduwAed 00562
e asg 011GNd 8YL 40 NEAING OOYET

R T Teoreres 0SE6Z
+s89) Jesn Asoiepuew pssodosd wouy Buipusdsg 00262
Caseeaxacer s caaaundyg pue ssiseleg 00LET

Ineadng opelj PUBR XBL 0DOBQU] PuB [OUOD|Y (G067

srrceosecerecccta5pAjag jusuwebeuBy LBLOUBULY 00062

sreeretceesa0130 (ejusulsedsq C(BI0L 05682

TeettMIOMIBN JUSWSDIOLUY SALIY LBLOUBULL 00687
{uotssiosas) weibosd UOLIONPaS BWLUD JUBLOLA 00987

9007 ¥04 1118 JHL NI QIONIWWOOIH SINNOWY ONV S1SIN03M 1390n8 aNY
G00Z HO4 ALINOHLOV {TVNOILVOINE0) 1390n8 MIN H0 INIWILVLS IATLVHVAWOD



223

- 002G+ b b 002's-
¥80'¥6- 92 °'9€E+ 43N Y 969°9v¥9° L1 12381 ¥ A 14
80’ ¥6- 80V LyE+ yig'yes Lt 269'a¥9° 11 grL eIz’ it
612'0¢L- 966' LI+ 0 6YS 01 192'649°01 980'9€2 01
- FA: 10 4 oiz oz o1z'oz 296°'v¢

== 09t ‘v~ 000'661 000661 09£°€0Z
61z°'0€L- 899° LEC+ zZe8'62E' 0L 150°09v° 0t $91°866'6
9y8 909" L+ 810°6Z+ oy8' 909’} b 894'228°1
99 LS+ 226241+ 99y LyS'y b 6EG'€9E’ Y
025 181"+ £99°yZ1+ 0zZs 18"y e 1887950y
a6y ' Ovy- i b g6t " 9vy i
§65'€10'0L- e m- G55 €10°01 bl
31sanbay payoeus Lig 3senbay pajorul

‘SA L1t "SA LG 9002 Ad 5002 Ad

....... Ainseauy ay

(spuesnoyy ulL siunowy)
9007 ¥04 1718 3HL NI QIANIWWOOIY SINNOWY ONY SLS3IN03Y 1390Ng ANV
G00Z ¥0d4 ALINOMINY (TYNOILVOITE0) L39GNE MIN 40 INIWILVLIS IATLVAEVAWOO

CCUUDLIRJISLULWPY 31POU) XBL 8JUBINSUT Y}LESH
CrrucLIRZIUIApOW SWOSAS ssaulsng

©rrr301ABS BNUBABY |BUJIIUT

..... SUCLSELOSY
crsuoiietadousddy

3 40 juswisedsg ‘1T 811} ‘lelof

‘iejop

Cerseeeees 1 BY03GNS

©rvtt o 5Wa1SAS UOLJBWIOLUT
CTUC U UBWA0I0}US ME| XBL
*juswebeuen pue ‘adueisisse ‘BuLsseovdd

©+ o uotyeradoadde juabuiiuo)

©rrgUOLIRISd0 pUB LOLIBIISLULIPE XBY

SDLALSG ONUBASY (BULDIU]

00.0¢
00808
00s0¢€

0ovoe

00¢c0g
0020€

0010¢

0000¢
00662
00862
06462
00162

00962



224

004264+
008'ZLZ+

(008-)

(000" L1+)
00291+

6L ELE-

(000'sh-)
(6v-)

(gov'0L-)
(00001~}

(18e'88i-)

¥6L'ELE-

$99° 191" 1+
008° 02+

(y86-)

(GLL 9p+)
{coL'ggz-)
216602~

08594+

08V G694+

009°£E+
{610°¢+)
(v16°'v2+)
(z£9-)
(Y00 t+)
(v vels)
088°LEL+

1sanbay
TSA L1ld

pojoeu3
TSA Litg

000°'009°€
000'009°2

{ooo*1)
{00z ' LyL)
(001 0v6'¥)
00£°880'G

00 1.6l
000'00Z'¥

oov’ rmm gt

ooo.oou.v
(006'6)
{000'622° 1)
{000°sv)
(002'594)
(962680 L)
00%’1EE" L1

00€'L0¥ '€
ooz'Lee'e

(oog'1)
(002" Ly)
(0oL '€26'v)
001L°220°G

61" va [+74

oco.oom.v
y6L Gve° S

000°00Z° ¥
{000'Sv)
(6¥6'G)

{80y 962" 1)
(000°58)
(180'vse)
(962680 1)
P61 6P9° LY

1sanbay
9002 Ad

9EE 8EY '€
0026452

(y86°1)
(580" 101)
(e0z'561'5)
z12'862°S

026'698" mp
000'00Z' ¥
026'G9L' vi

00Y'99L'y
{188°2)
(9z¥'002' 1)
{zeg sy}
{969'191)
(68Z'85¢°€4)
025'665° 01

pajoeuy
S00Z Ad

©crenuUB1SLSSE |BIUSS DBsSeg-1ueRUS)

puny Bupieasdg
s punj (ejide)

:Buisnoy oLpgnd

*rpuny (eytded Buiryaom
SJ018418 LULUPE 10BUIUOD
‘g EMausy

‘ @ouURIS1ISSE [RIUDL paseq-1o9foid

‘lelog

<o geek Jusduano uy papiaosd suoiieradoadde sdueApy

TUiElOlaNg

srg10e spotasad ul uwn_>0ua suoiieiadoadde asueapy

>u»ma:m [ejuUad [BUOLILPPY
cerpung ejiden Buiaom
Tt 59894 SALIBJIISLULUDY

T mLOum:pn;ooo Aouaoigns-31es ALuey

mLmnu:o> :oFuuwuoga jueusy
TS| BMBURY
uotietadoadde 10841

ButLsnoy ueLpul pue oi1qnd

ANIWH0TIAIC Nvayn

ONV ONISNOH 40 INSWiNVdad

I11 37L1L

(spuesnoyl ui sSjunouy)
9007 ¥04 IS 3HL NI GAONIUW0OIY SINNCWY OGNV S1S3N03Y 1394008 ONY
GO0Z ¥04 ALIMOHLAY (TYNOILY9ITS0) 139GNE MAN H0 INIWILVLIS JATLVHVAWOD

000z¢e
0061¢
asgle

0081€
06l
0041¢
0591€

009i¢
0561¢e
0051e

osvie
oovie
05€1e
ooelLe
0szie
0ozie
0G11e
001iE

IBOURLSLESY LRIUBY POSEq-IUBUSL 0SOLL

o00Le



225

il 266~ - b Z66 ' T e frtt6asuUadXe BALIBJISLULWDY
.. 766' G- .- . 756'S e e Cee e ApLSgnS 3LPBU]
- {pon*s22-) .- .- (000°'622) IR P ++ - {sueo| pesjuesend uo uciLieituin)
rsaejuedend ueoy goi uoctLloeg
- 000° 051~ .- .- 000° 054 serett(pze-801 1 d) suotielidosdde AousBaouw3
- zs.L°0¢- - - 252°0¢ AR “{yzp "09s) puny jusuwdoiassp Alpunuwo)
00§ LSL v+ 8Z8 616~ 005" LGL'Y .= 8ZE 149"V Tttt terer s opung juswdo(aaap A3 unwwio)
- 0266~ - .- 026'6 i v s cgalyLunuwos astddasiue /) ssuoz juswasmodwy
000’01+ 808 i~ 000° 01 b gog'ez 0 ot Juswdo|9Asp Dlwouose pue Buisnoy teany
00021+ [AX AR 000582 000° 892 8Z.°182 T ©tg@Iv Ullm suossed Joy setliuniuoddo Butsnoy
juaudo |aaeg pue Buiuue(d Ajiunwwo)
90€ ' 681+ 0E5'64G" L+ (AL A% XA 9gL 9vz' L2 Zig'zse'se e 0t (saoueape Jesk jueduand Buipn)oxa) (elo) 18N
- .- 000°002'¥ 000°002'y 000’002y suotjetsdosdde soueape Jeah jusdun)
wom SeL+ 0EG'84S" L+ Zr0'ZE9’ Ie 9eL 9y 1E Z1§°'250°0¢ et *+ BULSNOH UBLPUT pue oiignd ‘lejol
- Amgv.m.v (000'g¢) (000°s¢) (gop* L) crrrreeree Amcmap peejuriend uo uolieitwtt)
--- Ot~ 88 288 266 T Trrrrreremrmeny ..uc:» wmu:m;msm ueo’
- 518'g+ s18'8 s18'8 - : e Trerrecesres oo queaB ooy
;BuLsnoy uelLiemBH SALIEN
.- (8187 9v-) (196°96) (196°86) (ave'spL) seeesceecceereeee e (gueg| paajuesenB uo uotieiiwit)
--- s18'2- sve'e oy9°Z 006'Y ..‘,ucsooum we.iboud puny assjussenb ueo| Bupsnoy ueipur
00V LI+ g6 12 000° 009 009285 86129 Tt sjuedb %001q Buisnoy uesLlawy BALlEN
- 8vg'ZyL- .- - 8rR’2Zrl ‘Buisnoy ot (gnd pessaJlsip AL8U9ABS JO LOLIBZL[BILARY
1senbey pajoeul tLia 3senboy poioeuy
‘8A LiLg TSA LG 9002 Ad G00Z Ad

{(spuesnoy} uL sjunowy)
Q007 ¥04 71119 3IHL NI GIONIWWOOIY SINNOWY ONV SIS3IND3Y L390nd NV
007 ¥04 ALINOHLAY (TVNOILVOIT80) L3OANE MAN HO INIWILVLS IAILIVAVLWOD

0oLve
00ove
0o6ee
008¢€E
0oige
0698
009te
00%¢ee
oovee
00Ege

ogeee

ogiee
o00ee
0062¢

008ze
ooLee
0ogze
oosee
ogvze
ooeze
002z¢
o0ize



226

.- g+ 000°1 000° 1 266

.- 9LL'pi- 009'29 009°'29 e LL
000 81~ b b 00084 b

m. 000° 526+ 000'60€" L~ 000°'608" 1~ 000°9€2°'2-
b 6v6+ 000 55¢€ 000'66€ 1S0°¥SE
.- .- (000" 05) (000° 08} (000" 08)
- ek (000'000's8L)  (000°000°581) (000'000°581)
006 8L+ 96E " 92+ 006°600° 4 000" LZ6 v01'6.6
- 0092+ 41010 T4 00% "9z i

Yo+ il 968'CL- 000 €L~ 968°Z1-
volL- bt 968°21 000°€1 968°21
00L'6E- i i 00.'6¢ i

002 '8L1+ 0Z+ 001882 006611 080°9€Z
.- yZ- D00 VL 000" 1L y2o vl
00€°' 890+ 6L1°' 166G~ 00€ VL' L 000'6/9°¢€ 6.p'gee’ w
008 ' 0E+ 008 09+ 008°09 000°0¢ R
000001~ 68V 66+ 000 OVE" L 000'0PY 'L RS- 2 A1
000" Ly~ 0Ze+ 000°006° 1 000°L¥6°L 089°'668° L
i /08 '¢€Z- .- i 208’ €T
3senbay paioeul pLig 1senbey pajoeuy
TSA LLtd TSA Litd 9002 Ad G002 A4

<o+ yusudoaaaq pue Butuueld Aliunuuwo)

........ sasuadxs 10BAIUOD |BUOLILPDPY
©r 1 5oguUadxXe JOBJIIUOD BALIBJLS LULWPY
...ApmmonoLn m>—uw~m_mw~v s3diened BuLllesiio
. . ‘s1dieosa BuLlles}io
e P e - $aSUBAXS BALIBILELULUPY
. v *{SUBO| J094LD UO UOLIRILWLT)
©+{sugo| pesjuesenb uo uciiejiwiy}
1junoooe weaboud eoueunsul efieBiJow [eniny - YHA

uoiLiedgsiutupy BuLsnoy (eJepad

- sweafioly Buisnoy *ieio)
- rgouelsLsse Buisnoy ejusy
e e < §u01308( 100 BULI18SLL0

. s <-punj 18n4l s89) Bulsnoy paunioeinuey
,...,..,.oo:mumpmmm Butasunos Buisnoy
mmﬁvrypnmmpu yitm suossad Joy Buisnoy
..... s AJapis ayy Jo) Butisnoy

suweaBoud Buisnoy
‘lezoy

.........Em;moua Ajiuniioddo diysssumosuwoy disy-jiag

o T c*g3uedb BoUBLS|SSE S5O OUWOH
rweafoud sdiysaeuiaed JUBWIS3AUL JWOH
crrrees ** - jusudo |BAOpR.L SPLALjuUMDLg

(spuesnoyl ul sjunowy)
9007 ¥04 118 3HL NI C3ONIWWOOIY SINNOWY ONY SIS3ND3Y 1390N9 ONV
S00Z ¥04 ALT¥OHIAV (TYNOILVOITE0) L390N8 MEN H0 INIWILVLS IATIVHVINOD

00e9e
0029¢
0oist
0009t
0065¢
0osse
0046¢
0095

0065¢
0ovse

00e5¢€
00zs¢
00ise
0005¢E
008¥E
008ve

00L¥E
009ve
48
00¥ve

0oEYE
0oZye



.- 8ze" L~ 008°8¢ 008' 8¢ :TARE: 1

8EL 6~ yoy GL+ 009' 09 9£.'69 9e L' G¥

099- 16+ 008 268~ ovg ‘95¢e- 16€° 468
.- == 000 89¢€- 000" 89€- 000‘89¢-
099~ 16+ 00201 09g' 11 609°0L

--- .- (000°000'002) (000'000'00Z) (000 000°002)
000° 45~ 9gL Lig+ 00e €16~ 00€ ‘958~ ey YL L-
- ze+ 000y 000'v 896'€

.- Zw'cL- 006" 1L 006° 1L zie's8

.- 0ZL L~ 008°8 008'8 026°6

000° 6€- 000 L6~ 000°65£- 000 00€~ 000" 8bZ-
- G5% ' G+ 00V 182 00v°1£2 [ 144

- .- (000 0S) {000 08) (000°08)

- .- {oo0'000'se)  (000'000°se) (000 000'SE)
1senbay paloeuly g 1sanboy pajoeuy

‘SA Liig TSA LLtg 9002 Ad 5002 A3

creccecgpL3LALIoe Bulsnoy Jiey
A1iunidoddg (enb3 pue Bursnoy atied
AR *ABojouyos) pue yosJleassy

usteasay pue jusmdoisaag Loiiod

cerroryor3eLoossy abeblaoy (eUOLIBN 1,A09 lelOL

< rrg3diecss Bulllesyio
+c-gasuadxe SALIRJISLULUDY
+ v {sugo} pasiuesent uo uoLlBILWLT)
;aunoooe weaboud esjuesend

uBO| S9L1LIN0AS payoeq-abebidow J0 seajuesenyg

(vWN9) uoirleLoossy abBeBlioy [BUOLIEN IUBWLIBALY

(spuesnoyl ulL siunowy)
900Z ¥0d4 1118 3HL NI CIONIWWOOIY SINNOWY ONV S1SANUIY 139008 OGNV
G00Z ¥04 ALINOHLAV (TYNOTLVOITISO) L39aN8 M3N 40 INIWILVIS IATIVHVANOD

ccruoljedlsiutupy Bulsnoy (edsped ‘|BI0L

seevcosasuadxa 3OBUIUOD | BRUOLILPPY

s gasusde SALIRILISLULLPE PROYJIBAD-UOHN
R R N I I I I R R ....>v_.mn=w WW“Q.»U
FE e - g1d1908) BULIISSLL0

trettg@susadxs BALIEALSLULWPY
..... *r{sueo| 10841p uo uoileliwty)
+ - {sugo| peajuedenB uo uoLIeILULT)

rjunoose uesboud Nsiu (BLOsds pue [BJBUIYH - YHA

00Z8¢€
ooiee
0008
0064¢€
068.¢€

008.¢€
00LLe
009.¢
006.¢
oovLE

00€.€
[CerAa

0014e
a00Le
0069¢
0089¢
00.9¢
0089¢
0059¢€
Govge



228

000001~ 6L0°L9-
- LA
- G9Z' 1+
.- {o9e-)
--- 08g-
000°'00L- ov8'ZoL-
{91+) (£1698+)
(1+) .-

(9+) -

(p+) b

--- (000 1~)
(g+) (g+)

- (221" 1+)
- 1819+
“-- 969" Ly~
1sanboy polorUl
‘SA L1tg "SA L1118

000°£Z8

000°09-
000' 09
Aooo €01}

Aooo v2)
00084

000°691

{ges261"1)

(00L°01)
(oov*zeg)

000648

000 611

000’ mmm

coo,om-
000’09

(000°€01)

{000'¥2Z)
000'6L

000° 692
(615'251° 1)
(ve)

(v¥2)
(9v1)

(569'01)
(0o¥ *298)

000°6£S

000 644

1sanbay
900 Ad

mwo 068

mmn.mm|
S£.'8S

(o9e'€ot)

(oo0'v2)
09€ ‘64

ove ‘292

{zz9’ m—F i)

(g69'01)
(££9°'098)

6L8'Zvs

969'991

paloeuy
G002 Ad

Amv::u wwm;oa;co WH4 U0 uoLIEILWLY

©c U UOLIBJLSLULMPY pus jusawoBeuey

‘igoL

*g3dieces Burllessio

:mrmhm>o mmpgngmucm ucpm:o: je1apaq 10 801}40

*1e301GnS

‘aagsuesy Ag)

*jBJaBUaY 40308dSUT JO 90L340

*epuny texides Bulyaom

tTULBIOIGNG

cec s cgaeluesRng ueo DULSNOH UBLLEMBH BALIEN
©rruweaBodgd pung eejueden ueoy BuLSNOH ueLpul

TrrgluRg Wo0Lg Bulsnoy uedLIBWY BALIEN
,EwhmoLa mwmucmumao :mOJ u=w5n0~w>wa

A3 runummog

-spung o1240d100 YH4 UO uOLIBILBLT

[WoJy J49ySURLL

©+ - -gasuadxs pue ssldeies

UOLIRIISLULEDY pue Juswabeuey

CUDEIONPaL paezey pes

LO43U0Y) piBZEY PEDT 40 991140

{spuesnoyl uiL sjunouy)
900Z ¥04 1119 3HL NI (3ONIWWOOITY SINNOWY ONY SLSINUIA 13940nE (NV
S00Z HO04 ALINOHLAY (TYNOILVOING0) 1390N8 MIN 40 INFWILVLIS FATLVHVAWOD

0500¥

0000v
0066¢

0086€

00.6¢€
0096

0066¢
00Y¥6€

00€6¢
onzee
00i6¢
0006¢
0068¢€
0098¢
0ol8¢
0098¢

00g8€e
ooyee

ooege



229

(914} (zel+) (685 16G) (615" 168} (€08 965)
- (182'c28-) (206°ceL'0zy)  (196°¢cei‘ozy) (8vl'iSP'OTY)
--- - {000°'004) (000°001) (000’ 00L)
- (009 ge+) (000'002'v) (ooo'0oz'v)  (covp'ooL'y)

(000’ 25-) (000 vE8+) (000*9t0‘c-)  (ooo‘'sg6’L-) (opO‘0S8°Z-)
“-- {000'05L-) - .- (000" 051}

(8vz eyi+) (009'zLi-) (o09‘eey‘e-)  (svys'zye'z-) ({(oo0'ize'Z-)

(voz'zzz'v+)  (00L°'€00'1+)  (8es'vya'es)  (vee'zzg'se) (8ev'1v8'2E)
GG YIE ¥+ GER PG L+ 2p0'zov'ee a8y Lvi’ mm L02°'616° L€
... - 000°00Z‘ ¥ 000°002' v 000'00Z"' ¥
955 PLE b+ GER OPS L+ 2v0°299' 1€ gy’ LyE EE 1025t 8¢
8YZ YL+ 009" th, 0096y Z- avg’ qu z- 0061282
.- ooo.om+ .- - 000°0¢-

.- 000°6L9+ - - 000°649-
.- D00’ £+ - --- 000'€g-
.- 000° 12+ - .- 00012~
8vR'ZY L+ --- .- 8r8 Tvl- .-

- 000' G+ n- - 000G~
00v‘ 9+ 009°9¢6- 009'¢6Y ‘2~ 000°005'2- 000" 455" L~
wmmnvwm paioeul iLig wwmnvmm pajoeulz

LR AR "SA LLLg 9002 Ad S007 Ad

IR s {spun} 83jesodlod uoc uoLlIB}LWLT)
cereressecer e (gypo] padjuedend uo uoLleILWLT)
T corr o {SUBOL 3084LP UO UOLIEILWLY)
S SODUBAPE PO1OBUS A[SNOLADLG
ceerr et rguoL109 109 Bulllesyio
e e -+ +s3d10004 BUL119SIL0
I mcopampkaoLaam AousBusug
: . T TSUDLSSLOseY
PRI PPN ..mCOmevLQOuQn<
©rgoueape Jesk jussand Buipnioxa ‘|elol 18N

s rgyoteLadoadde aoueape Jesk juslan)
N Ceeieesesesse s uoudo | BABQ VRGN
pue Buisnoy jo juewiaedag 'III #13t3 'lejol

e bes et Seesneeeepl01GNG

soocccApisgns 31psao THS/I9
crapueysisse Buisnoy [eluey
©orcrAplsgns 3Lpado Bupsnoy uelpul
N R I S I T R R Y .........,..xua.mn:mH.anLQH>@_er.h.
P PRI I R S ) .....mC—.mﬁoE
urra:a possallsiLp A|919A8S JO uOL1IRZ)[BILABY
vereerescegyeaB uoryeULELLe Bulsnoy opLgnd
P seeceseeecsoping 93801413480 BULSNOK

oDoezZY
0022¢
001ZY
0502
0002y
0061y
0081y
00L1¥
008y
0051y

00viy
OOELY
00Ziv

00Liy

0001y
0060¥
0gl0v
0090¥
00s0v
#4401 4
ooeoy
0ozov

LSUOLSSLOSDY DOLOY

(spuesnoyl uiL sjunouy)
9007 ¥0d4 V118 IHL NI CIONIWHOOIY SINNOWY ONV S1S3N03¥ 1309019 ONY
00Z 04 ALI¥OHLNY (TYNOILVOINE0) 1IDANG M3IN 40 INAWILVIS JALLVAVDWOD



230

6¥8°1- €60 €+ €19'v2 Z9v'9 0z8' i 3LN0JL] ped eyl Joy sieaddy Jo 1un0) Sn lelop 00LEY
ev8'L- 0se e+ £19'22 29 v goz'st T rrrrorrrrrreren 'sasusdxe pue saLJdeies JBYIQ 009eYy
. 162~ 000'2 000'Z 1622 e e - -safpn{ 40 SOLIE(ES 008eY
:sasuadxs pue satJeieg OObEY
1LN0JL) |B4Bpajy oyl JO0) 00EEY
sieaddy 4O 34000 seleis paiiun oozey
b 98- ¥SE' 99 ¥5¢'99 1Y AL Tttt S93BIS Paliuf 8Y3 JO 14no) sweadng ‘ieiol 00LEY
- [44AR & ¥29'S vz9°'s 9v8'6 rrrrrrrrrmrrorrree *~spunosB pue Bulp{ing ou3 JO 9JE) (00EY
. 9gs g+ 081° 09 0e2° 08 218° 16 e e RN LR EERR P RRNT PP - ory 0062
.- EVE E+ 0€L'85 0£L'8S 18€'SS Tt o *+rsesuadxe pue SaLJB(ES Jayl0 0082¢
b Gi+ 000'2 000'C S86° L e sorrecccesaorysni Jo selueieg 0042y
;sesuadxa pue SaLJBlES 0092V
591835 PAILUA By} 40 34n0) ewvadng 00§y
AYYIDIONT FHL - AT 3111 oovey
3sanbay poloRul [RRY:] 3sanbsy pajosuy
'SA L1tg ‘SA Litg 8002 Ad §00Z Ad

{spuesnoyy utL siunowy)

900z W04 1719 IHL NI C3ONIWWOOIY SINNOWY ONV S1SINDIY 1300N8 ONY
GODZ ¥04 ALTHOHLNY (IWNOILVOITE0) 139008 MIN 40 INIWIALVLS IATLVAVAEWOO



231

9g6° L £16'2+ 292" 01 861 'L ez’ U A AR S *tvrsesuSdXD puUE SBLIELES 00/GF

§14N0) S8IBI§ PAILUN BUI JO 8DLLJ0 SALIRSISIULWPY  009SY

y18°202- Zve ' BZE+ Y0 YLG'S 0Zv'9LL'S Y02 81§ AR T " TSBOLAJBS |BLOLPNE JOYI0 00SS¥
pue 's34no) 30143sLg ‘sieeddy jo sjuno) ‘|elo) 00YSY
558 0L~ 958" 16+ L9v 628 aLe'o6e 506° 178 e e e £104n088 34N0D GOESY
S9Z°1L- 099- £50°09 81E 12 12’09 teere Trrers ‘' 'sJeuoLssLWWOD pue sJodnl Jo saed 002Gy
bl op- 896 b5+ 616" 122 460801 168299 e RO SRS . S001AIOE JOPUBLET OOLEY
.- 6.5+ £€8'¢ ££8°¢ ysz'e secreceecrcceccepung 3snay uopjesusdwod Aanful suLsoep 000SY
60L'¥EL- 65y €22+ omﬁ mem 14 688'z8Y v 1Ze'sTL Y secseeccre ot ospsuadxe pue satueieg ' (BI01QNS 0067y
¥96'vZL- IX A ARA cmn.s«c 14 L LY yrb'eeg e AR Terrreree »owcmaxw pue saiie(es JaylQ 008bY
000" G- o o 000°S i B PN 00 saBpnp 00z¥Y
Sri'y- SZL L+ 000° 10€ S¥1'G0E 118°68Z T mmmnnﬁ >ouaahxcmn pue sabpn{ jo sarJeleg 009y
rsasuadxs pue saLJelRS 0OShY
S801A488 {ELOLDNS 4Byl pue o0vvy
'$34n07 3101438LQ ‘sieaddy 4O $14n0) 00EYY
--- 191+ i AR 08y’ st cLL‘ P Tertroritgped) [BUOLIBUJSIUT JO 34N0Y SN LEIOL 00Z¥Y
--- 1742 osy'el 08y'€L 956'21L srrsersreerveecesccccgasysdxe pue SSLUB(RS JBYRQ 00ivy
. £pzt 000°Z 000°2 1501 e e e seBpnl Jo s8Lie(eS 000
;sasuadxe pue ssLie|BS O06LY
apeJl |BUOLIBUISIUL JO 1uno) S8lelg paiiun 008ey
3sanbay paioeul [RRY:] 31sanbey paloeuy
‘sA {18 sA LLLg 9002 Ad 6002 Ad

{spuesnoyi ut siunowy)
900Z ¥04 I8 3IML NI GION3WWOOTY SINNOWY (NV SIS3IN03d 139008 ONV
G002 ¥04 ALIMOHINY (TYNOILVOITH0) 1390n8 MIN JO INIWILVLS FATLVAVAENOD



232

..... BLQUNLOS JO }0143Sig 8y} Joy Aoueby uoisiasadng

18pUBS L0 PUB SBOLAJBS 34no) 2yl 03 juswled (eaopay

*+§34n07 BLQUN

tr$34N07 BLGUALO) JO IDLIISLQ UL S8DLALBS JBpudjsg
103 40 30t43s1g eul o3 jusmded Leuepay
TUBLQUNLOY JO 301L41SLQ QYL UL $380)

Arranoag pue Butuuerd Aouebiswy Joy juswhed |eiepey
s qaoddng UOLILNY lUepLsey J40) JuswAed (BUSDPIY

“-- 928 v+ 98¢ ‘€02 88 ‘€02 096841

--- 808" 9+ 000' s 000°'S¥ Z61'8¢e

il 6Ly ZE+ £69°122 £69°122 piZ 681

- T4 24 000°s1 D00 G1L 08g‘vi T
i G0B' L+ 00Z'€E 00z'ee 56€°6GZ e
§62' €02~ B0V 9ZE+ 050°02%'S GHe'eee’s Wwe'e60°s s
ShL'y- YZ0'GL+ 009° L¥E SbL'IGE 9.6'2¢¢ e
[ AFAA £Eh ' LPE 059°49L°S 060°GL6°S FATAR: T4 ] T
y69- 026+ avo'vi 00L b1 9zZL'EL e
-- 006" €+ 009°' O 009°' 0V 00L°9¢€ Tty
129~ 208+ [ A A4 918'72 Yt T e
1senbay pajoeul Litg 1sonbay pajoeuy

‘SA titg TSA LLt8 3002 Ad G00Z Ad

SANNA TVH303d

VIGHNT0D 40 LJTHISIO - A FULIL

seec s rguoyyeradoadde AleuoLissosig

- rguorietadoadde Asoyepuel

©-AJeLoLpne Byl ‘AT 81111 ' (B10L

ey < sesusdxs pue satde|es

uotssLwwoy BuLousjues S231BIS palLun

creccegpuny 3snay Aueoipni o3 juswied

(spuesnoyy} uL sljunouy)
900Z ¥04 71718 JHL NI CIONIWWOI3Y SINNOWY ONV SLSIANVIY 139GNE ONY
S00Z ¥04 ALI¥OHLAY (TYNOILVYOITE0) 1390NE MIN 40 INIWILVLS JATLVIVAWOD

Spung JUBUWR.ALIBY [BLOLPNL

J8UDY LeLOLPN[ (BJapay

00ELYy
0024y
00LLy
Q00LY
0069¥
0089
00487
0088y
0654t
0058%
05¥9y
Uiy
00esy
[Ulera i
0019y

0009y

e, sssuadxs pue SOLIBLES 006SY

0085y



233

000°0E+ 9.8" Ly+ L6€ €09 LBEELS 125958
.- 9eL- 0022 00T 2 9€6° L
i 9E6° L+ 918" ¥ 919’ LY 089'6¢
0007 0T+ [N A AN 000°'02 b ope'ze
- 096"y~ .- .- 006'Y
- osve- - - 08v'2
b 266~ e b 266
.- 256°G- e b 256°'G
o z66°G- i - 66'G
.- oL+ 00e" L 00E° L 062" 1
R y20° 2+ 000°S 000°6 96'2
000° 04+ 8EZ G+ 000’01 .- z9L'y
jsanbey paioeuy LeLg 3ssnbey paloeul
‘SA Litg TSA LLIG 9002 Ad S00Z Ad

Cececeecc o ELQUR(OS JO IDLAISLG A B13EL C1EIOL

mnmg mopwcwuou pue WsLJ014830Lg 40} jusumAed [BJapay
. *JUBWAACICUT (00YOS 404 Jusuhed [euspa.
et RLQUNnGO?Y) 4O I0LJ4ISLY 9YY S0 L80LI0
—mpucm:,u 391U 8Yd JO 80L440 Byl 03 juswAed eJspey
D Coe e g lqunion §0 30143SLG
ayy ut mwcm5m>ouaau 9485 481804 404 juswled |euspay
< ranyelsLSSY uollelJdodsusdy Joj juswhAed (euspad
creeyeabodg Aoeaail] ALLued oyl Jo jusuwAed |euasped
v ©rrg@LIRIQLT LOOUOS 311ANd J04 JuswAed |eJsped
Taeuald m:c—umorcsssoo vmr»rc: oyy 40) juswhed jeuspad
en e e ear et “LLouncy bBuiieuLpion)
aoLisne pm:PEpLu 8yl o1 juswhed jedspedy
B O T RN
3JU0.454838M BLISOOBUY By Jo) juouled [eusped
B “A3LIOUIMY JOMEG PUR
JeleM BLQENLOD 40 35LJ1SLG oyl 03 juswAed {eJapog

(SpuUBSHOYY UL Siunowy)
9002 804 T7IS 3L NI OIONIWWOOTY SINNOWY ONYV SLIS3INDIY 1390N8 ANV
G007 ¥04 ALINOHINY (TYNOILVOITE0) LIOANE MIN 40 LNIWILVLS 3ATLLVEVAWOD

00ves

0068y
0088y
008y
0088%
00587
oovey
008y
00zZ8Yy
ooisy
0008Y
006.y
009y
004L¥
0082y
006y
ooviy



234

27e' 68+
05.+

S0.° 8+
006 €+
ov0 v+
004" 1+
9Ey Zi+

080° €5+
0G¥+

(VR ARSI

1sanbay
TSA Ll

9616~ £86°
602°2- zze'
0G4+ [1}:7]
961~ soL'
812" 4+ 00’
ze+ ov0
sgl- ooL’
zee- gey’
yev'e- 080°
- osy
paioeuy Lieg
TSA LLtg

40

€Lt LLzeal 6L’ mmw ........ e 8SNOH ©3LUM @Yl ‘{elo}

69 e wnm.¢m e RPN L LOLIBIISLULEPY O 991440
. - veasen R v;mom $913140GL7 LLALD pue AdeAlud

8 - L98°¢g PRI Ciesasecsseies5unog AJLANGBS [BUOLIEN
€ b z82'2 ’ Tt : tr3uswdoloasq ADLIOd JO 901440
.v o woo,& Mt a e N *CUSASSLADY OLUIOU09] JO | LOUNOY
8 - [e1:1: 2} cerrrvraes ' TUOL1BJ0}S8d pue Jredad asnoy 91LUM
zi I gce°ZL P N - sasusdxa Buizesadp
mw:oz mupcx By} 1B 9OUIPLSAY BALINDAXH
€6 - y05° 19 et -gasuadxs pue saLie|Eg
~-- 4414 e “juapLsasd eyl Jo uoiiesuaduo)
1801340
mm:o: SILUM mcu u:m wcwvnmmLm 8yl jo uoliesusduwo)
122'¢al ——- P e s sasuadxa pue SoLIE|ES
9SNOH BILUM By}
AINIOISIHd 3HL 0L GILIVIUdOMddY SONN3 ONY
AN3QISTUd FHL 40 FIT440 FAILNDAXT - IA ITLIL
3sanbay pajoeuly
8002 Ad G00C Ad

(spuesnoyl ul sjunouwy)
900Z ¥0d4 71718 3HL NI G3ANIWWOI3Y SINNOWY (KV SLSINUIY 139008 ONV
07 H04 ALTHOHLNV (TWNOILVOING0) 139008 MAN 40 INIWILVIS IATLVHVIWOD

oozss

o0Lss
00089
006vS
008vS
004vS
009vS
005¥S
oovYs
00eys
00Z9S
001Lys
000¥S
006€S

059ES

008€S
0085



235

- (000'02-) --- --- (000°0L) AR temrrrenees ‘suoiieiidosdde Aouabisuyl 00295
(106" g22+) (296°6-) (¢e8'esL) (986" t29) (098'€9L) T AR AR suotietsdoaddy 00995
106'822+ 196°6.- £68°€6L 986°¥25 098'£e8 "Tjuapisasd 8yl 031 pajerudoaddy spung pue jusp 05596
~189.4d 2yl JO 9DL4J0 BALINOBXI ‘IA 21313 ‘(ElOL 00595
. P cze sze oes S AU - -sosusdxs  0OvOg
Buijeaedp :3usplLSeJdd 80LA Syl JO 9OUBPLSBY LELOLIL0 00E9S
6" ssb'y 1A PEG'Y TrTrrrtrcctrrcocriluBpLSRad @Yl 01 9OURLISLSSY (ELOAUS 00Z9S
- 000°0L- .- --- 000°02 Tt “{$2¢-80L "7'd) suolieridosdde Asuabuowy 00195
- 8+ 000°L 000°4 266 : Trrorrrameresseeecsirece s ogoagy palRdiOLINRUA 00005
8- 208" 1+ (AT AR ¥ 00e'¢eLZ 066° 112 ARG sweaBoud (043000 Bnup (eJBped JBYIQ 0065S
000 222+ Liv+ 000222 .- £25'922 creere s yedBoud seade Buporgyesy Bnuap Ajisuelul uBLH 00856
ve9‘z+ ovs L. 806° 96 TV vy’ 89 *1rAoL10d 1043U0) Bnug {BUOLIEBN 3O 801330 'iBl0) 00255
- $99° L1~ 000'0E 000'0€ $99° LY ceoverrorraelue) jusussassy ABorouyss) Bnapasiunod 00955
v99° 2+ vzl 806°9Z yzz've v8L'9Z AR 0t -sasusdxa pue serJe(eg 0065$
1AoL10d [0J3u0) Bnag LBUOLIBN JO 91110 ODYSS
6168+ 990‘ 6+ 0£6° 9L Liv'89 ¥98° .29 AR "39Bpng pue juswobeuey Jo 921140 00£6S
isanbay paioeus e 1sanbay paloBu3
"SA LLLg TSA LLLE 9002 Ad $00Z Ad

{spuesnoyl ut sjunowy)
9002 604 1118 3HL NI QIONIWWOOIY SINNOWY ONV S1S3N03N 139008 ONY
5002 ¥04 ALTHOHLAY (TYNOILVOITE0) 139ang M3IN H0 INIWILVLS JAILVAVIWOD



236

1senboy
‘SA LiLg

4:i N : o
108'8-

(000“4-)

2611 165+
(085'GL1+)
(912'88€+)
(ges'94)
{org‘gL-)
(9ev-)

65171+
000’ €+
856" Z+
(18+)

686" L+
00+
00e+

pajoeuy
"SA LIt

06866 06866 eV 16 s
964'Z8 96.°25 £09°19 T
{000 0v) (000" 0%} (000" 1¥) e
S6L°89L° L SBL'89L'L gV0'212'2 e
(zoL'sge‘ 1) (zoir*ge8'L)  (2ze'soL’L) '
(1e0°9v0°v) (1e0'9v0'y)  (sig'yg9't)
(0g1°894) (og1'991) (zpy©191) T
{92¢'196) (18" 196) {zzz'086) T
(901 '80L) {901 '90L) (2v5'804) e
66V 02 66702 ove 6l e
g i 000" 6- .
89% 62 89v°6Z 89v°52Z .
00L'vS 009'¥S FAZAN i
(59662} (596°62) (ve8°'62) T
118°6L ZL9' Lt 888° ¢l e
6bv' 29 66v°29 6v1°29 s
I6's 1v6's iva's T
LLig 3senbay pajoeuy

9007 Ad 002 Ad

{spuesnoy} ut sijunowy)

9002 ¥04 1118 3JHL NI GIANIWKOIIY SINNOWY ONVY SLSINDIA 1390n9 ONVY
$00Z ¥04 ALI¥OHLNY (TYNOILVOITE0) 1390N8 M3N 40 INZWILVLS JALLVEVIWOD

©o s rgasuadxa Burledadp 00665
**AoLpod BpLM-JUBUUILBACY (OZES

Seedesiiessiesssiiccogan Jo jueukedsy 00985
R R EE R ety 00288
P I I IR ST ...‘MCOPHQLQQOQC_.ﬁPm.Dm Oowmm
Ceeeleeiiaiiiavesieasiogopds o |RIUSY 00585
seeeeer e cgyuoufed uoLitsinboe jueuw| eIsSUL 0oves
sreesrsseescer v eigUOLYRIRY B pUB SJiRdBY 00685

“r88131L108) 40 uvoLitsinboe pue uoLlONLISUO) 00285

1onuaAad JO A3LLILGQB|LBAR UO SUOLIEILULY 00L8%
ipuny sButping R8P4 006G

UOLIRIISLULWPY SIOLAISES [BIBUSD 00816

e eereeeeiaeelaiyg I SSLUNOY BULILIRK |BJBPOS DOLLS
el T yg 65 D8 OY 00915
Troeerereecr s tAYLIOYLNY SUCLIRLSY 404 (B48PAd 00615
e eeease i UG SO UOL306|T LBASPSY 00FLG
sesreeesaeeree e (518UBDY)  BJBUSY JORDAdSUT  00ELG

30 a0L130

S481JJPQ UOLIBIJIOdSUBAL PUB [BJUNIOBLYDLY

suoLledodiog edueansul jisodag 1BA9DBY 00Z.S

‘UOLSSLWHO) DOURISLSSY UOLIDALT Q01Z6
St ru0LSS LUWO] A191BG 1ONPOUd JBWNSUOY) 000LS
L

S3IONIDY INIANIJIONI - TIA FTLIL

00699
00899

0599



237

--- evLL- zaL'g z81'9 szE'el ’ " UoLIe401SeS pue Siiedey DOZIO
--- 2/9- 88 8- 881" 8- 018'2- : : *13g9p 4O uOLIANPIY 00LLY
--- 182+ y16'6¢ v16°SE 129'6¢ Tttt UBALYOJE SPUODRJ DLUCJIOB(T 00019
000°c+ 991 61+ G16'€82 $16'082 608 '¥92 e ©+gesuedxe Buiietsdy 00609
UOLIBIISLULWPY SPJODBY PUB SOALYDLY {BUOLIEN 00809
00z g+ 129+ 006'€ 004 6lz°'¢ HOLIEPUNOZ |1BPA ') SLJLJIOKN ‘|2IOL 05209
002" 1+ 109+ 0061 004 662" 1L e cretereccepung uOLIN|OSSY 8INGSLE {BIUSWUOLLAUT 00/08
000 2+ oZ+ 000'Z - 086' ) e Treecpung ISNAL LLEPY "X SLJH0W 00909
UOLIBPUNOY [1BPR ‘X SLJ4OW 00509
00z 1+ 002" 1+ s0z'g¢ S00° 28 S00° .8 e *'pJBOg UOL108101d SWOISAS 1LJoW ‘{BIOL 05509
.- -~ 509'Z 609'Z c09'Z creeeterttososuadXs BALIBJISLULMDE UG UOLIBILWLT 0O0S
002" 1+ 002" 1+ 009'5¢ 00p’ ¥ 00v' ve R e "sasusdxa pue salie(es (0£09
pJEcg UOL308104d SWBISAS 1LJoW 00209
000‘2- 081’201+ 820412 940°612 268'601 SrreccUOLIBJISLULUDY SBOLAJAS |BJBUSY ‘lElo) 00108
- fAZAS 0€0°'S4 0£0°G4 882'vi e “*Upung 403U8) UDLIBWIOJUT USZLILY [B4SPO4 000D
- 000901+ - --- 000°80L- Gt {uoissioses) pung sBuipling (B19Pad DO66S
- 6zL- 2562 z56'C 180°¢ C1rUUSIUBPLSAUd JOWI04 JOJ JSBIS 831440 PUB SSOUBMOLLY 00965
000'2- vTe 000 000'S 9/6'2 - e St pung JUSWLIBA0H OLUDJIIO3(T 006G
.- 868" b+ OLv'EY oLy ey z\0'zh - e terttt|B4BUSD 40308dSUT 4O 291440 00VES
1sanboy pejoeusy LLLe jsenbey paloeuy
"SA {118 "SA LitE 9002 Ad 5002 Ad

{spuesnoyl uL sjunowy)
8002 ¥04 1718 3HL NI GIONIWWODIM SLINNOWY ONV S1S3ND3Y 1390ng ANV
5002 ¥04 ALIMOHINY (TWNOILVOITE0) 1IOANG MIN 40 INIWILVLS IAILVHVAWOD



238

IS+ LS5b+ 98.'91 62¢' 91 62£'91 Trrrrenees ‘' 585UBdXd SALIBJISLULWPE UC UOLIRILWLY 001£9
— .- (25" gL 127 -5 T ‘{Bdousg 40308dsul O 8ILII0 000E9
299°Z+ 66192~ 6£9°201 210° 004 pEy LT : $05uBdX8 BALIBIISIULEPE UD uOljeILULY 00629
69G'¥- oS p- 756'641 125' vzt 96Y ' ¥ZL e creteecreeseecccccc-sgsuadxe pue soLteles 008Z9
H:GEQMNCMZ {auuosiad L0 antiso 0D0LzZe
- .. ayL it TARA 8pi’ Ll TRy T SDLYIE JUBHILIBAOYD SO 801340 00929
- 0z6' g+ 000°841 000°9L1 080'¥iL - ‘e ruotiesodao) juewissAutey pooysoqubiaN 00529
.- 000" L+ 000" t- 000° 1~ 000°8- sorrecrrececcccsaoue|eq pajebliqoun jo uoissiosay 00vz9
- y19+ 00492 004°'9. 990°9L ARARARRAREE AR sesuadxs pue sslieleg 00£29
ipJleog >u‘®%mm cowumHLOQMC&L._. LBUCLIEN 00229
- AR 056 056 266 srrveccccpuny ueop Butajoasd juswdopsasp A3iunuwwo) 00129
--- (£1+) (gzg) (eze) {oi€) {spuny 83e40d100 'sasuadxs ULWPE UO UCLIBILWLTY) 00029
- .- (000 008" L) (000'00G6°L)  {(D00'0OG'L)  ~rcrrrrott Tt (sueop 39841p uo uotleliwy) 00819
1A3pL1oey A3pinbry eA3UBD 00419
JUOLIEBJISLULWPY UOLUN 3LPS4] (BUOLIEN 0O9LY
00§01+ ZiL v £80'6Z¢ €86 v1¢ 116 0LE T rULWDY $PJODSY PUR SBALYOLY (BUOLIEN ‘B30l 00519
00S L+ oG ' T+ 005°2 .- 096'v R T sorcocrweaBoud sjuedg tuOLSSLWMOD  OOBLY
SP.003Y PUR SUOLIEDL(GN4 [BOLIOISLH {BUCLIEN 00E£L9
1senbay peilosuly LiLg 3senbay pajoeuy
"SA 118 SA 118 9002 Ad $00Z Ad

(spuesnoyl ut s3junouy)
9002 ¥04 1718 3IHL NI QIONIWW0OD3H SLNNOWY GNY SISINDIY 139008 ONV
500Z ¥0d ALIMOHLAY (TYNOILVOITTE0) 1390NE M3IN 40 INIWIFLVIS IATLVHVAWOD



239

.- (v96'9-) - - (yv6'9)
{r91°164+) (891°'€8+) (1oz'1s8'61)  {Le0'008'61) (££0°892°61)
pL8 9c+ §66 ' 8T+ 0L6'v86'6L 960°8v6° 61 G16°'65L 6L

- Ly 8+ 866 °8¥ 966° ¥ 158 0p

000° 62+ L6G ' 15p- Sowt 650°6v1 %mm%

.- y¥6' 9~ - - yv6'9

—-- 000 967~ --- .- 000°96v

05E’ v~ 162 Li+ 000°¢L 05€° 48 601'19 :
0SE' S+ Z90' 0p+ G0'S01 60419 Nmm ¥9

- 08y Gz+ 80L°19 604°19 622'9¢ :
0GE €Y+ 785 v+ ose'ey .- 89.'82

Log- -.- 667" 1 008°tL 667" L :
058° ¢~ 060°2- 000'¥2 058'5¢ 060'9Z :
.- .- 52e'Gl T4 18 SZE'GL

05v' L~ 851" 066+ LED" mvN 84 L8y evL gl €8 F«m 81

.- 000°00€+ ooo,muo.or 000°220° 01 oco.wnh.a

- 000° 1+ 000°9¢ 000'9¢ 000°S¢

--- 000852+ 000‘€6E'8 000'¢68 '8 000'GEL°8
1sanbay paioru3z LiLg 3sanbeay paloeul

"SA LLtg “SA LLLg 9002 Ad S007 Ad

ARERREEER 90LALSS |R1SO4 SBIBIS POILUN

' rsuotietddoadde Aousbasuy
DI IR Y . “ay ,.‘y..‘v..m..co—,w,mn.(_QOLQQ<
.....maao:mm< juspusdapul ‘TIA 83t} 'ielOL

1T T34N0] Xel $91elS pajiun
'{e10L
A>ucwmuwsov A3LL1OB} UDLIBLPRIIL |LlBY

...... +rasaupasedsad Aousbisuy
crJaepA qusaand ut pepiactd uollersdoadde soueapy
cBuLpuny 9o0zZAd  LBIOIqNS

crrers30@ snopaasd up papiLaoad uolieradoadde asueapy
T pungd 90LALSS {E1SOd 8yl 01 jusmwAed

B0LALBG |B1SO4 $978IG pAILUN
mmmcmmmﬁwscx uo n*c::ou AousBeaojul SeiRlS paltuf

s v walsAg BVLALES BAL3IDB18S
cr{esuno) (eLosdg Jo 951340

yuswebeury |BUUDSISY O 801440 ' |BIOL

cropung A3LLLGESLQ PUB JUBIIBILIBY DAS LLALD) O} jusuhed
*raoueJnsul a1 esAojdwy ‘sjuejinuuy Joj judwAed 1A09
s1ljeuag ylieeH sesho|duy 'siuelinuuy Jo) judwhed 1A09

{spuesnoyl ulL sijunouy)
900Z ¥04 7118 3HL NI Q3ANIWWOOIM SLNNOWY OGNV S1SINDIY 139008 NV
G00Z ¥0d4 ALTNOHLAY (TWNOILVOINGO) 139aNE MIN 40 INIWILVLIS JALLVHVINOD

05259
00298
00159
00059
056v9
00659
00899
004%9
009v9

00sve
00ev9

002v9
00199
000¥9
006£9
008¢9
00.£9

00gE9
00€€9



240

- 000°'GZL+ .- .- 000°'62ZL-
.- 000°6Zt+ .- - 000621~
.- (€1+) (g2e) {ezg) (o1g)

- .- (000'006°1) (000°008° 1)  (000°00G°L)
.- (18+) (596'62) (596'62) (vgg'62)
(osc'vi-) (162" 11+) (000'¢L) (ose'/8) (60L£°19)
- {08y ' g2+) (601" 19} (602°19) (622 '9¢)
--- (000’9114} (000" 1-) {000°1-) (000" L1~}
1senbeay paioeul g 1sanbey pajoeuly
"SA 1118 "SA 1118 9007 Ad 5002 Ad

......... roLilg syl ‘suorstaoud (essuay tlelo]

(L8 StUl ‘SUCLSLACGL (BJIBUBYS - TIIA O13LL

*{spun} sjelodios uc uotiejtwi)
e T (sueo| 198JLP UO UOLIBILWLT)

e RS - (1a4suBay Ag)
4BOA Juslund uL pepracud uotiersdosdde asueApy
30e snotasud Ul papiacdd uvoriecsdosdde asueapy
e R e e suoLSSLOSOY

{spuesnoyy UL sjunouy)
9002 ¥0d4 7718 IHL NI CIANIWKOOFE SINNCUWY ONV SIS3IN0IY 139008 ONV
G00Z HO4 ALINOHLNY (TYNOILVOINE0) 139008 MIN 40 INIWILVIS IAILVAVIWOD

00z89

TrTtUUSRULY MOU -UD1EW OJUL SHH 00198

00099

00868
00.59
00859
00559
00vas
00€59



241

G06°656 ¥+ S8V 964" L+ 00L'666'69 $64°GE0'G9 GLZ'E6L'@Y T rtroooorerertrcrcreco1e10] AJRUOLISIOSEE 00429

(cpz'0s2'8+)  (159'ses'6+)  (0s8'veo'ect) (L08°vie'0ti) (661°66¥°EEL) AR

. (121°9514) . . (121 951-) e 00 dBgsURLY)

.- (169'951-) (596 ‘62) (596'62) (959°'991) srrersrrecseeseses e (Qagsuesy Ag)
- (000" 6€2) (000" 682) (000'8€L) IR

(ees'ivs'z+)  (pe9'esg‘z+)  (008‘lzz'sy)  {190°989'sy) {99i'sZe'sy) -

(080 65+) (604 192'Y) (602°192'%) (629'202'v)  30B snorasud ul

csovunosads Aueisbpng {e3101 16N

<+ {Ayidoyzne 3oesyuos jdwexy)
v {suorieBiiqo vo uotjelLwiT)
{osg viL-) (162" L1+) (000 €22° %) {oge 29z'y)  (602°192°%)  4e9A 1usauno ul papiaoud uorieiadosdde soueApy
- ui papiacuad uotieradoudde soueapy

reoerg3dienas Aprsqgns aalLiebey

Ty
*rrrSuU0L3081 (00 BuLl19sLy0
*rsuotiertdosdde Acuabieugy
ceeeeesseeos s gig ey adoaddy
eerseaeesasceseena (a0} |B303 PURLS

009.9
00s.9

00v.9
00149
000.9
00699
00899
05.99
00,99
06999
00959
06699
00599
05v99

000" 26~ 000'¥E8+ 000°910°Z~ 000656 1~ 000°0s8'Z- e

(000°502° 4+)  {(s89 1L1'4+)  (000'69P-) (000'v29°L-)  (S89'0p9 L-) ' Tt tALLJIOYINE JOBUILOD SO UOLSSLOSSY
(225" 122+) (805 681+) (120°96v'2-) {(svz'siz'z-) (641'Z89°'C-) -

{(rOL+) (g9z*1-) {068°2.-) (co0'eL-) (19'14-) AR

.- (¥v0'85Y"'1-) wn e (ppo’65p L) e

(621'c28'v+)  (292'588°1+)  (806°2£9°98)  (622'v9.°18) (gvi‘zsi'#g) " -

016°822' 9+ 210°289° T+ 050'811°06 OvS'688'€8  EE0'LEYIL8
1sanboy paioeuy pLeg 3sanboy pajoeuly

"SA (118 "SA L1tg 9002 Ad G002 Ad

{spuesnoyy ut siunouy)
9002 d04 7718 IHL NI CIONIWW0OIH SINNOWY ONY S1S3ANDIY 1300nd ONY
GO0Z HOd ALINOHINY (TWNOILVOITE0) 1390NG MIN 40 INIWTLVIS IJATLVEVAEWOD



242

0SE pi+

000° 92+
000° 0%~
000'8L-

31senbay

"SA Litg

000" L+
000 LEZ+

[5:T AN

pajoeuy
"SA LLtg

000°00Z'¥- 000 002"
000°€L- 0s¢’ 18-
.- 00092~
e 000 0V
- 000°81
000" 1- 000" 1~
000°'8EL 000°8¢L
0008~ 000°55-
tieg }sanbay
9002 Ad

000" ¢~
000°1£2-

pajveuy
5002 Ad

{(spugsnoyy uL silunowy)

b 000'002 - e
602° L9~ e

s (Aaolepuell) puny UOLINLOS8JS JI1SH
...... © A3 LA04INE IOBUIUOD O} IND gLV
e *aoURISLSSE |BIUSJ PASBQ-luBUSY
..... Serereeersaesae o il a1as B3SO0

rsuotieridosdde aosueapy
shreecc {1y T098) sadueieq JO uUOLlB||SouB)

oo {pLp ‘098) A0H-3 03 seouBieBg JO J9jSued)

et Anow $29g) >uuwao;a 0 9sea{/o1ES VSO

T uc:p mmcwupp:n {e4apad

...,,.‘...... P
s cpuny BULALOA®S UL SN
..Aucwcmsumav unma aLignd syl 4o neaung
PP, A e suswysnipe gL

e ...4..Auk4mov f38188 auliadid

00004
00668
00969
00569
0068
001869
00069
00689
00/89
00989
00689
00ve9
00z89
00649

rsyjusuisnipe Burdsaveuaoos 00879

900Z ¥0d4 11189 3HL NI QIONIWHOIIY SINNOWY ONY S1S3N0IY 1390N8 ONV
S00Z ¥04 ALINOHLAV (TWNOILYSIT80) 1390N8 MIN 40 INIWBLVLS 3ATLVIVANOD



243

(€65 8pL ' §+)

(g€L 196 2+)
(000" 25~)
(000’502 " 1+)
(£25°122+)
(v0L+)

(621288 'v+)

{5z 1e2 1+)

(2Z1'9G1+)
(169'951-)
(veo' 868 2+)
(080 65+)
(000°ve8+)
(589 20p " L+)
(80668 1+)
(592" 1-)
(vpo 65y 1-)
(299" 11E°€+)

(o8 688 veL) (192" 1vL'0ZL) (S09°'8S9'L2Z1)

.- - (Lz1'951-)
(596°62) (596°62) (959'981)
{000'6€2) (000" 6€L) {000 6EL)

(190'989'6t) {991 62¢'6p)
(60,7 192°v)  (B29'zZoT'v)
(000'656'L-)  (000'068°2-)

(008’ 12T 8¥)
(B0L*192'v)
(000'910°2-)

(000" 69%-) (000'v29°1-) (689°148'4-)
(120'96v°z-) (epz'eiL'2-) (621°289'C-)
(968 zL-) (0o0'€s-) (1e9°12-)

(806°'G12"98)

(yy0'65¥° 1)
(6z2'828°18) (19Z'vOb €8)

*s004n0s94 Auelabpng (e101 puedb 18y

creeretsisieiesc (100 aBjsUBIY)

-...<......,....:..ALQPWCNL“ %mv
sesorr{A314043ne 10BL3UOD Jdwexy)
*(suoriefi|qo uo suotleltwty)

108 snoiassd uL papiaosd uoijeiadosdde soueapy

crrerrcegydisoaa Apisgns sapiebop
A} La0Ulne 10BJIUOD SO UOLSSLOSaY

Serieeecee e guo L es 1 0SBY
s eyo1308 {00 BUL3IISSES0
R R R Y Py g
_......,...........mco.pwmwgao._un<

- {Buidesnaions Buipniout) |10} pueuy

+~sjuswisnipe Bulrdeaxauooss '|ejof

‘suotietudosdde Asusbasws ‘' ejolqQng

teeerers e e RUBUGLIBUDS LD SSUDLBPUON
..-‘......‘.<.v......>LomQHmo >N;EQ‘PI
1119 s1y3 ul suotrjeradoadde Aouebuawe s597

0ovil
00€LL

00Z1e
00014
05604
00802
06204
00404
00904
00504
00v0L
00€0L
0020L

ooLoz
04007
9004

ZE00L
0z0sL

098°902° 9+ L19°ZEE v+ 060 €26°58 06191164 6EV ' 066" 18
08912~ 65 G¥9 ' L+ 000°56} ¥~ 0S€°€LL v Y65 0Y8' G-
.- YPO6GY L+ i i yr0 eSY -
e LA SV A T4 i b o' ise-
- 000'202° 1+ - m-- 000°202°1-
1senbay paioeus 118 3senbay pajoeus
"SA Lilg "SA LLtE 9002 A4 G00Z Ad

{spuesnoyl ut siunouy)
9002 ¥0d 1118 3HL NI O3ONIHHOOTH SINNOWY ONV SIS3N03Y 139004 ONV
G00Z ¥Od4 ALINOHINY (TYNOILVOITE0) 1390N8 M3N JO INIWILVIS FATLVIVAWOD



244

092'90Z' 9+

(0s9'12-)
(015822 9+)
098'90Z" 6+

3sanbay
'SA 1Lt

185'29L"€+
$20° 045+
¥Z0' 018+
119288 v+
(¥65'Gv9 ' 1+)

{£10'289'Z+)
L19°ZEE P+

paioeul
‘SA [iid

000°5£6° 99 GYYVZLI09  EipiTLL'ES T s s “o ot AJBUOLIBIISLP |BIOL 00522
ooo.mmm.ww m*qsvwh>ow mP.V.NN.P.mw PRI R vr e v e ¥ v ey oy R S TR .v.><>LmC°FHm(~°m‘PQ OOMNN
050'886° 91 Sy LB6'8L  9ZO'@Ip'eL Tttt : SRR *Adoyepuew Le30L 00222
050°886' 81 Gh1'166'8L  9z0'8Lp'al e B e K oyepUER 0002L
060'£26'58 06L'9LL'6L  GEP'OBSGTLE Tttt ot fJeuo1)8dos1p pue Asolepued [B10) 0061/
{000'S6L v-)  (0SE'ELL'¥-) (¥6G OpE'g-) <ccctctrreercecccrrecrsyusuisnipe Butdesyauoos 00212
(0s0'gLi’'06)  (ovs'688°€8) {(ceo’ieyzg) o Serereeriecesieescecsico g SIGT UL STUNOWY 009LL
050'£26° 58 06L°9LL" 6L  BEP'OBG'IE Tttt s+ o+ {sjuewisn[pe Buipniout) '[BICL 00§1L
g 1sanbay paioeus

9007 Ad S00Z Ad

{spuesnoyl ul siunowy)
900Z ¥0d4 7718 FHL NI QIONTUKOITY SLNNOWY ONY SISINDIY £390nd (Nv
GO0Z ¥O4 ALINOHLINY (TYNOILYSITE0) 139008 MAN 40 LNIWILYIS FATLVEVIWOD



245

059" 1~ 000'95+ 000081 069° 181
059'1- 000° 95+ 000’081 069° 181
00€°ZLe i+ 806" 91€+ 00£'zLZ' L men
(00£189' 1+) (99’ GER+) (000 ‘zZ8Y " 8) (00L'v28'9)
(000'g8¢+) (9GL 616+) (002602 L) (ooL°v2g'9)
00£'222° 1+ 806 ' 9LE+ 00£°ZL2' 1 .-

(19¢°198'6¢E)

{001’81y’ L)

(81¥'152°2+)

(£€2'966" 1+)

(giv'15z'2+)  loov'siv ey {L9e'198'se)

{£€4°965 " L+)

000'¥21

000’ pZi

261'656

(9ee'9v9° 1)

{yvs'069°9)
261556

(zz9'991°5¢)

(zz9'991'5¢)

gzo‘8Iv 8l

9zo'8Ly' 8l

Ceeeeiseciei(0ga) esussag ‘1e10)

{ALuo shepinc) sesh uotid
erceeecaasd e £ SBUOLIBIOS LD SSUBLAQ
;Aleyoiiedosip esodund eususy

‘BuLioos 18Bpng AuoBaled jisued] ssey
sereece s LuoBajeo jisuedy SSEY C|ejol
sereeee s (LU0 SABLINO) JBBA JOLAd

Totr(suoriebLigqo uo uoiieyputy)
...y.v.‘.<.-...-...‘>l_°mmu.m0 H_.MCNL.—. W%Qz

<+ Buysoos 18bpng AscbBojes Aemybiy

s rRi0Baien Aemybiy ‘|elof

T (Apuo sAepino) sesk uoiayg

sroreeereooc(suorebiiqo uo uorleipmty)
.4...¢....;.4..,..c<.>...>hoamu.w0 >W;£&_(I
cAdeuoileaosig
P I ] .....-..)LO%@UCN: .FNUOP
....:‘.........'.A>~CO m>ﬂhw—)0v kN@%LOPL&
-.v.v....‘.A-"..v..<.‘.‘v.....'....XLQVmucmz

NOILONAA A8 dvO3

00vvL
00EvL
00Z¥L
00i¥L
coovs
006¢L
008EZ
00.¢Z
009€L
00seL
0oyel
ooreL
00ZeL
0stel
000eL
0062L

008ZL
00Lze

00924

G69°€- Y20 045+ 050'886'81 SPL'166'8L
569°€- ¥20° 045+ 050°986'81 SPL 166°8L
1sanbay psyoeul Lig 3sonbay
‘8A LLLE TSA Litg 8002 Ad

pajoeuy
G002 Ad

{spuesnoyy uil siunouy)
900Z ¥0d4 TTIS 3HL NI GIONIWWOOTY SLINNOWY OGNV S1S3NU3Y 139an8 INV
SO0Z ¥0d ALI¥OHLAY {TYNOILVOITHO0) 1390N8 MIN 40 INIWILVLS JALLVAVAWOD



246

098'902° 9+ LI9'ZEE ¥+ 050'€26'48 061'9LL" 6 6EY'06G°18 "+ rAJeUoL1BJOS LD pue AJolepuey ‘|elo)

655 01T 9+ 185'29L°¢€+ 000'5¢6°'99 SYp'vZL'09 giprzLLieg ot AieuoLiedostg flelol
§GZ'8C6 v+ 6L0'9bb €+ 00L°299°59 ShyvZL' 09 129'912'29 "~ Kseuo131auosip esodund (easueg [eyo)
S08°BEE Y+ 6L0° 068 €+ 001'28v'G9 664'2v5' 09 A DA VA B U esuaiepuoN f(eic)

“o- .- - .- .- rerrerrcer s (LU0 SABLING) dBAA JOLAd
506'6€6 ¥+ 6.0'06€ €+ 00L'2Z8¥° 59 S64'Z¥S 09 129°280°'29 AJBUOLIDIOSLD BSUBLOPUON
1senboy pajoBul LeLg 1senbey paioeuy

"SA Liig ‘SA t1tg 8002 Ad S00T Ad

(spuesnoy} uL sjunouwy)
9002 d0d4 71718 JHL NI GIONIWWOIIY SINNOWY ANV SLSINDIY LIIANE ONY
5002 ¥0d ALINOHLAY (TVYNOILVOITIE0) 139008 MIN 40 INIWILVIS JATLVUVAWOD

00054

006¥.

0osvL

004vL

008y.
006vL



247

ShY pTL 09 885'2¢Z' 28 i Sty vz 09 88G°2€2' L€ Tttty 11uOL1Bd0| (B AJBUOLIBUISLP L8DUN/JBAQ IVLIOL 00PLL

000’ G£6 99+ G21'G66°0V+ 000°6€6°'99 == geg'ses'sc T Crroccuopjenolie A4BuoLlaussLp (q)ZOE IYIOL 00£LL

G685 '0LZ g+ 185'29L° €+ 000°6£6°99 Sy yelL’ 09 civ'eLr'es Tty ottt (va Remybiy 00222
pue 1isueay ssew Buipnjoul) ALeUOL3IBIDSLP WVIOL 0042

NOLLYO0TTV (9)20€ A¥VNOILINOSIQ 00167

1senbay pajoeuy LeLg 1sanbay paioeuy
"SA LLig “SA (1ig 9002 Ad G00T A4

{spuesnoyy ui silunouy)
9007 ¥04 7718 FHL NI GIONIWKWOO3M SINNOWY NV S1S3003¥ 139018 ONY
G00Z ¥Od4 ALINOHANY (TYNOILVSITE0) 139018 MAN 40 INIWILVLS IATLVAVIWOD



ADDITIONAL VIEWS OF HON. DAVID R. OBEY AND HON.
JOHN W. OLVER

Several factors contributed to a number of serious problems in
the fiscal year 2006 Transportation, Treasury, HUD, Judiciary,
District of Columbia, and Independent Agencies Committee re-
ported bill.

PRESIDENT’S BUDGET WAS INADEQUATE

The President’s budget request inadequately funded numerous
agencies. The Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) pro-
gram, the Community Development Financial Institutions (CDFI)
fund, and the High Intensity Drug Trafficking Agencies (HIDTA)
program were all significantly under funded and proposed for
transfer to other Departments. Amtrak was zeroed out creating a
nearly $900 million reduction from the FY05 enacted level. His
budget also featured hundreds of millions of dollars of fee increases
and rescissions for which the Subcommittee also had to find fund-
ing.

SUBCOMMITTEE ALLOCATION WAS ALSO INADEQUATE

Although the Subcommittee’s 302(b) allocation addressed some of
the shortfalls and gimmicks, overall budget constraints kept the
Appropriations Committee from fully making the Subcommittee
whole. The overall lack of funds to address national needs such as
Amtrak and community development is the direct result of the Ma-
jority’s 2006 Budget Resolution. As the Majority Leader pointed
out:

“This is the budget that the American people voted for when they
returned a Republican House, a Republican Senate and a Repub-
lican White House last November.”

Based on the Majority Leader’s logic, the American people voted
to kill Amtrak, to cut CDBG and to terminate the HOPE VI,
Youthbuild and Brownfields initiatives at the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development.

COMMITTEE REORGANIZATION LED TO DIFFICULT TRADEOFFS

Under the reorganization proposal mandated by the Republican
Leadership, a number of unrelated priorities are now grouped to-
gether in this bill. Instead of simplifying the process, as the Repub-
lican Leadership claimed it would, this reorganization created a bill
that is made up of several disparate parts without any common
theme among them. Departments and agencies that were key com-
ponents of five separate Subcommittees as recently as three years
ago have now been lumped together into a single bill. This struc-
ture inevitably leads to trade-offs among programs that will harm
some agencies at the benefit of others. The Transportation, Treas-

(248)
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ury, HUD, the Judiciary, District of Columbia and Independent
Agencies reported bill has essentially become an Omnibus bill.

The Committee’s reorganization placed this Subcommittee in the
unenviable position of having to decide between funding transpor-
tation or housing programs, between funding for the judicial
branch or funding for the White House, between funding for tax
law compliance or election assistance. All are serious national re-
sponsibilities that we are obligated to meet. They will not all be
met by this bill.

Unfortunately, in their vote on the budget resolution earlier this
year, the Majority decided that super-sized tax cuts for millionaires
are more important than properly funding these priorities. As a re-
sult, Amtrak as well as several HUD programs are zeroed out or
significantly under funded.

THE COMMITTEE BILL WILL SHUT DOWN AMTRAK

National passenger rail as we know it will cease to exist if this
bill becomes law.

Taken at face value, the Majority’s proposal will shut down near-
ly half of the routes that Amtrak operates and deny more than 20
states of Amtrak service. We believe, however, that it will be im-
possible for Amtrak to continue to operate even a limited number
of routes under the funding levels and terms of this bill.

If one were to play out what will happen if this Amtrak proposal
is enacted, Amtrak will be placed in such a financial bind that it
will terminate all intercity passenger rail service, including the
Northeast Corridor. It will even have a ripple effect of disrupting
commuter and freight rail services throughout the country.

The Majority’s calculations with respect to the eighteen routes
that would remain are overly optimistic. The $550 million provided
is insufficient to maintain even a limited level of service. Of this
amount, the bill sets forth $500 million for operating costs and $50
million for capital.

Fiscal year 2006 operating expenses cannot be covered for $500
million—even if Amtrak only operates a reduced number of routes.
The closure of some routes would result in the layoff of thousands
of Amtrak workers. First year severance obligations to these em-
ployees would total as much as $300 million or more and severance
costs would continue for several years. After mandatory debt serv-
ice payments of $275 million to $287 million and mandatory labor
payments of $300 million or more are made, no funds would be
available to operate even a few routes and no funds would be avail-
able to invest in sorely needed capital upgrades.

The $50 million set aside for Northeast Corridor capital projects
is also wholly inadequate. The amount provided in the bill is less
than ten percent of Amtrak’s fiscal year 2006 capital grant request
of $787 million. It is also insufficient for covering mandatory life
safety expenditures including work on the Penn Station tunnels
and repairs on high-speed tracks required by Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration track safety regulations. Under this bill, the North-
east Corridor would remain in a state of disrepair and Amtrak
would continue to be vulnerable to a bridge or tunnel failure that
could have catastrophic effects for Amtrak, commuter rail and
freight rail operations throughout the Northeast.
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The Committee reported bill also fails to provide any funding for
other capital needs outside the Northeast Corridor, including le-
gally required inspections and maintenance on equipment and
tracks, infrastructure outside the Northeast and necessary Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act accessibility projects.

If national passenger rail ceases to operate, it will be a tragedy
caused by this Administration. The Amtrak board consists solely of
Bush appointees. The so-called reform proposals that would oblit-
erate the current system are all being pushed by President Bush’s
Department of Transportation. The inadequate funding provided by
this bill will be the final nail in Amtrak’s coffin.

HousiNG PROGRAMS WILL BE SEVERELY IMPACTED

The Committee bill shortchanges many important housing and
community development activities. To say that the Committee has
placed a high priority on funding for our communities and for hous-
ing low-and moderate-income persons would be highly misleading.

In what amounts to house cleaning, the Chairman chose to “clear
out the underbrush” at HUD by eliminating or transferring several
smaller programs. The Section 107 programs were transferred and
merged with the activities under Policy Development and Research.
Many other programs are zeroed out by the subcommittee includ-
ing: Brownfields, Empowerment Zones, section 108 loan guaran-
tees, and La Raza activities. All of these programs have contributed
to the improvement of our communities.

Another program zeroed out in the Chairman’s mark deserves
special mention: Youthbuild. Youthbuild provides a valuable serv-
ice by building or rehabilitating housing for homeless or low-income
people in their own communities while helping young people com-
plete their education.

The President proposed that Youthbuild be transferred to the De-
partment of Labor, but he has not presented to Congress legislation
to carry this out. In the meantime, neither this Subcommittee, nor
the Labor-HHS Subcommittee chose to fund the program. This very
effective and worthwhile program was not funded simply because
two subcommittee chairmen could not agree on jurisdiction and re-
fused to take responsibility and pay for it.

While the Committee provided an increase above the President’s
request for public housing capital and operating funds, the amount
for the public housing capital fund has decreased by more than 20
percent since fiscal year 2000 and the public housing operating
fund has increased a mere four percent in that same time period.
The demand remains high and the need is great. Currently there
is a backlog of around $20 billion in public housing capital funding
needs and the operating fund needs continue to grow because of
factors like the high costs of energy.

Additionally, funding for the Revitalization of Severely Dis-
tressed Public Housing—HOPE VI—has been eliminated by the
Committee. HOPE VI transforms the nation’s worst public housing
into mixed-income urban communities. These grants serve as the
critical seed capital to leverage additional public and private sector
investment in distressed neighborhoods.

Finally, the two fair housing programs at the Department were
cut in the President’s request and agreed to by the subcommittee—
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Despite the fact that more than 3.7 million fair housing violations
still occur annually. Incredibly, despite HUD’s advocacy and the
fact that homeownership rates are at all-time high, the home-
ownership gap between white and blacks is worse now than in
1940.

OTHER ASPECTS OF THE BILL

Despite the Amtrak and housing problems identified above, the
bill contains a number of items with which we strongly agree. The
Subcommittee provided significant increases for surface transpor-
tation funding (excluding Amtrak) and aviation programs. Further
investment in the transportation infrastructure is vital for the safe-
ty and well-being of all of our constituents.

The Federal Courts received a significant increase over the FY05
enacted levels. It is our hope that these funding levels can be sus-
tained so that court personnel can remain at the current levels dur-
ing fiscal year 2006.

The Chairman included language precluding the IRS from clos-
ing Taxpayer Assistance Centers until all the Committee’s serious
concerns about the proposal’s impact on customer service are ad-
dressed. The Administration’s plan to close 68 Taxpayer Assistance
Centers seems to be an ill-conceived initiative driven by budget de-
cisions rather than an exercise in good management and sound
customer service.

The provisions that allow the District of Columbia to administer
locally generated funds are an important step and we applaud the
Chairman for this effort.

Within housing, the Chairman wisely rejected the President’s
proposal to transfer the Community Development Block Grant pro-
gram to the Department of Commerce and instead kept the pro-
gram at the Department of Housing and Urban Development. Un-
fortunately, the funding level for the CDBG formula grants is down
by $250 million or six percent from last year’s level.

We are also pleased that the Subcommittee chose to include di-
rection to the Department regarding the public housing negotiated
rule on operating subsidies. HUD proceeded in publishing a rule
that blatantly disregarded the negotiations that occurred between
stakeholders and HUD. The subcommittee instructed the Depart-
ment to use this original negotiated rule.

The Subcommittee also recognized that the “snapshot” funding
formula used in fiscal year 2005 may have had an adverse impact
on some agencies in the section 8 voucher program. The sub-
committee is to be commended for their initial effort to correct
some of those problems created in 2005 with a set-aside of $45 mil-
lion. We look forward to working with the majority as guidelines
for distributing fiscal year 2006 section 8 funds are drafted during
conference.

Among independent agencies, the National Historic Records and
Preservation Commission grants program that is administered by
the National Archives and Records Administration is funded at
$7.5 million. This program that is important to historians and re-
searchers had been zeroed out in the Bush budget. The Chairman
also recognized the importance of the Udall Foundation by properly
funding the environmental mediation and trust fund accounts.
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CONCLUSION

It is difficult to imagine this is the budget for which the Amer-
ican people voted. On the whole, the Chairman did the best he
could given the circumstances. But the circumstances were wholly
avoidable.

The President could have presented to the Congress a budget
that was not riddled with gimmicks and new fees designed to hide
the fact that his own fiscal policies are failing the nation. The Con-
gress could have passed a sensible budget resolution that asked
people making more than $1 million this year to do with a slightly
smaller tax cut so we could fund important national priorities. That
did not happen. So we are left with a bill that will shut down Am-
trak, cut Community Development Block Grants, and terminate
several effective housing programs, including HOPE VI, Youthbuild
and Brownfields.

We do not believe this is the budget for which the American peo-
ple voted. Under the current leadership in the White House and
the Congress, however, this is the budget the American people are
going to get.

DAvVE OBEY.
JOHN W. OLVER.
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