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SUMMARY:. IMPACT.-OF-CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET

ACT ON FINANCE COMMITTEE

The Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (titles I-IX of Public Law
98-344), provides the mechanisms and procedures for Congress to
establish its own annual Federal budget and to consider spending,
revenue, and debt limit legislation in the context of that budget. The
provisions of the act have a number of effects on the consideration of

* legislgtion handled by the Committee on Finance.

The major. provisions aflecting the Finance Committee are the
following :

1, By March 18 of each year, the Finance Committes must submit
s report to the Budget Committee estimating the effect that Finance
Committee legislation will have on expenditures, revenues, and the
debt limit during the next fiscal year, and presenting the committee’s
views and estimates with respect to revenues and the debt limit. By
request of the Budget Committee this date was pushed up to March 8
for this year. (Last year’s report appears in appendix A of this
pamphlet) :

2. Certain kinds of legislation have to be handled before specific
dates. Revenue and debt limit legislation for the upcoming fiscal year,
and legislation increasing expenditures in such areas as social security
and welfare, cannot be considered by the Senate before May 15. How-
ever, procedures are provided for waiving these restrictions, ordi-
narily by obtaining Budget Committee approval of a resolution per-

‘mitting immediate Senate consideration, Authorizing legislation

must be reported before May 15.

8. If the Finance Committee reports legislation affecting welfare,
medicaid, social services, and other non-trust-fund entitlement pro-
grams, and it exceeds the amount budgeted in the most recent concur-
rent budget resolution, the legislation is to be referred to the Appro-
priations Committee for 15 days.

4. By May 15, Congress completes action on a first concurrent
budget resolution for the coming fiscal year setting appropriate reve-
nue, spending, and deflcit levels, While the amounts shown in this
first resolution are not binding in the sense that they can subject a
bill to point of order, they are intended to serve as overall guidelines
in the consideration of revenue and spending legislation.

8. In September of each year, the Congress debates and adopts a
concurrent resolution setting appropriate spending, revenue, and debt
limi¢ levels for the coming fiscal year., The resolution can direct the
Fingnce Committee to report legislation raising taxes or cutting back
on spending programs within the committee’s jurisdiction. The over-
all spending and revenue totals in the second resolution are binding.

(1)
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T GONGRESSIONAL BUDGET AND IMPOUNDMENT
CONTROL ACT OF 1974 (PUBLIC LAW 93-344)

‘1. Overall Viéw

OUTLINE OF CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET PROCESS UNDER
PUBLIC LAW 93-344

On April 15 of each year, the Budget Committees of the House and
“Senate report to their respective Houses a concurrent resolution which
- is,in effect, a congressional budget document setting forth appropriate
levels for spending, revenues and public debt for the coming fiscal
year. The spending levels are broken down into functional categories
(such as “health,” “income security,” “national defense”). The rec-
ommendations in the resolution reported by the Budget Committee are
subject to debate and amendment. When agreed to by House and Sen-
ate (by May 15), the resolution represents congressional judgment
of the appropriate fiscal situation for the coming year, although the
amounts set forth in it are not otherwise binding,.

After the May 15 adoption of the concurrent resolution, action on
spending and revenue bills proceeds through early September. In the
first half of September, a second concurrent resolution on the budget
is considered by the Congress, which revises or reaffirms the earlier

- resolution and which can direct the appropriate committees to report
legislation changing spending, revenue, or debt limit levels (or any
combination of the three). Upon adoption of the resolution, com-
mittees directed to do so are to report the legislation called for by
the resolution, and this legislation is then debated by Congress as
part of a “reconciliation bill.” Public Law 98-344 calls for action on
this reconciliation bill to be completed by September 25, 5 davs before
the start of the new Federal fiscal year which will run from October 1
to September 80,

WAIVER OF RULES REGARDING BUDGET PROCEDURE

All the rules applicable to Senate procedures under the Congres-
sional Budget Act can be suspended by a majority vote of the Senate.
In addition, the act includes a special waiver procedure in connection
with the provisions requiring that authorization bills not be acted on
after May 15 and that revenue, debt limit, and spending bills (includ-
ing social security, welfare, etc.) not be acted on before May 15. If a
committee wished to have such legislation considered outside of the
prescribed time, it would report out & resolution providing for waiver
of the rule. This resolution would be referred to the Budget Commit-
tee which would have 10 days in which to consider and make its

(8)
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reoonunendations with respect to the waiver. Once the resolution is

- approved by the. Budget Committee (or after 10 days in any case),

the resolution of waiver would be voted upon by the Senate, and, if it
is approved, the Senate could proceed to consider the legislation,

2, Impact of Public Law 93-344 on Finance Committee

LEGISLATION WHICH RESULTS IN ADDITIONAL FEDERAL SPENDING

Annual report to Budget Committee—Each year, prior to the con-
sideration of the first concurrent resolution on the budget, each com-
mittee is required to make a report to the Budget Committee estimating
the amount of additional Federal spending during the coming fiscal

‘year which will result from legislation under the committee's juris-

diction, By statute this report is due no later than March 18, In recent
years, the Budget Committee has sent letters to each committee re-
questing that views also be provided with respect to the 5-year hudg-
etary outlook, The date by which the Budget Committee must report

~ the First Budget Resolution was pushed up 18 days this year. As &

result, the Budget Committee has asked the Finance Committee for
its report by March 8,

Report after adoption of conourrent budget resolution.—~The confer-
ence report on each budget resolution allocates the outlay and budget
authority totals among the various committees, Each committee is then

.- required, after consultation with the appropriate counterpart commit-

tee in the House of Representatives, to subdivide its allocation of new
budget authority and outlays among the programs under its jurisdic-
tion (or among its subcommittees)., These allocations subsequently
serye as the basis for scorekeeping reports and for judging whethor
particular legislative proposals are consistent with the budget
resolution.

Limitation on consideration of spending bills.—The Congressional
Budget Act provides that bills involving entitlement programs (such
as welfare or medicaid) and bills directly increasing budget authority
(such as social security or unemployment insurance) may not be con-
sidered in the Senate prior to the May 15 adoption of the first concur-
rent budget resolution. This requirement may be waived under the
special waiver procedure or by a majority vote of the Senate to suspend
this rule, The act also requires that action on legislation of this type be
completed by the seventh day after Labor Day. In addition, entitle-
ment legislation (other than trust fund legislation) reported after
January 1 of any year may not have an effective date prior to Octo-
ber 1 of that year. '

Deadline for reporting authorising Zegialatim.—-l'.egxslation which
authorizes appropriations (but does not necessarily require them)
has to be reported by May 15 preceding the fiscal year for which the

e BT (2 o Ry S o A ST A
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appropriations are% authorized. (The act includes a procedure under
which this deadline may be waived by Senate resolution ; the rule may

on Finance has jurisdiction over some programs which fall in this
category, such as grants to States for child welfare services and for
maternal and child health, However, if such authorizations are in-
cluded in social security trust fund bills (which may not be reported
prior to May 18), this provision does not apply.

Impact of concurrent budget resolutions on legislation.—The first
concurrent resolution, which is to be passed about May 15, sets targets
for spending in various areas, A second concurrent resolution is to
be passed in mfd-September, and this resolution not only sets appro-
priate spending levels but may direct the committees having jurisdic-
tion over spending legislation to report measures to rescind previously
enacted spending authority so as to bring spending for the coming
fiscal year within the levels determined to be appropriate, In the case
of the Committee on Finance, this may include a requirement that the
committee report legislation to defer or reduce benefits under entitle-
ment programs including both trust fund programs (such as unem-
ployment insurance or social security) and non-trust-fund programs
(such as welfare, social services or medicaid).,

After the beginning of a fiscal year, new spending measures for that
fiscal year would be subject to a point of order if they would cause
the spending limits in the concurrent resolution passed just before
the beginning of that year to be exceeded. In the case of the Com-
mittee on Finance, this limitation would apply to entitlement legisla-
tion dealing with both trust fund and non-trust-fund programs. (A
new concurrent resolution could, however, be passed to authorize such
additional spending, or the rule could be suspended by a majority
vote of the Senate.) ,

While the budget totals included in the first resolutionare in the
nature of targets and are not strictly mandatory, they tend to establish
fairly irmly the guidelines within which the Congress considers legis-
lation affecting reyenues and spending, Thus, if unrealistic objectives
are used in setting first resolution totals, committees may subsequently
find their ability to act on desired legislation impaired.

Appropriations Oommittee review of entitlement bills—Legisla-
tion in such areas as supplemental security income, welfare, social
services, or medicaid creates an entitlement to payments on the part
of individuals or State or local governments even though these pro-
grams are funded through appropriation acts, The Congressional
Budget Act requires that any future legislation which would créate
new entitlement programs or increase existing ones must be referred
to the Appropriations Committee for a period of 15 days after it is

-
(
\

also be suspended by a majority vote of the Senate.) The Committee.. .. -
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reported by the substantive committee, if its enactment would exceed
the amount provided for in the most recent budget resolution. The
Appropriations Committes could not recommend any substantive
changes in the legislation (e.g., lower individual benefit amounts),
but it conld recommend an amendment to limit the total amount of
funding available for the legislation. If such amendment is approved
by the Senate, the substantive committee might have to propose a
further amendment to conform the legislation to that funding limit.

The requivement of referral to the Appropriations Committee would

not apply to legislation affecting existing Social Security Act trust

fund programs or other trust fund programs substantially funded
through earmarked revenues, It would also not apply to legislation
amending the general revenue sharing program to the extent that
such legislation included an exemption from that requirement.

In the past, refundable tax credits were treated for purposes of the
Congressional Budget Process as revenue reductions, Under revised
procedures adopted in 1978, the budget process now treats the refund-
able aspects of such credits as “outlays” thus bringing them within
the scope of the above described provisions related to Appropriations
Committee review of entitlement bills, In addition, the authority pre-
viously used for disbursing the refundable part of tax credits has been
the permanent appropriation for tax refunds. This permanent appro-
priation was amended in 1978 so as to require annual appropriations
for this purpose, The text of the provision reads as follows: -

' “No disbursement may be made from the appropriation to the
Treasury Department entitled ‘Bureau of Internal Revenue Re-
funding Internal-Revenue Collections’ except (a) refunds due
‘from any credit provision of the Internal Revenue Code enacted
prior to January 1, 1978.”. (Sec. 804, P.L. 95-858.)

Report on spending legislation—~The Congressional Budget Act
requires the committee, in reporting legislation involving increased
spending, to include in the report information showing how that
spending compares with the amount of spending provided for in the
most recent concurrent budget resolution and showing the extent to
which the legislation provides financial aid to States and localities.
In addition, the report is required, to the extent practicable, to pro-

~vide a projection for five fiscal years of the spending which will result
from the legislation,

LEGISLATION RELATING TCO REVENUES AND DEBT LIMIT

Annual report to the Budget Committee~—~The March 15 annual
report to the Budget Committee (due March 8 this year) which is
described above also must, in the case of the Finance Committee,
present its views and estimates of the committee with regard to rev-
enues and the debt limit. :
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No revenue legislation prior to May 16.—Under the Budget Act,
debt limit or revenue legislation for the upcoming fiscal year is not
in order for consideration by the Senate (or House) prior to the
adoption of the first concurrent resolution on the budget (about
May 15). This rule would not prevent action on revenue changes to
be effective in years after the upcoming flscal year. (A procedure for
waiving this limitation is provided for; the rule could also be sus-
pended by a majority vote of the Senate.)

The exact wording of this provision of the Budget Act is not entirely
clear. In 1978, the Senate Budget Committee adopted the position
that this restriction required that there be no increase or decrease in
revenues to become effective in the next fiscal year for which no budget
resolution had been adopted. In other words, under this interpretation,
there would always be one “closed year” for which no revenue change
could be considered. Consequently, a point of order was raised during
the consideration of the 1978 tax-cut bill (H.R. 18511) against an
amendment by Senator Roth on the grounds that it provided for a

revenue change effective in fiscal year 1980, (The first budget resolu- -
tion for-fiSal year 1980 would not have been adopted until approxi- -

mately. May 15, 1979.) The position of the Financs Committes was

_pkhat this restrictiol in the Budgét Alob gnly applied from the begin:

¥ ning of the calendar year, when the p¥ocess of developing the fiscal

1980 budget-resolution has begun. Once that resolution ‘has been ap-
proved, revenue changes may be considered throughout the remain-
der of the calendar year which would be effective for the fiscal year to
which the resolution applies and for any future fiscal year.

The point of order raised by the Budget Committee was sustained
by the chair, but the ruling of the chair was overturned by the Senate
on a vote of 88 to 48. This occurred on October 5,1978,

Impaoct of budget resolution.—As with spending measures, the first
concurrent resolution adopted in mid-May sets targets with respect
to revenue and debt limit legislation, and the second concurrent reso-
lution in September may direct the Committee on Finance to report
legislation to achieve the changes in aggregate revenues or in the debt
limit which the Congress determines to be appropriate. Such legisla-
tion would have to be reported in time to be included in the reconcilia-
tion bill which would be acted upon before the October 1 start of the
fiscal year. Once a second resolution on the budget is adopted by the
Congress, any legislation which would cause the total revenues to be
reduced below the level specified in the budget resolution would be
subject to a point of order. If the second budget resolution sets a rev-
enue target which exactly matches the projected revenues under exist-
ing law (or any expected modifications to existing law), even minor
bills having nearly negligible revenue impacts can be rejected on a
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.pbin of order. As indicated above in descnbing the impact of the -

resolution on spending legislation, even the “nonmandatory” first reso-
lution tends to be given great weight in the actual consideration of
legislation. Thus, if the first resolution includes unrealistic revenue
goals, the committee may face difficulties in the consideration of any
revenue legislation.

Reguired report on taw ewpenditures—The Congressional Budget
Act defines the term “tax expenditures” to include any revenue losses
nttributable to tax provisions such as income exclusions, tax credits or
deferrals; or preferential tax rates. The law requires that the commit-
tee report accompanying legislation to- provide new or increased tax
expenditures include information as to how such legislation will affect
the level of tax expenditures under existing law. The report will also
have to include (to the extent practicable) a projection of the tax
expenditures resulting from the legislation over a period of five fiscal
years, | .

Vg < 3 AR~ g
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Chart 1

Report to Budget

Committee

e Views and estimates of
Finance Committee on:

Expenditures
Revenues

Tax expenditures
Public debt

e Relating both to existing law
and proposals to change
existing law




Chart 1
Report to Budget Committee

Under the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, the Committee on
the Budget is required by April 15 of each year to report to the Sen-
ate a concurrent resolution on the budget which is, in effect, a pro-
posed congressional budget document setting forth appropriate levels
of Federal expenditure and revenue, surplus or deficit, and related -
matters. To assist the Budget Committee in making the judgments

necessary. to_develop. such. &. congressional budget the act also man-— -~~~

dates that each committee send to the Budget Committee its views
and estimates on those aspects of the budget which fall within its
jurisdiction. This report is due by March 15 of each year. This year
the Budget Committee has asked that the report be sent by March 8.

In the case of the Committee on Finance, the report to the Budget
Committee must cover the expenditure programs under Finance Com-
mittee jurisdiction which are listed on chart 3, Federal revenues, tax
expenditures, and the public debt. With respect to each of these mat-
ters, the committee is required to provide its views and estimates as to
the levels anticipated under existing law or under any changes to
existing law which the committee expects. The period to be covered
by the report to the Budget Committee is fiscal year 1983 (October
1982 to September 1983). The Budget Committee has requested that
committeés also include their views on the 5-year budgetary outlook.
The report sent to the Budget Committee last year is reprinted in
Appendix A of this document.

Section 301(c) of the Congressional Budget Act which deals with
the March 15 report to the Budget Committee is included in the
excerpts from that act which appear at the end of this pamphlet as
Appendix B.

(1)
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Chart 2

Economic Assumptions

The March 15 report to the Budget Committee that is required by

the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 represents the Finance Com-
mittee’s views as to revenues, expenditures and other budgetary mat-
ters for the coming fiscal year both under existing law and under any
anticipated changes. The level of these items, however, is affected not
only by legislation but also by various economic factors concerning
. which there reasonably may be differences of opinion. Thesge differ..iices
can reflect divergent viewpoints as to how the economy \ ill operate
and also divergent viewpoints as to the type of legislaticn that may
_be enacted and its effect on the operations of.the e« .mor.y. Different
programs are particularly sensitive to different aspects of ti. ~conom;.
For example, expenditur~~ »mder socis} security are sensitive 1 ‘he
Consumer Price Index since that program includes an automatic
cost-of-living increase provision. The unemploym. ¢ inziiance pro-
gram does not incorporate such a provision but is, of course, particu-
larly sensitive to the amount of unemployment. Revenues, similarly,
are strongly affected by the level of personal income and of corporate
profits, and, in the case of payroll tax revenues, by wages and salaries.
Personal income tax receipts also are affected by inflation, as rising

nominal wages increase taxable income. (Of course, after 1984, tax

rates will be indexed which will lower the amount of additional rev-

enue generated by rising prices and wages.) In addition, trends in

interest rates and the rate of inflation affect the cost of interest on the

public debt.

This chart presents a selection of the most significant economic in-
dicators as estimated in the President’s budget.

(18)
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Chart 3

Major Expenditure Programs
Under Finance Committee
Jurisdiction

@ Social security cash benefits (see
charts 4 and 5):
Old-age and survivors insurance
(OASI) ,
" Disability insurance (DI)
~ ® Unemployment compensation (see
chart 6)
® Welfare programs for families (see
chart 7):
Aid to families with dependent
children
Work incentive program
Child support enforcement

® Social services (see chart 8)

@ Supplemental security income for the

aged, blind, and disabled (see chart9)

® Health programs (see charts 10-12)
Medicare
Medicaid
Maternal and child health

® Revenue sharing (see chart 13)

® |Interest on the public debt (see
chart 13)
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Chart 3

Major Expenditure Programs Under Finance Committee
Jurisdiction

This chart lists the major programs involving an expenditure of
Federal funds which come within the legislative jurisdiction of the
Committee on Finance. Each of these programs is covered in more
detail in the following charts. Interest on the public debt is included

..as an expenditure program since it does constitute a significant part

of the Federal expenditures budget even though the level of expendi-
ture in this category is not subject to legislative control by the com-

listed.

Under a revision in the Congressional budget procedures adopted in
the 95th Congress, refundable tax credits are now treated as revenue
items insofur as they serve to reduce tax liability and as “outlay”
items insofar as they exceed tax liability. Because such provisions are
in fact considered by the committee and the Congress in the context
of revenue legislation, however, they are discussed in this document at
the same point as other revenue items. The refundable tax credit hav-
ing significant budgetary impact in fiscal 1083 is the earned income
tax credit.

(15)
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Chart 4

Social Security Cash Benefit Trust Funds—Financial Status for
Fiscal Years 1983-1987

The social security payroll tax supports the basic socia) security cash
benefit programs for individuals who work in employment covered by
that tax and their families. The old-age and survivors insurance
(OASI) program provides retirement benefits for insured workers
at age 62 and the disability insurance (DI) program provides benefits
for insured workers of any age who are unable to engage in substantial
work activity. Benefits also are provided to the surviving spouse and
children of deceased workers and to the dependent spouse and children

of disabled or retired workers.

- Ini fisca¥year 1983, 20.9 million people age 62 or over, and 8.6 million
of their dependents, will be eligible for social security retirement bene-
fits. About 7.5 million people will receive benefits because they are sur-
vivors of deceased workers, and 4.3 million moré people will receive
benefits because they are disabled workers or dependents of disabled
workers. In total, approximately 36 million people will be receiving
some type of social security cash benefits.

Several changes in the OASDI programs were enacted last year
as part of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (P.L.
97-38) and by the Social Security Amendments of 1981 (P.L. 97-123).
Among these were: ..

—elimination of benefits for new child beneficiaries entering post-
secondary school after April 1982 and phase-out of benefits to cur-
rent student beneficiaries over the next 3 years;

—limitation of the payment of lump-sum death benefits to surviving
spouses or children entitled to monthly benefits and not directly
to estates or funeral homes;

—offset of DI benefits to take account of receipt of other public dis-
ability payments when the total of such disability benefits plus DI
exceeds 80 percent of a worker’s pre-disability earnings;

—elimination of the minimum benefit for future beneficiaries;

—making sick pay subject to social security taxes until the individ-
ual has been off work 6 months;

—termination of benefits for a parent caring for a child beneficiary
when the youngest child reaches age 16; and

—one year postponement of the reduction to age 70 of the point at
which benefits are payable without regard to earnings.

a7)
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In addition, Public Law 97-123 authorizes interfund borrowing
on a temporary basis. After consulting with the other trustees, the
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to transfer funds among the
OASI, DI, and HI trust funds until December 31, 1982. Such trans-
fers are to be made on a loan basis, repayable with interest. The
conference report further states that loans may not be made to a trust
fund to insure the payment of benefits for a period in excess of 6
months, or beyond June 1983,

Despite these changes, the social security system faces significant
financial problems. Weak economic growth has constrained payroll tax
collections while inflation has resulted in relatively large increases
- in indexed benefits, Trust fund assets relative to cash benefit program
outlays have been seriously eroded because aggregate outgo has
exceeded income in the last 6 years.

Under the President’s fiscal year 1983 budget assumptions, the
present law reserves of the OASI trust fund, including the supple-
ments permitted under the interfund borrowing authority, are insuffi-
cient to finance full OASI benefit payments beyond June 1983. If
Congress reauthorizes interfund borrowing, reserves of OASI and the
other trust funds, together, are projected to fall below the potential
danger level of 13 percent of 1 year's outgo sometime late in fiscal year
1984 and remain there throughout the 5-year budgeting period. (See
Table 1.) Social Security actuaries consider 13 percent the critical
point because even a small error in the estimates or unforeseen filuctu-
ations in the flow of income and outgo may cause reserves to fall below
1 month’s benefits at some point during the year. The actuaries point
out that a ménémum 4 to 5 percentage-point spread between the poten-
tial danger level (13 percent) and the actual levcl of insolvency (9 per-
cent) is needed to avoid cash-flow problems.

According to the Office of the Actuary of the Social Security Ad-
ministration : “There is virtually no margin of safety in these projec-
tions. In other words, if actual future economic and demographic
conditions are even slightly less favorable than those assumed in the
budget, scheduled OASDI and HI tax income would be insufficient
and tax rate reallocation or extended interfund borrowing could only
postpone temporarily the financing problems of the trust funds.”

The Congressional Budget Office (CBO) fiscal year 1983 “base-line”
budget projections are even more pessimistic. They show the combined
reserves of the three trust funds falling below the level required for
solvency in fiscal year 1984 and remaining below that level throughout
the remainder of the 5-year budgeting period. Under these assump-
tions, insolvency could even result before the end of 1983,
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The following table compares the combined OASDHI reserve ratios
for fiscal years 1982-87 projected by the Administration and CBO.

TABLE 1.—ASSETS OF THE COMBINED OASDHI PROGRAMS AT THE BEGINNING
OF THE YEAR AS A PERCENT TO OUTGO DURING THE YEAR!

[In percent]

Fiscal year—
1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

Administration.................... 21 17 12 11 12
CBO base-line.................... 19 13 8 5 5
CBO pessimistic.................. 19 13 5 -2 -5

Calendar year?
1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

“Administration.................... 18 14 8 8 - - 9

{ Assumes interfund borrowln? is reauthorized,
2 CBO projections not available on calendar year basis. They would be approximately 4

percentage points lower than the fiscal year projections.
Source: SSA and CBO,
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Shown below are the projections of the operations of the individual
and combined trust funds under the Administration’s budget assump-
tions and CBO's “base-line” assumptions, :

TABLE 2.—ESTIMATED OPERATIONS OF THE OASI, DI, AND HI TRUST FUNDS
BASED UPON THE PRESIDENT'S FY 1983 BUDGET ASSUMPTIONS

{Dollars in billions)

Fiscal year—
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

Old Age and Survivors lniurahce

Outgo............. Cheane 1382 152,7 1666 1798 193.1 207.5
InCOM®........oouvvnunns 130.1 144.1 147.7 163.7 179.7 194.3
Year-end balance....... 158 72 -118 =279 -413 =545
Start-of-year balance
(as percent of outgo).. 17 10 4 -7 -14 -~20
Disability Insurance
outgo.........covvvuenen 184 189 196 204 214 226
Income................u. 22.0 19.4 28.8 36.5 41.5 46.3
Year-end balance....... 6.9 7.4 16.6 31.8 51.9 758.6
Start-of-year balance
(as percent of outgo). . 18 37 38 81 148 230
Hospital Insurance
Outgo...........covnene 343 39.5 45.0 51.7 59.1 67.4
Income.................. 38.7 42.2 45.7 50.9 58.6 64.4
Year-end balance....... - 22,8 25,2 26.0 25.2 24.7 21.7

Start-of-year balance

(as percent of outgo).. 53 57 56 50 43 37 .

Combined OASDHI

Outgo............con.n 1909 211.1 231.2 2519 273.6 297.5
Income.................. 190.8 205.7 222.2 250.1 279.8 305.0
Year-end balance....... 45,2 39.8 30.8 29.0 35.2 42,7

Start-of-year balance
(as percent of outgo). . 24 21 17 12 11 12

" Notes: fﬁ; income fi ‘ures for l983,andthe end-of-year asset ﬂgures for 1983 and later,

. ..{,eﬂ%:t tﬁe transfer of $6.4.billion from the Dl.trust fur§d7to the OASI trust fund under-the
nterfun borro&nlng authority provide ublic Law 97-123,

e estimated operations for OASI, OASDI, and total OASD! and Hl in 1983 and later are
tnegxgcal since, following the expiration of the present law interfund borrowing authority,
} e | trust fund would become depleted in the second half of 1983 when assets become
nsufficient to pay benefits when due.

Source: Social Security Administration, Office of the Actuary.
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TABLE 3.—FSTIMATED OPERATIONS OF THE OAS!, DI, AND HI TRUST FUNDS
BASED UPON CBO’S FY 1983 BUDGET ASSUMPTIONS

{Dollars in billions}

Fiscal year—
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

0'd Age and Survivors Insurance

outgo............... ... 1393 153,7 1674 182.7 198.4 214,
INCOMB.....ovvvenenenns 128,7 136.7 1494 167.7 184.6 200.5
Year-end halance....... 13.3 -3,7 =217 -36.7 -50.5 —64.4

Start-of-year balance

Disability Insurance

Outgo.....oooevevnennnn 18.8 20.0 20.9 216 22,3 23.6
INCOMB.c.euvvenernennnss 21.8 25.4 28.4 35.0 40.6 45.6
YOO!"Oﬂd balaﬂce ooooooo 605 1 109 1903 32.7 5100 73.0

Start.of-year balance
(as percent of outgo). . 18.1 32.3 56.7 89.3 146.7 216.1

Hospltalﬂlnébi'ahce

Outgo........cooovenenns 34.3 40.0 46.3 53.1 60.6 69.1
'ﬂcome ooooooo se 0080000 . 3850 4103 4501 5001 5704 62.8
Y°ar’°nd balaﬂce ooooooo 21.8 2302 2200 19.0 1508 9-5

Start-of-year balance :
(as percent of outgo)..  52.8 54.6 50.1 414 31.3 228

Combined OASDH!
Outgo.......covvevninnns 192.3 2136 2346 2574 2813 307.2
lncome............oeees 1885 2035 2228 2528 2826 308.9
Year-end balance....... 41.5 314 19.6 15.0 16.3 18.0
Start-of-year balance .
(as percent of outgo)..  23.6 194 134 7.6 5.3 5.3

Note: Incontrast to the previous table, these income and outgo figures do not reflect an
transters from the D! or lﬂ ?unds to the OASI fund as authorlzgd ugder Public Law 97-123,

Source: Congressional Budget Office, Based on CBO's FY 1983 ‘‘Base-line'’ econom ic
assumptions. T

~~--FABLE 4.—ADMINISTRATION AND CBO ECONOMIC ASSUMP. "~

TIONS (RELATED TO OASDI PROGRAM)

{in percent]
Social Security Unemployment

Increase in CPl  benefit increase rate

Adminis- Adminis. Adminis-
Calendar year tration CBO tration CBO tration CBO
1982............ .. 7.3 7.5 81 85 89 8.9
1983.............. 6.0 6.9 6.5 6.5 79 8.0
1984....... . 46 6.9 48 7.2 7.1 7.4
1985.............. 48 6.4 48 6.5 64 7.2
1986.............. 46 6.0 46 6.1 58 6.9
1987.. e . 45 5.7 45 5.8 53 6.7

Source: SSA and CBO,
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Owrrently Scheduled Taxn Rates and Estimated Tas Bases—The
trust fund status shown in the preceding tables includes the impact of
additional income which will result from social security tax increases
already scheduled under present law, The tables which follow show
the tax rates and taxable earnings bases which will go into effect
under present law. As indicated in these tables, significant increases
in the taxes were provided for in the 1977 amendments. At the time
those amendments were adopted, the funds were projected to be
adequate to meet benefit obligations for many years into the future,
However, the 1977 changes did not provide a wide margin for error
and the economic situation has turned out to be far less favorable than
the assumptions used in 1977.

TABLE 5.—TAX RATES FOR THE SOCIAL SECURITY TRUST
FUNDS, 1977 AND AFTER

{In percent]

' Total
Calendar years - OASI ¢ DIs  OASDI HI$ (OASDHI)

EMPLOYERS AND EMPLOYEES, EACH

N=ONRA==0O 00
CIOIIOIWW eI

1977................ 4375 0575 495 0.90 5.
1978................ 4275 0775 5.05 1.00 6.
1979................ 4330 0.750 5.08 1.05 6.
1980................ 4520 0560 5.08 1.05 6.
1981................ 4700 0.650 535 1.30 6.
1082-84............ 4575 0825 540 1.30 6.
1985................ 4750 0950 5.70 1.35 7.

86-89............ 4750 0950 5.70 145 7.
1990 and later...... 5100 1.100 6.20 1.45 7.

; .SELF-EMPLOYED. PERSONS
1977................ 6.1850 0.8150 7.00 0.90 7.90
1978................ 6.0100 1.0900 7.10 1.00 8.10
1979................ 6.0100 1.0400 7.05 i.OS 8.10
1980................ 6.2725 0.7775 7.05 .05 8.10
1981................ 7.0250 09750 8.00 1.30 9.30
1982-84............ 6.81256 1.2375 8.05 1.30 9.35
1985................ 7.1250 1.4250 855 1.35 9.90
1986-89............ 7.1250 1.4250 855 145 10.00
1990 and later. ... .. 7.6500 1.6500 930 145 10.75

1 Old-age and survivors insurance.
? Disability insurance.
¢ Hospital Insurance (part A of medicare).
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TABLE 6.—ANNUAL EARNINGS SUBJECT TO THE SOCIAL SECU-
RITY TAX (TAXABLE EARNINGS BASE)

Calendar year Administration (01:]0)
1980. ... $25,900 $25,900
1981....... 25,700 29,700
1982. ... 32,400 32,400
1983 .. 35,100 35,100
1984 . ... 38,100 37,800
1085 . .. 40,500 40,500
1986 ... 42,600 43,500
1987 L . 45,600 46,500

1 Estimates.
Source: SSA and CBO,

TABLE 7.—ADDITIONAL TAX INCOME TO SOCIAL SECURITY
TRUST FUNDS RESULTING FROM ‘1977 AMENDMENTS (CAL-
ENDAR YEARS 1983-87)

[In billions)

. Additional tax income
Calendar years OASDI HI Total

1983, .. 26.3 1.5 27.8
1984........cine 29.1 1.7 -30.8
1985. ... 43.0 3.6 46.6
1986.. ... 47.4 2.4 49.7
1987 ... 51.0 2.4 53.4

Note: Based on the 1981 Trustees’ Report Intermediate (II-B) economic as-
sumptions.

Source: Office of Actuary, SSA. .
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Chart 5
Social Security Cash Benefit Programs: Proposed Legislation

No major social security financing legislation is contained in the
Administration’s budget. The President awaits the recommendations
of the new National Commission on Social Security Reform, due to
report by December 81, 1982, However, there are a number of pro-
posals in the fiscal year 198> Ludget affecting the administration and
coverage of social security.

Coverage of railroad workers undeér social security.—The Adminis-
tration proposes to defederalize the railroad retirement system. The
social security-related segment of railroad retirement benefits would
be administered directly by the Social Security Administration rather
than by the Railroad Retirement Board, which would be eliminated as
a Federal agency effective September 30, 1982,

The other components of railroad retirement benefits, over and
above the social security segment, would be administered like other
multi-employer private pension plans, Ownership of the assets of the
current railroad retirement trust fund would be transferred to the
new private corporation chartered to run the rail industry pension
programs, effective September 30, 1982.

The proposal alsb calls for an acceleration of the final financial
interchange payment from social security to RRB, moving the June
1983 payment (approx. $2.1 billion) up to September 1982,

Miscellaneous disability proposals.—The Administration also pro-
poses four legislative changes altering administrative practices in the
DI program. These proposals would: (1) Repeal the provision of the
1980 Amendments which authorizes the Secretary to pay physicians
and other potential sources for furnishing existing medical evidence

$11.4 mil.) ; (2) repeal the provision of the 1980 amendments requir-
ing that 65 percent df disability allowances and continuances made by
State disability agencies be reviewed by Federal examiners in fiscal
year 1983 and later; the Administration proposes to limit this review
to 85 percent of the| cases, the level currently required in fiscal year
19082 (est. fiscal year 1983 savings: $9.56 mil.) ; (8) repeal the provi-
sion of the 1980 amendments requiring that persons denied disability
benefits be given personalized denial notices (est. fiscal year 1983
savings:$31 mil.) ; and (4) alter current provisions under which SSA

(27)

s~ sordition "(est. fiscal year 1983 savings:
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fixes reasonable fees for attorneys representing DI claimarits in ad-
ministrative appellate proceedings and certifies payment for compen-
sation to them; SSA no longer wants to make such determinations or
certifications, except for the setting of maximum fees by regulation
(est, fiscal year 1983 savings: $7 mil.).

. The Budget document presents these four proposals as changes to be
incorporated in the 1983 Appropriations Act, They are, however, pro-
posals that would alter the Social Security Act, which falls under the
jurisdiction of the Committee on Fiitance, and therefore would have to

be acted on by this committee in order to be incorporated as permanent
features of the law.

S il
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Chart 6

Unemployment Compensation
(dollars in billions)

FY 1982 FY 1983

Present Law

PAYROLL TAX
ELEMENTS:

Federal/State tax and 16.4 17.9

interest income

~ Federal taxes (net of 3.2 3.4
~ ~credit reductions)
= State taxes 12.5 14.3
Interest 0.7 0.2
Administrative costs 2.1 2.1
Tax-financed henefits 22.7 20.6
Deficit -84 -4.8
GENERAL FUND
ELEMENTS:
Advances to the trust 38 4.5
fund
Federal employee 0.3 0.2
benefits
Trade adjustment 0.1 0.1
assistance
Other 0.1 0.1

Proposed Legislation

Provide UC-X only for -0.01 -0.03
personnel involuntarily
discharged under
honorable conditions |
Round UC benefits ... -0.01
Eliminate TRA | -0.03 -0.11
allowances except for
recipients in training




Chart 6

Unemployment Compensation

The unemployment compensation system was enacted as a part of
the Social Security Act of 1986 to provide partial wage replacement
to covered workers during periods of temporary and involuntary un-
employment, The program is a joint Federal-State system composed
of programs administered by the 50 States, the sttrlct of Columbia,
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands,

The major provisions of the unemployment compensatxon program
are determined by State laws. In general, State laws establish eligibility
requirements, the number of weeks an individual may collect unem-
ployment compensation, the amount of the weekly benefit, the circum-
stances under which benefits may be denied, the length of denial, and
the State unemployment tax structure,

The unemployment compensation system is financed by State and
Federal payroll taxes on employers, Under the Federal Unemploy-
ment Tax Act (FUTA), a payroll tax of 8.4 percent on the first $6,000
of wages is levied on employers. If the State’s unemployment com-
pensation program meets the requirements of Federal law, employers
in that State receive a 2.7 percent credit against the 8.4 percent Federal
unemployment tax. Thus, the Federal tax rate in a State which has an
approved program is 0.7 percent. The tax may be higher in States
having outstanding unemployment insurance loans from the Federal
Government,

The Federal tax is used to pay both State and Federal administra-
tive costs associated with the unemployment, compensation and State
employment service programs, to pay most of the cost of operating
State employment service programs, to fund 50 percent of the ex-
tended benefits paid to unemployed workers under the Federal-State
Extended Compensation Act of 1970, and to maintain a loan fund
from which an individual State may borrow whenever it lacks funds
to pay State unemployment compensation benefits due for a month.

States also levy unemployment compensation taxes on covered, pri-
vate employers in the State. State taxes finance regular State benefits
and one-half the cost of extended benefits. State unemployment funds
are deposited with the Federal Government in the unemployment trust
fund, which is a part of the unified Federal budget. Staies then pay
benefits from this fund.

(81)
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Most unemployment benefits are paid through the Federal Unem-
ployment Trust Fund which consists of a number of accounts and
which draws its funding partly through State payroll taxes, partly
through the Federal bnemployment Tax, and partly-from general
revenues, ..

Regular State tmemployment benefits are paid by the States from
individual State accounts in the trust fund. These State accounts are
primarily funded by State payroll taxes on employers. However, if
a State account is unable to meet its obligations, the State anccount
may be supplemented by loans from a Federal loan account in the
trust fund. .

In most States, regular State unemployment benefits are payable
for a maximum of 26 weeks. In times of high unemployment, the
Federal-State extended benefit program goes into cffect providing
up to 13 additional weeks of benefits.

The extended benefits program triggers on in a State when the
insured unemployment rate (IUR) in that State reaches at least 5
percent and is at least 20 percent higher than the rate prevailing on
average during the comparable period in the previous 2 years.
However, a State may clect an optional trigger which permits the
payment of extended benefits when the State IUR is at least 6 percent,
even if that rate is not 20 percent higher than the rate prevailing in
the 2 prior years. These State triggers were raised from 4 and 5 per-
cent respectively by a provision of the Qmnibus Reconciliation Act of
1981 (P.L. 97-35). The new higher rates become effective October 1,
1982. Seventeen States are currently triggered on the EB program
under the lower State triggers.

Half the cost of the extended benefit program is met [from State
payroll taxes and half the cost is met from a trust fund acdount which
is primarily funded through a portion of the 0.7 percent Federal un-
employment tax on eniployers,

Federal general revenue funds are advanced as needdd to cover
shortages in the account which pays the Federal share gf extended
benefits and in the account from which States borrow to meét shortages
in State accounts. In addition, general revenues are used to meet. the
cost of certain benefits provided under Federal law. These include
unemployment benefits for Federal employees and ex-servicemen,
trade adjustment henefits, and benefits under special programs related
to disaster relief and the Redwoods Park. (Except in the case of
Federal civilian employees, these separately funded general revenue
programs are not included in the trust fund totals)

A special program also. exists for.workers in the railroad industry.
This is funded by employer contributions which are paid into a sep-
arate trust fund account administered by the Railroad Retirement
Board.
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Proposed Legislation—The fiscal year 1983 budget submitted by
President Reagan includes several changes in unemployment com-
pensation, Those under the jurisdiction of the Finance Committee
are: - ‘

(1) Require States to round UC benefits to the lower dollar begin-
ning July 1, 1983. Savings are estimated at $6 million in fiscal year
1983,

(2) Modify the UC program for ex-military personnel by allowing
UC only for those who are involuntarily discharged under honorable
conditions because of demobilization, reduction in force, or disability
incuvred while in the service, This will exclude not only those who
voluntarily leave.the military under honorable conditions, as pro-
vided in the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (P.L. 97-35),
“but also will exclude those who leave the military involuntarily be-
cause of a “record of indiscipline or failure to maintain skill profi-
cie:’nc‘y.” Estimated savings are $5 million and $30 million in fiscal
years 1982 and 1983, respectively ; effective July 1,1982.

(3) Eliminate Trade Readjustment Allowances (TRA) after
July 1, 1982, except for recipients who are then enrolled in approved
training. Estimated savings are $26 million and $108 million in fiscal
years 1982 and 1983, respectively.

In addition, the Administration proposes the repeal of the Railroad
Unemployment Insurance program. This program is included in the
Federal Unemployment Trust Fund, but operates (both as to financ-
ing and benefits) under legislation in the jurisdiction of the Senate
Committee on Labor and Human Resources. If this program were
repealed, the Committee on Finance would need to consider removal
of the present exemption of railrond employment from the Federal
unemployment tax. Under existing law, the railroad unemployment
program involves payments estimated at $219 million for fiscal year
1083, The budgetary impact of the proposed change has not yet been
estimated.,

Finally, the Administration projected that $3.8 billion and $4.5 bil-
lion in advances from the General Fund to the Unemployment Trust
Fund will be required in fiscal years 1982 and 1983, respectively, to
finance additional State borrowing. This would increase the Trust
Fund debt to the General Fund from $18.1 billion at the end of fiscal
year 1981 to $20.9 billion by the end of fiscal year 1983. About $14 bil-
lion of this debt will be owed by insolvent State UC programs and
about $7 billion will be owed by the extended benefits program account
for past advances to finance underfunded outlays incurred in response
to the 1974-1975 recession.
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Chart 7

‘Welfare Programs for Families

(dollars in billions)

FY 1982 FY 1983

Present law:

Aid to families with
~ dependent children:
Welfare payments 7.119

Administration 907
Work incentive
program (WIN) 246
Child support:
Total collections 872
Federal share 323

Administrative costs  .490
Net collections:
Federal share -.167
Title IV-B (child welfare)
and Title IV-E (foster
care, adoption
assistance) 465*

Proposed legislation:

AFDC - -.166
Child support

enforcement -.035
Title IV-B and E

block grant

6.833
891

1

922
341
532

-.191

550

-1.183
-.157
-.170¢*

* Preliminary estimates, proposed block grant would be funded at
$380 million, a reduction of $85 million from current fiscal year 1982

appropriation level.
1 Funding level determined by appropriations.




Chart 7
Welfare Programs for Families
A. AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN

The program of Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC)
provides Federal matching for State programs of cash assistance to
needy families with children in which at least one parent is deceased,
disabled, or absent from the home. States, at their option, may also
provide benefits for families in which dependency arises from the
parent’s unemployment. Twenty-five States plus Guam and the Dis-
trict of Columbia have elected to provide benefits to families with un-
employed parents, The amount of Federal matching for AFDC
benefits varies from State to State under formulas providing higher
percentages in States with lower per capita incomes. The national
average contribution by the Federal Government is 54 percent. States
establish their own income eligibility and benefit levels.

The average number of families and recipients receiving monthly
payments as estimated by the Administration are:

[in millions)
Fiscal year—
1981 1982
Families..................cooiiiat. 3.8 3.8
Individuals. .... e 11.1 11.0

Administration estimutes for Federal program costs are as follows:

{In millions]

Fiscal year—
1981 1982
AFDC benefits (present law)*............. $7,085 $7{/,1 19
" Emergency assistance.................... 57 . . 61

State and local administration and |
training. . ..............ocoi 820 1907
Other assistance payments............... 16 " 15
Federal administration and related costs. 25 - 32
Total. ..o 8,003 8,134

*Excludes child support collections.
(85)

-
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A number of legislative changes aimed at reducing AFDC expendi-
tures were included in the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of
1981. These amendments defined and limited amounts of earnings
that can be “disregarded” in determining benefits. They authorized
States to develop a variety of new employment programs for recipi-
ents, including community work experience programs, work supple-
mentation programs and Work Incentive demonstration programs.
They tightened the eligibility and benefit determination process by
requiring States to use retrospective accounting and monthly report-
ing procedures. In addition, the amendments further limited eligi--
bility and benefit payments by: requiring that a stepparent’s income
be counted in determining the family’s benefit; providing eligibility
for a pregnant woman with no other children only beginning with the
6th month of pregnancy; requiring that lump-sum payments be
treated as income in the month of receipt and future months; estab-
lishmg maximum asset limits; requiring that the amount of earned
income tax credit (KITC) which an individual is eligible to receive on
an advance basis be assumed in determining the amount of the benefit,
whether or not the EITC is actually received ; and requiring States to .
recover overpayments and pay underpayments. At the time of passage
of the Reconciliation Act, the Congressional Budget Office estimated
that the legislative changes in the AFDC program would produce
savings in fiscal year 1982 of $1,026 million.

B. WORK INCENTIVE PROGRAM

The Work Incentive (WIN) program is charged with administer-
ing the work registration requirement for AFDC recipients, and pro-
viding employment and training services for those who are required
to register or who volunteer for WIN services. The program also pro-
vides support services, including child care, for those who need them
in order to work or take training. The program is administered jointly
at the Federal level by the Department of Health and Human Services
and the Department of Labor, and at the State level by the welfare (or
social service) agency and the employment service.

The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 inclitded a provi-
sion authorizing States to operate a 3-year demonstration program as
an alternative to the current WIN program. The demonstration is
aimed at testing single-agency administration, and the demonstration
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must be operated under the direction of the welfare agency. The legis-
lation includes broad waiver authority.

The 1982 continuing resolution reduced the WIN appropriation
from $3656 million in fiscal year 1981 to $246 million for fiscal year
1982,

C. CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT

The purpose of the Child Support Enforcement (CSE) program
is to enforce support obligations owed by absent-parents to their chil-
dren, locate absent parents, establish paternity, and obtain child sup-
port. The program is closely tied to the AFDC program. As a
condition of eligibility for AFDC, each applicant or recipient must
assign the State any rights to support which he may have in his own
behalf or in behalf of children in the family, and must cooperate with
the State in establishing paternity and in obtaining support payments.
States are also required to provide child support services to families
who are not eligible for AFDC. The Federal Government pays 75
percent of administrative costs.

Collections and costs under the progr am are as follows:

[In millions)
Fiscal year
1981 1982
Collections (AFDC families): ‘
Total (Federal and State).................. $688 $872
Federalshare.................. P 268 323
Administrative costs:
Total (Federal and State).................. 542 648
Federalshare............................. 421 490
Net cgllections (collections minus '
costs
Total (Federal and State)............ 146 224
Federalshare........... ........... —153 —-167

/

7

The program made collections on behalf of an estimated 548,000
- AFDC families and 584,000 non-AFDC families in 1981. In 1982 an
estimated 803,000 AFDC families will have collections made on their
behalf, 205,000 of whom will have collections made through the new
income tax intercept program.
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The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 included several
provisions aimed at making the program more effective and reducing
administrative costs. The amendments: anthorized the collection of
past-due child and spousal support from Federal tax refunds in the
caso of families receiving AFDC; expanded the authotity in prior
law to enforce obligations for support of a child to include, in addition,
authority to enforce obligations for support of the parent with whom .
the child is living ; required States to retain a-fee equal to 10 percent
of the support owed on behalf 6f a non-AFDC family, to be charged
against the absent parent and added to the amount of the collection;
provided that a support obligation assigned to the State as a condition
of AFDC eligibility may not be discharged in bankruptey; and re-
quired States to have a program to collect child support obligations
which are being enforced under a State child support enforcement
program by reducing the unemployment benefits of -an absent parent.

The CBO estimates savings of $86 million in fiscal year 1982 from
these changes. .

Child Welfare, Foster Care and Adoption Assistance

D. CHILD WELFARE SERVICES

Under title IV-B of the Social Security Act, grants to the States
arve authorized for the purpose of providing child welfare services.
Allocations to the States reflect State per capita income and the size
of the population under age 21. Public Law 96-272, the Adopticn
Assistance and Child Welfare Act of 1980, restructured the child wel-
fare services program to place greater emphasis on services designed
to prevent or remedy the need for long-term foster care. The child
welfare services program received $164 million in appropriations in _
fiscal year 1981, with an additional $5 million provided for child wel-
fare training. The 1982 continting resolution provided a spending
level of $156 million for child welfare services, and $4 million for
child welfare training. '

E. FOSTER CARE AND ADOPTION ASSISTANCE

The Adoption Assistance and Child Welfare Services Act of 1980
(P.L. 96-272) involved a major restructuring of Social Security Act
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programs for the care of c¢hildren who must be removed from their
own homes, In particular, prior law was modified to lessen the em-
phasis on foster care placement and to encourage efforts to find per-
manent homes for children either by making it possible for them to
return to their own families or by placing them in adoptive homes.
The foster care and adoption assistance program is embodied in title
IV-E of the Social Security Act.

Before fiscal year 1981, open-ended Federal matching was provided
for foster care payments under the AFDC program for children who
met certain specified conditions. Public Law 96-272 set a ceiling on
Federal foster care matching funds for 4 years beginning with fiscal
year 1981, The ceiling is contingent upon the appropriation of speci-
fied additional asiounts for the child welfare services program.

Title IV-E authorizes an adoption assistance program under which
a State is responsible for determining which children in foster care
are eligible for adoption assistance because of special needs which
have discouraged their adoption. In the case of any child meeting the
special requirements set forth in the law, the State may offer adoption
assistance to parents who adopt the child. The amount of assistance is
agreed upon between the parents and the agency.

Federal matching for the foster care and adoption assistance pro-
grams is at the medicaid matching rate,

The estimated level of spending in fiscal year 1981 for foster care is
$349 million, with an additional $5 million spent for adoption assist-
ance. The 1982 continuing resolution provided $300 million for foster
care and $4 million for adoption assistance. However, the level of
funding required to meet the full State entitlement is projected to be
higher—in the range of $320 to $350 million.

PROPOSED LEGISLATION
A. Aid to Families with Dependent Children

The President’s budget includes a number of proposals to reduce
the cost of the AFDC program. As shown in the table below, the Ad-
ministration estimates that savings would total $166 million in fiscal
year 1982, and $1,183 million in fiscal year 1983.




40

AFDC PROPOSALS
[Dqllars in millions]

FY FY
- 82 83
Require States to establish community work ex-
perience grograms (CWEP)..................... 6 49
Mandate job search for applicants.............. .. 35 145
Provide unemrlo ed parent benefits only if
parent participates in CWEP................ oo 23 86
Remove parent from assistance unit for refusing 1
WO . e e
End employable parent’'s benefit when youngest ‘
childis16....................c.o.....0n. 12 47
Prorate shelter and utilities for AFDC families in
larger households............................... 45 174
Include all minor children in AFDC unit........ ... 16 63
Include income of all unrelated adults for benefit
computations. .................oi i 20 69
Require States to count Federal or State energy
assistance as incomefor AFDC......................... 175
Eliminate military service as basis for AFDC
eligibility................... ... 4 16
Round benefits to lower whole dollar. ............ 2 10
Prorate first month’s benefit...................... 3 14
Repeal AFDC emergency assistance program........... 60
Reduce Federal match for payment errors................ 234
State Administration Block Grant......................... 40
Total. ... 166 1,183

Require States to establish community work experience (CWEP)
programs.—In the 1981 Reconciliation Act, States were given the au-
thority to establish community work experience programs, under
which AFDC recipients could be requived to work in projects “which
serve a useful public purpose” in exchange for their AFDC benefits.
The Administration reports that fewer than half the States are cur-
rently planning to establish CWEP programs. The Administration
proposes making this program mandatory rather than optional. The
proposed effective date is July 1, 1982,

Mandate job search for applicants—Under present law, recipients
of AFDC may be required to participate in job search as part of the
WIN program. The Administration proposes to require all employ-
able adults in families applying for assistance to seek employment
while their applications are pending. The effective date would be July
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1, 1982, The Administration proposes requiring applicants to demon-
strate that they have sought employment prior to receiving benefits.

Provide unemployed parent benefits (m?y if principal carner is parti-
cipating in a comonunity work caperience or other employment pro-
gram.—Under present law, States may receive Federal matching for
benefits paid to families under the AFDC-Unemployed Parent pro-
gram without regard to whether the principal wage earner is partiei-
pating in a commanity work experience or othér employment program.
The statute requires States to deny benefits if the unemployed parent
refuses without good cause to nccept employmiént which he is offered,
or to participate in a CWEDP project. Under the Administration’s pro-
posal, States would no longer receive Federal matching for benefits
paid under the optional uhemplofed parent program unless the princi-
pal wage earner is participating in a community work experience pro-
gram, work snpplclmntatmn program, or work incentive program.
The proposed effective date is July 1, 1982.

Remove parent/caretaker from the assistance unit for voluntarily
quitting work, reducing carnings, refusing employment, or refusing
a CWEDP assignment.—Current regulations provide sanctions for

AFDC recipients who are required to register for employment and
training if they voluntarily quit work, reduce earnings, refuse employ-
ment, or refuse a CWEP assignment. This penalty does not apply to
those who are not required to register, including persons who are em-
ployed 30 hours or more a week, or who live in an area so remote from
a WIN program that their participation is precluded. The administra-
tion proposes to extend the sanctions to these nonregistrants. The pro-
posal would be effective October 1, 1982,

End employable parent’s benefit when youngest child reaches age
16.—Current law continues the eligibility of a parent/caretaker so long
as the youngest child is eligible for benefits, i.e., until the child reaches
age 18, or, at the option of the State, age 19 if the child is in school and
is expected to complete his course of study before his 19th birthday.
The Administration proposes to end the eligibility of an employable
parent or caretaker relative when the youngest child reaches age 16.
The child’s benefit would continue as under present law. The proposed
effective date is July 1, 1982.

Include all minor childven in the AFDC unit, except for disabled
children receiving SSI.—Currently an AFDC family may choose to
exclude from the AFDC unit any children who have significant in-
come which might reduce the family’s AFDC benefit. Most commonly,
these are children receiving social security or child support income.
Under the Administration’s proposal, the needs and income of all
related children (except SSI disabled children) would be considered
in determining AFDC eligibility and benefit payments. The Adminis-
tration proposes an cffective date of July 1, 1982.
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Include the income of all unrelated adults as part of the AFDC
assistance unit for purposes of computing benefits,—A provision in
the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 required that the in-
come of a qteppm'oﬁt”be counted in determining a family’s AFDC
benefits. Standard income disvegards are applied in determining the
mmount of the stepparent’s income which is considereil to be available
to the AFDC family, The Administration would extend this pro-
vision to unrelated adults who are living with the AFDC family,
offective July 1, 1982,

Provate shelter and utilities for AFDC families liring in larger
houscholds—The shelter and utilities portion of the AFDC grant
would be prorated for families living in a larger household, as n way
of taking into account the economies that may result when living ex-
penses are shared with other household members, The effective date
would be July 1, 1982,

LRequire States to count Federal encrgy assistance payments as in-
come for AFDC.—In caleulating AFDC benefits, States would be re-
quired to consider as income that portion of Low Income Home Energy
Assistance benefits which duplicates the energy portion of a State's
payment standard. The provision would be effective July 1, 1982,

Eliminate military scrvice as a basis for AFDC cligibility.—Under
current law, families may receive AFDC when a parent is “absent
from the home™ because of military service, even though thie parents
are not divorced or separated, and the family has not been abandoned.
The Administration proposes that only families who have actually
been deserted be eligible for AFDC. The provision would be effective
July 1, 1982,

Bequire States to round benefits to the lower whole dollar—States
would be required to round both their need standards and actual
motithly payment amounts to the lower whole dollar. The effective
date would be July 1, 1982,

DProrate first month’s benefit based on date of application—Cur-
rent regulations allow States to pay benefits beginning with the first
day of the month of application. The proposed amendment would re-
(uire States to prorate the first month’s benefit based on the date of
application. The effective date wotild be July 1, 1982,

Repeal the AFDC optional emer 'gency -assistance program.—Be-
ginning in 1983, Federal matching funds would be ended for the
optional AFDC emergency assistance program, States would be au-
thorized to use Low Income Home Energy Assistance block grant
funds to provide emergency assistance. (As of December 1980, 27
States or jurisdictions participated in the AFDC emergency assistance
program.,)
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Reduce Federal matoking for AFDC payment errors—Under cur-
rent law, beginning in fiscal year 1983, the Federal Governiient will
discontintte matching State expenditures on erroncous AFDC pay-
ments above an error rate of 4 perceiit (subject to waiver by the Sec-
retary). The Administration proposes to discontinue Federal matching
for erroneous benefit payments in excess of 3 percent in 1983, 2 percent
in 1084, 1 percent in 1985, with no nintching funds provided for erro-
neous payments in 1086 and thereafter.

State administration block grant.—Under current law, the Federal
Government matches State administrative expenses at a 50-percent rate
for the AFDC, medicaid and food stamp programs. Beginning in 1983,
the Administration proposes to implement a new State administration
block grant to meet the costs incurred by State and local welfare agen-
cies in administering these three programs, The block grant would be
capped at $2.2 billion for 1983 and future years. According to the
Administration, this represents approximately 95 percent of the 1982

Federal funding level for administrative costs of these programs. Of
the $2.2 billion, $1.7 billion is in¢luded in the budget of the Department
of Health and Human Services, and $0.5 billion would be transferred to
HHS from the Department of Agriculture. These funds would be made
available to the States with no matching requirements. In certain areas
where the Federal Government supports anti-frand and anti-abuse
activities at a higher level, such as Food Stamps Fraud Control, the
current open-ended Federal match would continue.

B. Work Incentive (WIN) Program

The 1982 continuing resolution provided $246 million for operating
the WIN program, compared with $365 million in 1981. The Adminis-
tration is requesting no funds for WIN for fiscal year 1983. The WIN
legislation would not be repealed, however, and States could continue
to use the statutory authority. The Administration proposes through
appropriations language to allow States to use 1983 title XX funds to
operate their WIN programs,

€. Child Support Enforcement

Require States to collect a 6 percent fee for non-AF D child support
collections.—The 1981 Reconciliation Act included a provision requir-
ing States to retain a fee equal to 10 percent of the support owed on
behalf of a non-AFDC family, to be charged against the absent parent
and added to the amownt of the collection. The Administration indi-
cates that the requirement that the collection must be charged against
the absent parent has been difficult to implement. It proposes to amend
the child support legislation to vequire the States to retain 6 percent
of collections from non-AFDC cases to offset the administrative costs
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of processing these cases, The effective date would be July 1, 1982 and
the Administration estimates that there would be savings of $10 mil-
lion in fiscal year 1982, and $45 million in fiscal year 1983.

Restructure Fedeval matching provisions—Currently the Federal
Government pays 76 percent of State and local administrative costs
for child support services. Where the absent parent’s family is peceiv-
ing AFDC, any child support that is collected is used to offset AFDC
benefit costs. An additional 15 percent incentive payment (fihanced
solely out of the Federal share of collections) is also made to'States
and localities which make collections on behalf of an AFDC family.
The Administration proposes to repeal the current structure of Fed-
eral matching payments and distribution of AFDC collections, replac-
ing it with a new formula designed to reward States both for increas-
ing collections and for operating cost-effective programs. The pro-
posed effective date is July 1, 1982, The Administration estimates
savings of $25 iillion in fiscal year 1982 and $100 million in fiscal year
1988,

Other child support proposals—The Administration is proposing
additional changes in the child support program, including increasing
the availability of information for State child support agencies, and
making allotments against pay for military personnel who have delin-
quent child support obligations. Savings of $12 million are projected
for fiscal year 1983 by the A dministration.

D. Child Welfare Services
and
: E. Foster Care and Adoption Assistance

The Administration proposes combining the child welfare services,
child welfare training, foster care and adoption assistance programs
into a child welfave block grant. The funding level for fiscal year 1983
and years thereafter would be set at $380 million. This is about 82 per-
cent of the 1982 funding level for these programs. No legislative or
funding changes were made in these programs for fiscal year 1982.
The Administration has stated that detailed Federal requirements to
the States would be reduced, but the high priority eriteria for sound
program management which were included in the Adoption Assistance
and Child Welfare Act of 1980 would be continued. The estimated
reduction from current fiscal year 1982 spending for these programs
is $85 million.
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Chart 8

Social Services

(dollars in billions)

FY 1982 FY 1983

Present law:

Title XX block grant  $2.400 $2.450
Proposed legislation:

Reduced
appropriations
request e . 1.974

Savings = ........ 476

88-424 0 - 82 -

R -



Chart 8

Social Services

In addition to cash benefit programs and medical assistance, the
Social Security Act includes provnslons in title XX which make Fed-
eral funding available for social services. In previous years, title XX
legislation authorized matching funds for State social services pro-
grams on an entitlement basis. The Federal matching rate was gen-
erally 75 percent. In the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981,
a new social services block grant program was created to replace the
prior Federal-State matching program. A nuniber of requirements on
the States have been removed, and funding levels have been reduced.
The program remains an appropriated entitlement, with each State
eligible to receive its share of a national total of $2.4 billion in 1982
and $2.45 billion in 1988,

As under the previous statute, allocations are made on the basis of
State population. States may determine how their funds are to be
used and who may be served. There are no family income requirements,
and no fee requirements.

Proposed legislation.—The Administration proposes, as part of its
fiscal year 1983 appropriation request, to place a cap on Title XX
funding for that year of $1,974 million. This change, in order to be
incorporated as a permanent feature of the law, would have to be acted
on by this Committee. The proposal represents a reduction of $476
million in the amount provided in the Social Security Act authorizing
legislation.

47)
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Chart 9

Supplemental Security Income
| (dollars in billions)

FY 1982 FY 1983

Present law:

Total expenditures $8.0  $9.2
Proposed legislation:

Prorate first month's 01 04

benefit - .
Round benefits (*) .02

Eliminate $20 income  ---- .02
disregard ~

Expand recovery of .02
overpayments

Coordinate SSI benefit .05 .05
increases

Require 24-month (*) .05
duration of '
disability

Base determination of 01 .08
disability on medical
factors

Phase-out hold-harm- .03
less protection

Total savings** .08 30

* | ess than $10 million.
*%* May not add due to rounding.



Chart 9
Supplemental Security Income

Since January 1974, the Socinl Security .\dministration has been
responsible for administering a basic income support program for
needy aged, blind, and disabled persons called Supplemental Security
Income (SSI). This program is funded entirely from general funds.
The law establishing the SSI program permits the temporary use of
the social security trust funds to meet the administrative costs of the
program but provides specific safeguards to assure that those costs are
promptly reimbursed to the trust funds by an appropriation from
general revenues.

The average number of recipients receiving Federally administered
SSI payments as estimated by the Administration is as follows:

[In thousands]

Fiscal year—
1981 1982
Aged. ... ... 1,506 1,448
Blind and disabled............................ 2,157 2,206
Total, Federal.............. e 3,663 3,654
State supplementary paymentsonly.......... 448 472
Total,SSI................ L 4,111 4,126

The maximum Federal monthly payment for the year July 1981-
June 1982 is $264.70 for an individual, and $397 for a couple. This
payment is adjusted annually in July to reflect increases in the cost of
living. The Administration projects an adjustment of 8.1 percent
beginning in July 1982.

(49)
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The Administration estimates Federal program costs as follows:

{Iin millions of dollars)

Fiscal year—

1981 1982

Federal benefits (presentlaw)............. .. 6,396 7,049
Hold-harmless payments. .................... 35 23
Beneficiary services and related costs........ 20 84
Administrative and othercosts................ 720 822
Total........................ U 7,171 7,978

Only relatively minor changes in the SST program were made by the
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation .\ct of 1981, Tt provided for changing
the method of accounting from a quarterly prospective basis to a
monthly retrospective method. It also allowed the three States (Cali-
fornia, Massuchusetts and Wisconsin) that had previously been pro-
viding cash in lieu of food stamps to SSI recipients to continue to do
so as long as they continue to meet certain specified conditions, It
required notification of the Secretary of Health and Human Services
by the Sceretary of the Treasury of all benefit ¢checks which have not
been cashed within 180 days after the date of issuance, and required
the Secretary of HHS to return amounts which represent State sup-
plementary payments to the State. It limited payment to State voca-
tional rehabilitation agencies by authorizing reimbursement only for
services provided to SSI recipients who subsequently perform sub-
stantial gainful activity lasting for a continnous period of 9 months.

PROPOSED LEGISLATION

The fiscal year 1983 Budget submitted by President Reagan con-
tains seven changes in SSI, with an aggregate savings of $285.7
million,

Prorate first month’s benefit based upon date of application—
Present law authorizes the payment of benefits beginning with the
first day of the month in which the recipient: (1) applies, and (2)
meets the eligibility requirements. The Administration proposes to
prorate the first month’s SSI benefit from the date of application or
the date of eligibility, whichever is later. The effective date would be
July 1, 1982, and the Administration estimates savings of $10 million
in fiseal year 1982 and $40 million in fiscal year 1983.

Round SSI payment standard and benefit amount to newt lower
dollar.—Currently both the payment standard and actual benefit pay-
ménts arve rounded to the next higher 10 cents in the computation
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process, The Administration proposes rounding these amounts to
the next lower dollar. The change would begin with the benefit ad-
justment to take effect in July 1982. The Administration estimates
savings of $3 million in fiscal year 1982, and $20 million in fiscal year
1983,

Eliminate 820 disregard for new recipients—Current law provides
for the disregard of $20 of income a month in determining SSI
eligibility and benefit amount. This may be either earned income, or
unearned income such as social security (title II) benefits, pension
payments, or interest. The only income which does not qualify for this
disregard is income which is based on need, such as veteran’s pension
income. The Administration proposes to c¢liminate the $20 disregard
for all new SSI applicants and reapplicants, beginning January 1,
1983. The Administration estimates savings of $15 million in fiscal
year 1983.

Cross program recovery of SSI overpayments—Present law author-
izes the Secretary to recover SSI overpayments by adjusting future
payments, or by recovery from the recipient. Recovery of overpay-
ments is to be made with a view to avoiding penalizing the individual
who is without fault. Recovery of overpayments is not required, for
example, if the individual is without fault and if recovery would
defeat the purpose of the program, or be against equity or good con-
science, or the amount to be recovered is so small as to impede efficient
or effective administration, Under these same conditions, the Adminis-
tration proposes to allow recovery of SSI overpayments from benefits
payable under other programs administered by the Social Security
Administration (Black Lung and OASDI benefits). The provision
would be effective October 1, 1982, and the Administration estimates
savings of $16 million in fiscal year 1983,

Coordination of SSI with OASDI cost-of-living adjustment under
retrospective budgeting.—A provision in the Omnibus Budget Recon-
ciliation Act of 1981 requires that SSI benefits be determined on the
basis of a monthly retrospective accounting system to replace the
quarterly prospective system, which has existed in the past. In other
words, rather than basing benefits on the applicant’s or recipient’s
ificome and resources in the upcoming calendar qiiarter, benefits are
to be based on income and resoiirces in the prior month, Because of a
defect in drafting this legislation, the anntial cost-of-living increase
in SSI and OASDI benefits were not coordinated. When SSI recipi-
ents receive their SSI benefit increase, it will not immediately take
into account the increase in their incomes resulting from the social
security benefit increases (assuming they are eligible for both SSI and
social security). One or two motiths later, their SSI benefit will fall
when their new higher income is taken into account. The Administra-
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tion estimates that amending the law to coordinate these cost-of-living
adjustments will save $50 million in fiscal year 1982, and $45 million
in fiscal year 1988.

Determine disability on prognosis of at least 24 months duration.—
Under present law, in order to be determined to be disabled under both
the Title II (OASDI) and Title XVI (SSI) programs, an individual
must be unable to engage in any substantial gainful activity by reason
of a medically determinable physical or meéntal impairment which can
be expected to result in death or which is expected to last for a contin-
uous period of not less than 12 months. The Administration proposes
to amend the SSI law to require a minimum prognosis of not less than
24 months. This provision would be effective July 1, 1982, and the
Administration estimates savings of $6 million in fiscal year 1982
and $45 million in fiscal year 1983,

Require that a finding of disability be based on a preponderance of
medical factors—Current regulations set forth in detail the medical
and vocational factors which must be considered in making a disability
determination under both the title IT and title XVI disability pro-
grams, The Administration proposes to amend the SSI law to require
that unless the applicant is of advanced age, only medical factors
would be considered in determining whether an applicant for SSI

_benefits is disabled. Older workers would continue to have age and

vocational factors considered as well if their medical impairments are
1.0t severe enough to justify a finding of disability solely on the basis
of medical fuctors. The Administration proposes an effective date of
July 1, 1982, and estimates savings of $10 million in 1982, and $75
million in 1983.

Phase out “hold harmless” protection—When the SSI program
was enacted in 1972, the law provided for a basic Federal minimum
payment for all recipients. States were allowed to supplement the
Federal payment if and to the extent they chose. The original statute
also included “hold harmless” protection for the States which allowed
them to supplement the Federal payment to assure that recipients
would receive cash benefits equal to their January 1972 benefit levels,
with no cost to the State beyond what it spent for benefits on behalf
of aged, blind and disabled persons in calendar year 1972. Because of
Federal benefit increases since that time, all except two States, Hawaii
and Wisconsin, have lost their “hold harmless” status. These two
States still receive a Federal contribution to their State supplements
because of a special provision which was added to the law in 1976. The
1982 continuing resolution providea for a reduction in the “hold harm-
less” payment for Wisconsin and Hawaii. The Administration is pro-

O
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posing appropriation language which would continue to phase out.
“hold harmless” payments in 1983. The Administration estimates sav-
ings of $29.7 million in fiscal year 1983, The Administration has indi-
cated that this and related changes will be included in legislation to
be submitted to the Finance Committee. One of the related changes
which has no impact on Federal SSI costs—but would reduce medic-
aid costs—will eliminste the requirement that States pass-through
Federal SSI cost-of-living increases by not reducing State
supplements,

The Administration estimates that the proposed changes in SSI
would result in a reduction in medicaid outlays of $176 million in
fiscal year 1983,
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Chart 10
Medicare Trust Funds—Under Present Law

This ¢hart shows the status of the two medicare trust funds in each
of seven fiscal years, The data in this chart was provided by the office
of the Actuary and is based on current law and takes into. account
certain regulatory measures proposed by the Administration.

Outlays for health care grew dramatically during the 1970’s. Under
current law assumptions, Medicare outlays are expected to continue
this rapid growth as a result of both the rising medical care costs and
the aging of the population.

These estimates do not reflect any transfer of assets from the HI
Trust Fund to the OASI Trust Fiifid under the interfund borrowing
authority. The projections shown on chart 10 indicate that while the
HI fund is not in imminent danger of being umable to pay benefits,
outgo will exceed income during fiscal year 1985. Although not shown
on chart 10 it is estimated that the HI Fund will be completely ex-
hausted in 1990.

(67)
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Chart 11

He;lth Programs: Present Law
dministration Estimates)
(dollars in billions)

FY 1982 FY 1983

S

Medicart trust funds:'
Hospital insurance:

Income $383  $42.1
Outgo 34.3 39.2
Net increase 4.0 2.9
Supplementary
medical insurance:
Income - 17.6 194
Outgo 165 17.9
Net increase 21 1.5
Medicaid:' .
Federal expenditures 18.1 19.9
State costs 155 17.0
Total program - 336 36.9
Maternal and child - -
health 3 2 4

1 Estimates assume certain administration regulatory actions.

2 Current authorization level. The Administration, however, pro-
poses that the MCH block grant be expanded to include nutrition
services currently provided by the WIC program, and that the block
be funded at $1 billion in FY 1983 to reflect this proposal.

Source: Budget of the U.S. Government.
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Chart 11
Health Programs: Present Law -

MEDICARE

Medicare is a nationwide health insurance program for the aged
and certain disabled persons authorized by Title XVIII of the Social
Security Act. It consists of two parts: Part A, or the Hospital In-
surance program, provides protection against the costs of inpatient
hospital services and related institutional costs; Part B, or the sup-
plementary Medical Insurance Program, is a voluntary program
which provides protection against the costs of physician services and
other medical services.

The 1981 Reconciliation Act (P.L. 97-85) contained a number of
amendments to Medicare that resulted in savings to the program.
Program spending was reduced by increasing certain patient cost-
sharing requirements by more than they were otherwise scheduled to
increase, by changing certain reimbursement policies regarding
covered services and by making minor changes in covered benefits,

The fiscal year 1983 savings to Medicare as a result of these changes
was estimated at $817 million,?

The Adfninistration budget estimates benefit and administrative
outlays under Medicare for fiscal year 1983 at $57.1 billion. Of this
amount, benefit payments account for $56.8 billion. This represents
an increase of 16.5 percent over the fiscal year 1982 benefit payments

of $48.6 billion. These estimates assume substantial regulatory changes
described on page 68 of this document.

Agam this year, the prlmary factor accounting for a large portion
of the rise in medicare costs is the increasing cost of hospital care.

Inpatient hospital expenditures generally account for about 70 per-
cent of medicare benefit payments. Approximately 20 percent is for
p‘hysician services, and about 1 percent for skilled nursing facility
services.

Income to the trust funds in fiscal year 1983 is estimated at
$61.5 billion, an excess over outlays of $4.4 billion

MEDICAID

Medicaid is a federally aided, State-designed and administered
. program authorized by Title XIX of the Social Security Act, which
provides medical assistance for certain categories of low income per-

1 Source : Budget of U.8. Government,

(89) .
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sons who are aged, blind, disabled or members of families with de-
pendent children. Subjedt to Federal guidelines, States determine
eligibility and the scope of benefitsto he provided.

The 1981 Reconciliation Act (P.L. 97-35) contained a number of
substantive changes in the Medicaid program that resulted in savings
to the program. These changes included a number of provisions
designed to give States increased flexibility in imiplementing their
medicaid plans. P.L. 97-85 also provided for a reduction in Federal
Medicaid funding for the fiscal year 1982-1984 period.

The fiscal year 1983 savings to Medicaid as & result of these changes
is an estimated $696 million.!

The Administration budget projects total Federal-State Medieaid
costs for fiscal year 1983 under current law to hc $36.9 hillion, of which
the Federal share is $19.9 billion. Of the Federal amount, $18.9 billion
represents payments for benefits, with the remaining $1 billion going
for State and local administrative costs. This represents an inerease
in total Federal outlays of 9.1 percent over fiscal year 1982.

States match Federal expenditures under Medicaid, with total State
expenditures accounting for approximately 46 percent of total pro-
gram costs. ‘

Under current law, in fiscal year 1983 State medicaid costs are esti-
mated to be $17 billion, an increase of 10 percent over fiscal year 1982.

MATERNAL AND CHILD HEALTH BLOCK GRANT

Title V of the Social Security Act authorizes the Maternal and
Child Health Services Block Grant which provides funding for the
following programs; Maternal and Child Health and Crippled
Childrens Services; Supplemental Security income services for dis-
abled children; lead-based paint poisoning prevention; genetic
disease; sudden infant death syndrome; hemophilin; and adolescent
pregnancy. Under the Title V Block Grant, States determine the level
of services. Typically States have supported such health services as

those available in maternity clinics and well-child checkups.

. P.L. 97-85 stbstantially altered the MCH program, creating the
block grant, and adding to miaterfial and child health and crippled
children services those functions described above. The Federal/State
‘matehing requirements were also changed and now require the Stites
to spend seventy-five cents to get a dollar.

The current law authotization level is $378 million for fiscal years

1982 and 1983. For fiscal year 1982, the appropriation under-the Con-
tinuing Resolution (P.L. 97-92) is set at $362 million. This funding

1 Source : Iludget of U.3. Govt.



61

level is effective only until March 31, 1982, and is then subject to a
four percent reduction; so the amount to he made available will be
$347.5 million. C

Of this amount 85 percent will be allocated to States to provide block
grant services; 15 percent will be retained by the Secretary for projects
of regional and national significance, research, and training related
to maternal and child health; and genetic disease and hemophilia
programs,

88-u24 0 - 82 - §
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Chart 12

HEALTH PROGRAMS

Administration Legislative and Regulatory
Proposed Changes

(dollars in millions)

FY82 FY83
Medicare:
Legislative proposals: . |
Eliminatlon of URand PSROs...- ) -17 -98
UR .. .. . (—13) (—-83)
b PSROs...... ... ... (—-4) (-15)
Delay in initial eligibility date - 29 - 145
Working aged.................... ... - 51 -303
2% reductlon in hospital costs .. -50 —-653
Home health copayments. ... ... -35
Elimination of waiver of liability . -2 -10
Reimbursement for radiology
and pathology services.... ... - =30 -160
Physician fee screen update .. .. —45 -210
Index of Part B deductible..... ... —65
Limitation on economic index in-
Crease ... ... - 10 -35
Repeal of provisions of P.L. :
96499 ... .. -4 -19
End-stage renal disease networks -2 -5
1122 State facility reviews . -10
Medicare contractors................ . +1
Total legislative proposals...... -240 1,747
Regulatory initiatives:
Private room subsidy... - $2 -54
Single limit for SNFs and HHAs . -18
HCFA/pprivate sector UR initia-
tive ... -330
Hospital-based physicians........ -21 -63
- Composite rate for rental dialy-
sis services..................__.____. -35 -130
Reasonable charges for outpa-
tient services..................... -35 -160
Total regulatory initiatives.. -93 —755
Other:
Coverage of Federal workers.... ... +619
(Increase in trust fund revenue)

W
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Chart 12—continued

HEALTH PROGRAMS

Administration Legislative and Regulatory

Proposed Changes
(dollars in millions)
FY82 . FY83
Medicaid:
Legislative proposals:
Required beneficiary copay-

ments ... . . -329
Reduced matching rates.. ... .. -134 -600
Elimination of matching for Part

B buy-in...... . —45 —-203
Elimination of special matching

rates .. ... ... v —14 —-64
Combined welfare administra-

tion block grant-direct sav-

INGS oo —-218
Reduction of error rate toler-

ance ... ! - 59
Reduction in eligibility exten-

SION ... v =17 -75
Liens ... ... ... , —183
Elimination of UR.................._ . -4 -~ 16
Impact of changes in other pro-

grams ... ... S —-64 — 354

AFDC changes . .. . ... ... (-34) (—153)

SSlchanges........................_. (—28) —-176)

Medicarechanges..... ... . . (-2) (—25)

Total legislative proposals.. -278 -2,101
Regulatory initiative:
Family supplementation............ -29
Other:
Transfer of administrative costs
to SSA account..__..........._. -810
Maternal and Child Health:
Legislative proposal:
Services for women, infants, and
+652.5

children block grant..............

1 S S



Chart 12

Health Programs: Administration Legislative and Regulatory
Proposed Changes

MEDICARE

The Administration’s FY 1983 budget contains various proposecl
legislative and regu]atory initiatives resulting in an ostlmated savings
to the program in FY 1983 of $2.4 billion.

Legislative Initiatives

Professional Standards Review Organizations (PSROs) and Utili-
zation Review (UR).—The Administration budget proposes phas-
ing-out of the PSRO program by July 1, 1982. The proposal would
also eliminate the requirement for utilization review (UR). The Ad-
ministration estimates that the proposal for PSRO phase-out will
reduce the outlays for FY82 by $14 million and the outlays for FY83
by $6 million, It estimates that the proposal for eliminating the UR
requirement will reditco the outlays for FY82 by $18 million and the
outlays for FY83 by $83 million.

Delay in Initial Eligibility Date for Medicare FEntitlement.—The
budget proposal would defer initial eligibility for both Parts A and B
of Medicare to the first day of the month following the individual’s
65th birthday. The proposal would be effective July 1, 1982. The Ad-
ministration estimates that this proposal will reduce the outlays for
FY82 by $29 million ($15 million for Part A. and $14 million for
Part B) and the outlays for FY83 by $145 million ($83 million for
Part A and $62 million for Part B).

Modified Coverage of Working Aged.—The budget proposal would
require employers to offer employees aged 65 to 69 the same health
benefit plan offered to younger workers and make Medicare the second-
ary payer to these plans. Where employers do not offer aged employees
the same benefits as younger employees, they wonld not bapermitted to
claim the full cost of health plan benefits as a tax deduction. The
proposal would be effective July 1, 1982. The Administration esti-
mates that this proposal will reduce the outlays for FY82 by $51
million and the outlays for FY83 by $308 million.

Reduce Hospital Costs by 2 Percent—As a temporary measure
budget proposal would reduce Medicare hospital reimbursement by an

(65)
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amount equal to 2 percent of the costs otherwise allowed by the pro-
gram, until the Administration’s proposals “to improve the competi-
tiveness of the health care sector are fully effective.” Hospitals would
be prohibited from passing along to beneficiaries these reductions in
the form of supplemental patient charges. The proposal would be
effective July 1, 1982. The Administration estimates that this proposal
will reduce the outlays in FY82 by $50 million and the outlays in
FY83 by $653 million.

Require Minimal Oopayment on Home Health Services Under
Medicare.—The budget proposes the imposition of copayments for all
home health visits. The amounts would be equal to about 5 percent of
the average cost for such services. The proposal would be effective
Jan, 1, 1983. The Administration estimates that this proposal will
reduce the outlays for FY83 by $35 million.

Eliminate Waiver of Provider Liability for Certain Uncovered
Medicare Services.—The budget proposal would eliminate, effective
July 1, 1982, the provision in current law that allows payments to be
made to an institutional provider of services under Medicare for cer-
tain uncovered or medically unnecessary services furnished to an in-
dividual, if the provider could not have known that payment would be
disallowed for such items or services. The Administration estimates
that this proposal will reduce the outlays in FY82 by $2 million and
the outlays in FY83 by $10 million.

Reimburse Inpatient Radiology and Pathology Services at 80 Per-
cent of Reasonable Charges.—The budget proposal would change re-
imbursement for inpatient radiology and pathology services by requir-
ing beneficiaries to pay 20 percent of the reasonable charges for such
services, the same coinsurance rate applicable in the case of other phy-
sician services, Medicare wonld pay 80 percent of reasonable charges.
The Part B deductible would also apply to such services. The pro-
posal would be effective July 1, 1982. The Administration estimates
that this proposal will reduce the otitlays for FY82 by $30 million and
the outlays for F Y83 by $160 million.

Update Part B Fees Screens on October 1—The budget proposal
would postpone to Oct. 1, 1982, the current law requirement that
the custoinary and prevailing charge screens or limits used to deter-
mine reasonable charges by physicians wnder Part B of Medicare be
updated on July 1, 1982. The proposal would establish all future up-

"dates of both screens on Oct. 1 of each year. The Administration
estimates this proposal will reduce the outlays for F'Y82 by $45 million
and the outlays for FY83 by $210 million.

Index Part B Deductible to Consumer Price Index.—The budget
proposes indexing the Part B deductible to the Consumer Price Index
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(CPI) beginning in 1983. The proposal would be effective Jan. 1,
1983. Tho Administration estimates that this proposal will reduce the
aiitlays for FY83 by $65 million.

Limit Increase in the Eoonomic Index Used T'o Determine Physi-
cian Fees to & Percent.—The budget proposal would impose a one-
time limit on the rate of increase in the economic index used to
deternine increases in physician fees to 5% (instead of an anticipated
8%) on July 1, 1982, The Administration estimates that this pro-
posal will reduce the outlays for FY82 by $10 million and the out-
lays for FY83 by $25 million.

Repeal of Certain 1980 Reconciliation Act Changes in Medicare
Program.—The budget proposal would repeal Sec. 933 of the Omni-
bus Reconciliation Act of 1980 (I’.L. 96-499) which amended the
Medicare program to recognize, effective July 1, 1981, comprehensive
outpatient rehabilitation facilities as providers of service under Part
BB. The budget proposal would also repeal Sec. 935 of that Act which
raised, effective Jan. 1, 1982, the amount of incurred reasonable
charges for outpatient physical therapy services provided by physical
therapists in independent practice under Part B from $100 to $500
annually. The Administration estimates that the proposal relating to
comprehensive rehabilitation facility services will reduce outlays for
I'Y82 by $4 million and the outlays for FY83 by $15 million. The
proposal relating to physical therapy services under Part B is esti-
mated to save $4 million in FY83.

Eliminate Funding for End-State Renal Discase Networks—The
budget proposal would eliminate funding for end-stage renal diseasec
networks. The Administration estimates that this proposal will reduce
the outlays for FY82 by $2 million and the outlays for I'Y83 by $5
million,

Eliminate Funds for State Facility Review Under Sec. 1122.—The
budget proposal would modify the Sec. 1122 of the Social Security
Act, related to planning, which requires the Secretary of Health and
Human Services to pay from the Hospital Insurance (Part A) Trust
Funds for certain expenses associated with planning activities. The
proposal would require States rather than the hospital insurance
trust fund to pay for the administrative costs of the program. The
Administration estimates that this proposal will reduce the oulays
for FY83 by $10 million.

Medicare COontractors—The budget proposes holding the FY83
figure for contractor services at the same level as the FY82 figure—
$704 million. The Administration indicates that the program will be
able to accommodate increased workloads within the requested levels
due to increased efficiencies. The Administration will also propose elim-
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inating the ability of providers (such as hospitals) from nominating
their own intermediary. HCFA would also be provided with additional
floxibility in the the choice of contracting arrangements, such as com-
petitively bid fixed-price arrangements, The Administration estimates
that the changes relating to contracting arrangements will increase
outlays for F'Y83 by $1 million.

Regulatory Initiatives

Eliminate Medicare Subsidy for Private Rooms.—The budget pro-
posal indicates the Administration’s intent, through regulatory initia-
tive, to eliminate an indirect subsidy of certain costs of private rooms.
This would be accomplished by subtracting from a hospital’s allow-
able costs the differential costs for private rooms over semiprivate
rooms. The decrease in reimbursement could not be passed along to
beneficiaries. The proposal would be effective July 1, 1982, The Admin-
istration estimates that this proposal will reduce the outlays for F Y82
by $2 million and the outlays for F Y83 by $54 million.

Single Reimbursement Limit for Skilled Nursing Facility (SNF)
and Home Health Agency (HHA) Services Under Medicare.—The
budget proposal indicates the Administration’s intent, through regula-
tory initiative, to establish a single limit that would be based on the
cost experience of free-standing facilities in order to encourage “more
eflicient behavior on the part of costly hospital-based facilities,” Pro-
viders would be permitted to apply for exceptions on the basis of
“legitimate cost differences.” The proposal would be effective with
regard to home health agencies July 1, 1982, and with regard to
skilled nursing facilities Oct. 1, 1982. The Administration estimates
that this proposal will reduce the outlays for F'Y83 by $18 million.

HCF A/Private Sector Utilization Review Initiative—The budget
proposal indicates. the Administration’s intent, through regulatory
initiative, to “establish objectives for Medicare contractor activities
and cooperate with private sector efforts to reduce unnecessary days
and other services.” The proposal would give “Medicare contractors
greater responsibility for the identification and reduction of waste
in the provision and use of health care services. A strategy for imple-
menting this program is currently under development and will be
ready for implementation at the beginning of 1983.” The Administra-
tion. estimates that this proposal will reduce the outlays for FY83 by
$33('million.

Reimbursement for the Services of Hospital-Based Physicians.—
The budget proposal indicates the Administration’s intent, through

regulatory initiative, to enforce current reimbursement policies which
require that services furnished by a physician to Medicare hospital
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inpatients be reimbursed on the basis of reasonable charges under Part
B, only if such services are identifiable professional services to patients
that require performance by physicians in person and contribute to the
diagnosis or treatment of patients. All other services performed for
hospital inpatients by hospital-based physicians (e.g., radiologists,
anesthesiologists, pathologists) are to be reimbursed under Part A of
Medicare on the basis of reasonable costs. ‘The Administration esti-
mates that this proposal will reduce the outlays for FY82 by $21
million and the outlays for FY83 by $63 million.

Composite Rate for Renal Dialysis Services—The budget proposal
indicates the Administration’s intent, through regulatory initiative, to
implement Sec. 2145 of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation
1981 (P.L. 97-35) which requires the Secretary to prescribe regula-
tions for prospectively determining the amounts of payments to be
'made for renal dialysis services. Separate composite weighted for-
mulas are to be calculated for hospital-based and for other| renal
dialysis facilities, The Administration estimates that this proposal
will reduce the outlays for FYSZ by $35 million and the outlays for
FY83 by $130 million.

Eliminate Duplicate Payments for Services on Outpatient Depart-
ments.—The budget proposal indicates the Administration’s fintent,
through regulatory initiative, to reduce reimbursement by rpfining
application of Medicare’s customary and prevailing charge sereens to
more appropriately reflect reasonable charges for outpatient services

_provided by hospitals and by physicians utilizing these facilities. The
Administration estimates that this proposal will reduce the butlays
for FY82 by $35 million and the outlays for FY83 by $160 million.

Other
C’overage of Federal Workers Under Medicare Part A.—Thebudget

proposal would require Federal civilian employees to pay the Hos-
pital Insurance portion of the social security payroll tax; the Federal
Government would become liable for the employer portion. Thus Fed-
eral workers would become eligible for hospital insurance protection
under Part A of Medicare on the basis of their Federal emleyment
The proposal would be effective Jan. 1, 1983. The budget shows an in-
crease in Federal revenues of $619 mllhon resulting from payment of
the hospital insurance payroll tax by Federal workers. |

MEDICAID

The Administration’s FY83 budget contains a number of proposals

- designed to achieve a reduction of $2.1 billion in Federal outlays in

FY83. Some of the proposals would become effective on July 1, 1982;

FY82 Federal outlay savings for these items are estimated at $278
million.




70
Proposed Legislation

Required Cost-Sharing by Medicaid Recipients.—The Administra-
tion budget would mandate, effective Oct. 1, 1982, the imposition of
the following copayment amotints:

—For the categorically needy, $1 per visit for physician, clinic, and

hospital outpatient department services;

—TFor the medically needy, $1.50 per visit for physician, clinie, and

outpatient department services;

—TFor the categorically needy, $1 per day for inpatient hospital

services;

—For the medically needy, $2 per day for inpatient hospital services.

The Administration estimates that this proposal will reduce Federal
outlays by $329 million in F'Y83.

Lower Medicaid Matehing Rate for Specific Services and Persons.—
The budget proposes, effective July 1, 1982, a 8 percentage point re-
duction in each State’s matching rate for all services for the medically
needy and for optional services for the categorically needy. The Ad-
ministration estimates that this proposal will reduce Federal outlays
by $134 million in FY82 and $600 million in FY83.

Kliminate Matching Rate for Medicare Part B “Buy-In.”—The
budget proposes elimination, effective July 1, 1982, of Federal match-
ing for monthly Medicare Part I3 premium payments made by States
on behalf of their cash assistance recipients who are dually eligible for
medicaid and medicare. The Administration estimates that this pro-
posal will reduce Federal outlays by $45 million in FY82 and $208
million in FY83.

Eliminate Special Matching Rates.—The budget proposes elimina-
tion of the special 90 percent matching rate for family planning serv-
ices. It also proposes lowering the matching rate for State certification
activities to 75 percent. All other administrative costs would be sub-
sumed in the combined administrative block grant.

The Administration estimates that this proposal will reduce Federal
outlays by $14 million in fiscal year 1982 and $64 million in fiscal year
1988, ' '

Combined Welfare Administration Block Grant.—The Administra-
tion is proposing a combined payment for the costs incurred by State
and local welfare agencies in administering Medicaid, AFDC, and food
stamps. The new block grant program would be capped at $2.2 billion
which the Administration estimates is approximately 95 percent of the
fiscal year 1982 Federal share of administrative expenses. The Admin-
istration estimates that this proposal will reduce Federal outlays for
medicaid by $218 million in FY83. In addition, $810 million in admin-
istrative costs would be transferred from the medicaid account to the
social security account.

Reduction of Error Rate Tolerance—The budget proposes to- re-

"~ " quire States to achieve a zero percent crror rates for Medicaid eligibil-
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ity determinations by FY86. The current FY83 target would be ro-
Miced to 8%, the FY&4 target would be 2%, and the FY83 target would
be 19, Any State which exceeded the target would be subject to a pro-
speetive disnllowance based on the latest available data, The Admin-
istration estimates that this proposal will reduce Federal outlays by
%59 million in FY83.

Reduction. in 4-Month Eligibility Extension—The Admlmqtratlon
proposes to reduce to 30 days, effective July 1, 1982, the current law
requivement that Medicaid coverage must be extendod for four addi-
tional months to certain families whose AFDC cash assistance has
heen terminated provided they had received AFDC for at least 3 of the
préceding 6 months; this extension only applies to families whose
AFDC coverage has been terminated due to increased income from or
hours of employment. The Administration estimates that this pro-
posal will reduce Federal outlays by $17 million in FY82 and $75 mil-
lion in FY83.

Allowing States T'o Impose Liens.—The Administration proposes to
amend current law which bars States from imposing any lien against
any recipient’s property prior to his death because of claims paid or
to be paid in his behalf unless placed as a result of a court judgment.
In the case of individuals under age 65 when the payments were made,
no adjustments or recoveries can be made for Medicaid claims correct-
ly paid. In the case of individuals over 65, adjustments and recoveries
for correctly paid claims can be made after the individual’s death
from his estate only: (1) after the death of his surviving spouse; and
(2) where there are no surviving children who are under 21 or blind
or disabled. The Administration proposes to allow earlier recoupment
for long-term care costs. States could only take such actions where the
property is no longer needed by the recipient, spouse, or minor chil-
dren. The proposal would be effective July 1, 1982. The Administra-
tion estimates that this proposal will reduce Federal outlays by $183
million in FY83. No reduction in Federal outlays is assumed for
FY82.

Elimination of Utilization Review.—The Administration is propos-
ing elimination of the current law requirements that require utilization
review to be conducted in institutional settings and require States to
establish a program of utilization controls over extended stays in such
facilities. P.L. 97-35 provided that States could, at their option, con-
tract with Professional Standards Review Organizations (PSRO’s)
to perform required Medicaid review activities; 75 percent Federal
matching is available for this purpose.

The Administration’s proposal would permit States to earmark a
portion of their welfare administration block grant for utilization
review, if a State cliose to do so. The Administration estimates a reduc-
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tion in Federal outlays of $4 million in FY82 and $16 million in I*Y83
attributabloe to the elimination of utilization review requirements,

Impact of Changes in Other Programs.—The Administration is pro-
posing several changes in AFDC and SSI which will reduce caseloads
in these two programs, Since Medicaid eligibility islinked to eligibility
for AFDC and SSI, Medicaid savings are also anticipated. Certain
.changes in the Medicare program will also result in Medicaid savings.

The Administration estimates reductions in F Y82 Federal Medicaid
outlays of $34 million due to AFDC changes, $28 million due to SST
changes, and $2 million due to Medicare changes. For FY83, the Medic-
aid savings are estimated at $163 million as a result of AFDC changes,
$176 million as a result of SSI changes, and $25 million as a result of |
Medicare changes. i

Medicaid Regulatory Initiative

Family Supplementation.—The Administration proposes to permit--
States which have laws requiring family supplementation for welfare
services to apply these requirements to adult children of institutional-
ized Medicaid recipients, The Administration estimates that this pro-
posal would reduce Federal outlays by $29 million in F'Y83.

Maternal and Child Health Legislative Proposal

Services for Women, Infants, and Children (SWIC) block grant.—
For FY83, the Administration proposes that Federal categorical fund-
ing for the special and commodity supplemental food programs for
women, infants and children, estimated at $984 million for FY82, be
terminated. In its place the Administration is proposing that $652.5
million be added to funding for the Maternal and Child Health
(MCH) block grant program. Currently funded at an estimated $347.5
million, this MCH block grant program would be renamed Services
for Women, Infants and Children (SWIC). The proposed block grant
would provide for a total funding level of $1 billion for FY83 to be

o distributed to States for comprehensive health services formothersand - - - -

children. The legislation proposal would be within the jurisdiction of
the Senate Agriculture Committee.
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Chart 13

(dollars in billions)

FY 1982 FY 1983

Revenue sharing
Present law $4.6 $4.6

Interest

(Committee decisions 90.1 1125
on deficit and debt
limit determine
estimate)




Chart 13
Revenue Sharing; Interest on the Public Debt
GENERAL REVENUE SHARING

General revenue sharing has been a central part of the Federal
Government’s efforts to assist State and local governments. In 1980,
Congress approved legislation to extend this program through Sep-
tember 30, 1988, Under the program, provision is made for outlays
in each of the fiscal years 1981, 1982, and 1983 of $4.6 billioh. This
amotnt is distributed to local governments, and represents a reduction
of $2.3 billion from the level of funding during the previous entitle-
ment period. The reduction is the result of the elimination of the States
from the program on an entitlement basis. Since the inception of this
program, total payments of approximately $61 billion have been made
to local and State governments, covering calendar years 1972 through
1981 and ending with the September 1981 payment.

In extending general revenue sharing through 1983 Congress au-
thorized payments to State governments in fiscal year 1982 and fiscal
year 1983 only if Congress appropriated funds for such payments.
In addition, such payments would be contingent on the recipient State
government forgoing or returning to the Treasury an equivalent dollar
amount in other Federal categorical grant funds. Any State that
clected to make this tradeoff would be limited to the amount of reve-
nue sharing funds for which it would be eligible under the existing
formula for distributing revenue sharing funds to State governments.
The Reagan administration requested no appropriation for a State
share in fiscal year 1982, and has|indicated no intention to request
such an appropriation for fiscal year 1983.

Under the federalism initiative proposed by the Reagan adminis-
tration, beginning in fiscal year 1984 the general revenue sharing pro-
gram would be one of approximatq’lly 40 programs to be turned over to
the States over the period 1634 to 1987. Under this proposal, a new $28
billion trust fund would be created, Funding for this trust fund would
come from the existing alcohol, tobacco, and telephone excise taxes,
2 cents per gallon of the gasoline tax, and a portion of the oil windfall
profit tax. During this 1984-1987 period States could receive their
share of this fund on a revenue-sharing basis or they could use their
share to reimburse the Federal Government for continuing the grant

(?5)
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programs, In 1988, the separate grant programs would cease to exist

pndministration as a result of a proposed modification of the savings
bond program. Under legislation proposed by the Treasury Depart-

yield on §-year Treasury securities during the holding period, and also
d apply to outstanding bonds if held another 5 years.

Nét outlays for interest on the public debt, as identified in chart 13,
reflect offsetting payments from the Federal Financing Bank and
interest charges by Treasury to Federal agencies and the public. The
net outlays for interest on the public debt amount to $99.1 billion in
fiscal year 1982 and $112.5 billion in fiscal year 1983. When the com-
mittee has completed its decisions on revenues, expenditures, and the
budget deficits, the appropriate interest figures can be calculated.

It|should be noted that the budget assumes that interest rates will
decline as the rate of inflation falls, The interest outlay estimate there-
fore|assumes that the 91-day bill rate will decline gradually from an
avelrge of 14.0 percent in 1981 to an average of about 11.7 percent
in 1982 and 10.5 percent in 1983.
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Chart 14

Revenues: Present Law

(dollars in billions)

Individual
income tax

Corporation
iIncome tax

Social insurance
taxes

Excise taxes

Estate and
gift taxes

Customs duties and
other receipts

Total

FY 1982 FY 1983

$2985  $301.0
467 562
2065 2236
429 405
7.2 5.9
248 262
6265 6533




Chart 14

Revenues: Present Law

Federal revenues are in large part composed of receipts from income
and payroll taxes. The administration budget estimates that in fiscal
year 1982 these revenues together with receipts from excise taxes,
estate and gift taxes and other revenue sources will yield a total of
$626.5 billion under present law. For fiscal year 1988, the administra-
tion budget projects a revenue yield of $653.8 billion under present
law.

Income taxes paid by individuals are estimated to amount to $301.0
billion for fiscal year 1983. Revenues from this source, the largest
single source of Federal revenue, will amount to 46 percent of total
Federal revenue.

Income taxes paid by corporations are estimated at $56.2 billion for
fiscal year 1983.

Social insurance taxes and contributions, composed of social security
and other payroll taxes, unemployment insurance taxes and deposits,
Federal employee retirement contributions, and premium payments
for supplementary medical insurance, are expected to total $223.6
billion. Receipts from these sources in fiscal year 1983 will account
for approximately 34.2 percent of the total Federal revenues.

Excise taxes imposed on selected commodities, services, and activi-

ties including crude oil production are expected to provide $40.5 billion
during fiscal year 1983.

Estate and gift taxes imposed on the value of property held at death
and on inter vivos transfers of property are projected to produce $5.9
billion during fiscal year 1983,

Customs duties, levied on imports, and other taxes and miscellaneous
receipts (such as deposits of earnings by the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem) are expected to total $26.2 billion for fiscal year 1983.

(79)
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Chart 15
Revenue: Proposed Leglslation
ADMINISTRATION PRUPOSALb

A. Substantive tax law changes

The Administration has proposed a variety of changes to the tax
code designed to eliminate tax abuses and to remove obsolete tax incen-
tives. These changes, which are described briefly below, result in a
small increase in Federal revenues during fiscal year 1982 and will
substantially increase Federal revenues durmg fiscal year 1983 and
subsequent years,

Completed contract method of accounting.—Current regulations
allow contractors to defer tax on income from ]ong-term contracts
until the year the contract is completed although income is received
thxouohout the term of the contract and certain costs are deducted
when mcurled Effective January 1, 1983, the administration has pro-
posed to eliminate the completed con'h'act method of accounting., Tax-
payers would be required to account for income and deductions on
long-term contracts by either the percentage of completion method or
the progress payment method of accounting. The percentage of com-
pletion method permits current deductions for allowable costs but
requires that income be reported according to the percentage of the
contract completed in the tax year. The progress payment method
defers the deduction of costs until payment is received. The adminis-
tration estimates that this proposal will increase revenues by $3.3 bil-

e JIODANfiSCALYERL AOSBe o L et

Business energy tax cr c(h{s ——Blhlll(‘ss(‘a ate curr entlv n]lo“ ed addl-
tional investment tax credits for energy saving equipment and struc-
tures. Some cnergy tax credits expire at the end of 1982, but others
extend through 1985 and beyond. Effective January 1, 1983, the
Administration has proposed to repeal all business energy tax subsidies
and special tax provisions that allow-States and localities to issue tax-
exempt industrial development bonds to finance certain energy prop-
erty. This proposal is estimated by the Administration to increase
revenues in fiscal year 1983 by $0.1 billion. '

T aw-exempt revenue bonds for private activities—States and locali-
ties are currently permitted to issue tax-exempt revenue bonds for
industrial development, housing, and other specific purposes. The Ad-
ministration has proposed to require that assets financed with tax-
exempt revenue bonds issued after 1982 be depreciated using the
straight-line method over an extended recovery period. Tax-exempt

(81)
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revenue bond financing would be limited to bonuds that are publicly
approved by local governments and that, after 1985, receive a financial
contribution, commitment, or obligation from the local government. In
addition, small issue industrial development bonds would not be al-
lowed for large businesses. The Administration estimates that this pro-
posal will reduce revenues by $0.2 billion in fiscal year 1983, but will
increase revenue in later years.

Modified coinsurance—Current tax accountmg rules permit insur-
ance companies to enter into certain reinsurance agreements referred
to as modified coinsurance resulting in a reduction in their tax liabil-
ity. The Administration has proposed to eliminate the unintended tax
benefits resulting from the use of modified coinsurance arrangements.
In addition, the tax treatment of other forms of coinsurance would
be changed to prevent insurance companies from obtaining similar
benefits c.rough other provisions of the law. The proposal is estimated
by the Administration to increase revenues by $1.1 billion in fiscal
year 1983,

Capitalization of construction period interest and taxes.—Cur-
rently, individual taxpayers must amortize over 10 years interest and
taxes incurred during the construction of commercial buildings. The
amortization period for rental housing is 8 years, but is scheduled
to become 10 years by 1984, Corporations are allowed an immediate
writeoff of these costs. The Administration has proposed to require
construction period interest and taxes incurred by corporations to
develop nonresidential real property after December 31, 1982 be amor-
tized over 10 years. This proposal is estimated by the Administration
to increase revenues in fiscal year 1982 by $0.5 billion.

O'orpomte minimum tam.—Corporations must currently pay a mini-
mum tax, in addition to regular income tax, equal to 15 percent of
certain tax preferences, This minimum tax may apply to any cor-
poration that has reduced its tax linbility through the use of desig- .. ...

Tiated tax Preferences, Kitective J anuary 1, 1983, the Administration
has proposed to replace the corporate minimum tax with an alterna-
tive minimum tax that would apply only to those corporations that
pay little or no regular income tax. Corporations would be required
to pay the greater of the regular income tax or an alternative tax
equal to 15 percent of their alternative tax base in excess of $50,000.
This alternative base would consist of regular taxable income -plus
certain tax preferences. The investment tax credit would not be al- -
lowed agamst the alternative tax. The Administration estimates this
proposal will increase revenues by $2.8 billion in fiscal year 1983.

Other taw code changes—The Administration intends to propose
technical changes to close other tax loopholes,
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B. IMPROVED TAX COLLECTION AND ENFORCEMENT

The Administration has also made several proposals which would
ensure that taxes due the Government are paid and collected on a more
timely basis.

Withholding on interest and dividends~—Currently no tax is with-
held on interest and dividends paid to domestic taxpayers, although
taxes are withheld on wages. Effective January 1, 1983, the Adminis-
tration has proposed to require the withholding of 5 percent of pay-
ments of taxable interest and dividends paid to domestic taxpayers.
In certain cases, withholding would also be extended to U.S. Govern-
ment securities. Corporations and nontaxable individuals filing ex-
emption certificates would be exempt from withholding. Taxpayers
aged 65 or older with a tax liability of $500 ($1,000 on a joint return)
or less would also be exempt. The Administration estimates this pro-
posal will increase revenues in fiscal year 1983 by $2.0 billion.

Acceleration of corporate income taw payments.—Corporations are
generally required to pay at least 80 percent of their current year’s
tax liability in estimated payments. The remaining tax liability is pay-
- -able in two equal instaHments due after the close of their taxable year.
An exception to these rules permits corporations to base their esti-
mated tax payments on the full amount of their prior year’s tax
liability. For large corporations, the estimated payments must be at
least 65 percent of their current year’s tax liability (75 percent in
1983 and 80 percent thereafter). The Administration has proposed, for
tax years beginning after 1982, to increase the required estimated tax
payment from 80 percent to 90 percent of the current year’s tax lia-
bility and to require that all remaining tax liability be paid in one
payment after the close of the tax year. In addition, large corpora-
tions making estimated tax payments based on their prior year’s tax
liability would be required to pay at least 85 percent of their current

Jeui’stax 1iability in 1085 and 90 percent thereafter. The Administra-
tion estimates that this proposal will increase revenues by $1.4 billion
in fiscal year 1983,

Internal Revenue Services staff increase—The Administration has
_ proposed to increase the Internal Revenue Service enforcement staff
by more than 5,000 persons. This proposal is estimated by the Admin-
istration to increase Federal revenues in fiscal years 1982 and 1983 by
$0.2 billion and $2.1 billion, respectively.
Other collection and enforcement provisions—The Administration
will propose additional measures to facilitate Internal Revenue Serv-
ice collection and enforcement effort, which may affect Federal reve-
fiues in fiscil’ | years 1982 and 1983, J
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C. User Fees

The Administration has proposed a variety of legislation to recover
the cost of direct and indivect services provided hy the Federal Gov-
ernment to identifinble groups of business and private users. The pro-
posuls would increase or institute 15 categories of such fees, A few
oxamples aroe briefly described below., For budget purposes, the Admin-
istration has classified most of these fees as proprietary receipts and
has off'set the expected savings against outlays in certain specific Fed-
cral agencies, The Finance Committee will have jurisdiction over any
fee recovery proposal that can be classified as a tax.

Ooast Guard user fees—The Administration has proposed to assess.

fees'on commercial and recreational boating to recover certain direct
and indirect services provided by the Coast Guard. This proposal
would recover 25 percent of the cost of direct and indirect services
provided by the Coast Guard in 1982 and 100 percent by the end of
1983.

Corps of Engineers navigation user fees—DBeginning in 1982, the

Administration has proposed to increase fees paid by commercial ves-
sels using the mland waterways and the: deep draft channels and

harbors.
D. Other Administration Proposals

The Administration has indicated additional areas in which it will
propose legislation affecting' Federal revenue receipts in fiscal year
1983.

Enterprise zone tax incentives.—Under current law, no special tax
incentives- ave provided for the, redevelopment of ‘depressed areas.
The Administration has proposed that beginning January 1, 1984, up
to 25 small urban areas per year (not to exceed 75 in total) may be
designated as “enterprise zones.” Special tax incentives and relief

from regulation, designed to increase investment and employment,_,

would be prov ided fm “businesses and individuals locating in these
areas. These incentives, which would be applicable for 20 years, are
estimated by the Administration to have no effect on Federal revenues
in fiscal year 1983.
Federalism initiative—The Administration has proposed a federal-
ism initiative which provides for the eventual transfer of revenue
sources to States and localities as they assume responsibility for pro-
grams that are now administered and funded by the Federal Govern-
ment. During the first phase of this initiative (1984-1987), some
existing excise taxes would be dedicated to a special fund. This fund
wotild be used to contintie interim financing of the programs selected
- to be retiirned to the States and localities, or would provide payments
to the States equal to the cost of these programs. The choice would be
‘made by the States. The establishment of this fund is estimated by
the Administration to have no effect on Federal revenues.
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Airport and Airway Trust Fund tawes—Statutory authority for
the airport and airway trust fund expired on September 30, 1980.
Since then, revenue from a 5-percent passenger ticket tax has been
deposited in the general fund. The only other aviation taxes currently
being levied, a 4 cents per gallon tax on general aviation gasoline and
a tire tax and tube tax, are deposited in the highway trust fund. The
Administration has proposed to reinstate statutory authority for the

airport and airway trust fund effective July 1, 1982. The general . . .

aviation gasoline tax would be increased to 12 cents per gallon on
July 1, 1982, to 14 cents per gallon on October 1, 1983, and would
increase 2 cents per gallon annually thereafter to 20 cents per gallon
on October 1, 1986. The general aviation jet fuel tax would be reinstated
at 14 cents per gallon on July 1, 1982 and would increase 2 cents per
gallon annually thereafter to 22 cents per gallon on. October 1, 1986.
The Administration proposal would increase the passenger ticket tax
to 8 percent on July 1, 1982. A 5-percent freight waybill tax and a
$3.00 international departure tax also have been proposed. The Ad-
ministration estimates these taxes will increase revenues by $0.1 bil-
lion in fiscal year 1982 and $1.2 billion in fiscal year 1983.
Ewntension of Highway 1'rust Fund taxes—Undeér current law, the
4 cents per gallon tax on gasoline and diesel fuels will decline to 1.5
cents per gallon on October 1, 1984. Several other taxes that are
deposited in the highway trust fund will be redticed or expire at the
sante time. The Administration has proposed to extend these taxes at
their present rates. The Administration estimates that this proposal
will have no effect on Federal revenues in fiscal years 1982 and 1983.
Change in railroad retirement system.—The railroad retirement sys-
tem, which is currently administered by the Federal Railroad Retire-
ment Board, provides coverage generally equivalent to a combination
of social security and a multiemployer industry pension plan. Rail-

~-road-employees-and-employers-muke-contributionys to-rutlroad retive- -~

ment that are generally equivalent to social security payroll taxes.
Beginning October 1, 1982, the Administration has proposed to extend
full social security coverage to railroad workers through payroll taxes.
The Administration has also proposed to return the rail industry’s
retirement plan to the private sector. The Administration estimates
this proposal will reduce Federal revenues by $1.7 billion in fiscal year
1983.

Ewmtension of social security stpztal insurance taxes to Federal
employees—Most Federal civilian employees are currently exempt
from social security taxes. The Administration has proposed to require
Federal employees to pay the employee portion of social security hos-
pital insurance tax (1.3 percent in 1983 and 1984). This proposal
would be effective January 1, 1983, and is estimated by the Administra-
tion to increase Federal revenues by $0.6 billion in 1983.

!/
J
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"OTHER PROPOSALS
Both the Administration and several members of the committee have
~indicated interest in a variety of additional tax proposals which

would have their initial impact on revenues in fiscal year 1982 and
1983, Among these proposals are modification of the safe harbor leas-

ing provision of the Economic Recovery Tax Act of 1981, a broad-

based alternative corporate and individual minimum tax, relaxation

~ee - of - limitations onthe davailability of installment payments for estate

taxes, reform of the tax laws to improve compliance, tuition tax
credits, and the tax-exempt status of private schools. Some committee
members have indicated interest in either advancing or delaying the
effective dates of the second and third individual rate reductions en-
acted in the Economic Recovery Tax Act. Committee members have
also expressed an interest in expandmg savings and investment incen-
tives, and imposing additional excise taxes or. increasing existing
excise taxes.

The committee may also wish te consider extending certain tax
credits and tax-exempt interest provisions which expire at the end of
1982, including the targeted jobs credit, the business energy tax credits,
the All Savers Certificates and certain rules concerning employer edu-
cational assistance programs which expire at the end of 1983.

During the first session of the 97th Congress, the Firiance Commit-
tee recommended and the Senate approved legislation which would
delay until Jan. 1, 1983, the effective date of the LIFO recapture pro-
vision of the Crude Oil Windfall Profit Tax Act of 1980. Although
both the Senate and the House passed legislation as part of H.R. 4717
that would defer the effective date of the LIFO rccapture provi-
sion, other provisions of H.R. 4717 must be resolved in Conference.
Since H.R. 4717 has not been enacted the LIFO recapture provision

corraee -0 -the-Crude-Qil-Windfall Profit Tax Act-of-1980-becttme effsetive

on January 1, 1982, If H.R. 4717 is enacted it is estimated that the
deferral of the LIFO recapture provision will reduce Federal revenues
by $0.015 billion in fiscal year 1982 and by $0.260 oilllon in fiscal
year 1988,

It is estimated that the enactment of the Senate passed version of -~ - -

H.R. 4717 would reduce Federal revenues in fiscal years 1982 and 1983
by $0.051 billion and $0.317 billion, respectively.

The committee may also consider & variety of other proposals affect-
ing individual and corporate taxation.

Allowance for minor income tax and tariff bills—The budget res-
olutions set an overall floor on revenues, and this floor is, after the
second resolution, enforceable by points of order. While this procedne
is intended to prov1de budgetary control over ma]or revenue changes,
it also applies to bills which have only a very minor revenue impact

o




87

but may be important for other reasons such as tariff bills or bills
designed to correct inequities’in the treatment of taxpayers.

In order to avoid unduly restricting the flexibility of the Senate to
consider such measures, the committee has in the past recommended
that an allowance of $0.1 billion for minor tax and tariff legislaticn

_be _incorporated into.whatever revenue levels are established in the
budget resolution. '

24
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Chart 16

Tax Expenditures: Present Law

. (dollars in billions)
- FY 1982 FY 1983
Commerce and housing $99.0 $101.0

credit | :
Income security 535 58.0
General purpose fiscal 28.3 30.3

assistance |
Education, training, 13.5 13.5

employment, and
social services .
Health 21.3 22.7

Energy e 7.8 8.2
Integpational affairs 2.5 2.8

- Othér tax expenditures 7.8 7.2
- Yofal- ¢ 2337 2437
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Chart 16

Tax Expen;ditures: Present Law

"The cencept of tax expenditures was developed in order to compare

the Federal Government'’s odtlays to the budgetary impact of various.

deductions, deferrals, and cr¢dits in the tax structure. It was intended
that, with this information, donsideration of the budget might involve

. examination of both.direct m}ul tax expendltures as alternate meansof - -

providing incentives. i

The Budget Act defines a tax expenditure as the revenue loss arising
from special exemptions, exelusions, or deductions from gross income,
a special credit, a preferential rate of tax, or a deferral of tax. In gen-

eral, the concept is intended to identify provisions in the tax law which

‘cither encourage certain behavior or compensate for specific hardship.

The term encompasses tax provisions of limited applicability which
are exceptions to provisions of more general apphcablhty considered
necessary to make the tax system function.

This definition of “tax expenditure” is imprecise. The imprecision

in definition, as well as a possible implication that the Government
owns all income, has resulted in substantial controversy. Because of
the difficulty of achieving precision, the staff approach has been to be
as comprehensive as is reasonable in deciding whether a provision
should be included as a tax expenditure item, and has included all

items listed as tax expenditures by.the Administration. A listing of &~ ~

provision as a “tax expenditure” here is not intended to imply approval
or disapproval, or judgment about the effectiveness, of any provision.
A listing simply reflects present law and, by implication, present
public policy.

The chart presents a summary of tax expenditures by budget func-
tional category and estimates of their revenue effects. The table con-
taining the estimates presented by the Administration as a special
analysis in the 1983 budget is reproduced in appendix C.

If the various tax expenditures ﬁgures in the two columns were

- added they would total $233.7 billion in fiscal year 1982 and $243.7

billion in fiscal yedr 1983. However, simple addition of the separate
items, even in functional categories, may not accurately reflect revenue
loss The revenue estimates are made with the assumption that only
one item was repealed. If two or more changes were made at the same
time, there could be interaction effects. For example, an affected tax-
payer could be forced into a higher tax bracket than if only one change
were made. Thus, the combined revenue impact would be different
from the sum of the separate revenue estimates. Furthermore, some
taxpayers have the chéice of using other tax expenditures if they
want to reduce their tax liability. Other taxpayers would be required

to pay higher taxes, absent existence of a tax expenditure provision.

These possibilities are not reflected by a simple totaling of separate
items,

(89)
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Chart 17

Debt Limit

(dollars in billions)

~ Temporary debt limit through ~ $1079.8

Sept. 30, 1982
Reagan administration estimate 1,130.0
of debt subject to limit |
Sept. 30, 1982
Plus |
Federal funds deficit for 106.9
- FY 1983
Off-budget agency spending 15.7
financed by Treasury .

Other financing 1.7
Equals:
Debt subject to llmlt 1,254.3

Sept. 30,1983




Chart 17

Debt Limit

‘Under existing law, the debt limit is $1,279.8 billion until Septem-
ber 30, 1982. The temporary limit expires on September 30, 1982. In
the absence of further legislation, the debt ceiling would decline on
that date to its permanent level of $400 billion. The Reagan Adminis-
tration estimates that legislation will be needed to change the limit on
the public debt before that time.

For fiscal year 1983 the Reagan Administration assumes that the
debt subject to limit would reach $1,254.3 billion on September 30,
1983. Underlying those estimates are the legislative proposals to reduce
the Federal deficit outlined in the fiscal year 1983 budget proposed by
the Administration and reductions in borrowing by off-budget Federal
entities. The economic assumptions set forth in the fiscal year 1983
budget also determine the estimates of the debt subject to limit,

The fiscal year 1983 needs as estimated by the Administration include
issue of debt by the Federal Financing Bank under the debt limit on
behalf of various agency programs and several agencies whose activi-
ties are not included in the budget totals. In general, trust fund sur-
pluses are invested in Government securities and therefore do not serve
to reduce the debt subject to limit even though they do reduce the
unified budget deficit.

(91)
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| Washington, D.O., Maroh 18, 1981.
"Hon. Pere V. DoMeNIOI, ‘ '
Ohairman, Committee on the Budget,
U.8. Senate, Washington, D.O.
Dear MR, CHATRMAN : This letter transmits the views and estxmabes
of the Committee on Finance on those aspects of the Federal budget for

. fiscal year 1982 that-fall-within-the-Committee’s-jurisdiction as-is-re-

quired by section 801(c) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974,

Eoonomio assumptions—Many of the components which make up
the budget totals are highly sensitive to relatively slight changes in
economic conditions, The economic assumptions underlying the budget
are presented on pages 12-18 of President Reagan’s fiacal year 1082
budget revisions, For purposes of the first concurrent resolution on the
budget, the Finance Committee accepted these assumptions,

‘While the President’s economic assumptions have been used as a basis
for estimating revenues, unemployment compensation, social security
. henefits and other programs under Finatice Committee jurisdiction, we

" recognize that there are alternative economic assumptions which might.

reasonably be supported. If the Budget Committee decides to adopt a
different set of economic assumptions, an'appropriate adjustment
should be made in the revenue and outlays estimates, (We are also
attaching Senator Bradley’e views on the Administration’s economic
assumptions.)

TABLE 1.—FINANCE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS CON-
CERNING BUDGET AUTHORITY AND OUTLAYS UNDER COM.-
MITTEE JURISDICTION: FISCAL YEAR 1982

[In billions of dollars)

) Budge
Functional category autho Qty Outlays
450 Community and regional development... 0.1 0.1
500 Education, training, employment, and’

80cial 8erviCes.........ovveriiinieniness . 3.6 3.6

New legislation..................... -8 -,
550 Health..........ooovvviiiiininnnninnnes, 76.1 67.0
New legislation ........ Cerrieriais -2.0 —2.0
600 Income security ! ..........cocivviinninen, 194.1 199.4
New legislation..................... -2.8 -6.5
850 General purpose fiscal assistance....... 4,8 4.8
900 Interest. . .........oovivivvnienrininerions 98.7 98.7

1 Assumes adoption of a hardship block grantata $1.4 bimon ievel in lieu of low
"Income energy assistance.



i . Fwpenditure programs—The Committee on Finance has jurisdie-. -

- tion-over-a-variety of programs which-ifivolve expenditiires. These ="

B include such income maintenance programs as social security, supple-
mental security incoiie, unemployment compensation, and welfare
programs for families. Health programs under Finance Committee
juriediction include Medicare, Medicaid, and maternal and child
health, as well as national health insurance proposals, Other programs,
within the committee’s jurisdiction which involve the expenditure of
Federal funds include social services and revenue sharing, Interest on
the public debt, which on a gross basis will account for some $98.7
billion in Federal outlays during the coming fiscal year, also falls
under the jurisdiction of the Committee on Finance. :

The Committee on Finance has reviewed each of the expenditure
programs within its jurisdiction and estimates that the amounts shown
in Table 1 should be allowed in the concurrent budget resolution for
these programs. The overall total is consistent with that proposed by
the President, but the commiittee anticipates that in many instances
it may attempt to achieve that goal in different programs or through
proposals different from those indicated in the President’s budget.

Eduocation, training, employment, and social services—In this
category, there are several programs under the jurisdiction.of. the
Committee on Finance including the general social services program
under title XX of the Social Security Act, the child welfare services
program, and the work incentive program (WIN) for employable
recipients of aid to families with dependent children, The committee
recommends that the Congressional budget for fiscal year 1982 assume
that net outlay reductions totalling $0.8 billion will be achieved in
this funotion.

Health—The Committee on Finance has jurisdiction over the Medi-
care, Medicaid, and maternal and child health programs, The Com-
mittes recommends that the congressional budget for fiscal year 1982
assume that net outlay reductions totalling $2.0 billion will be achieved
in the health function,

Inocome seourity.—In the income security function of the budget,
the Committee on Finance has jurisdiction over the basic national
social insurance and public assistance programs, The major programs
involved are old-age, survivors, and disability insurance, supplemental
security income for the aged, blind, and disabled, aid to families
with dependent children, and unemployment compensation, Under the
revised budget conventions adopted in 1978 the refundable aspects of
tax credits are now treated as expenditure items, As a result, the
income security category estimates now include the refundahle part
of the earned income tax credit. The committeo recommends that the
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tions of $6 b billion will be achneved in the income secux'ity functxon.

General purpose fiscal assistance~This function of the budget
includes general revenue sharing, and other itema such as payments
to Puerto Rico of amounts equal to certain tax collections. The general
revenue sharing program last year was extended through fiscal year °
1988, The committee recommended that $4.8 billipn be included in the
fiscal year 1982 budget for this function,

Intorest,—~The interest function in the budget includes intereet on
the public debt, interest payments on certain tax refunds, and certain
oftsetting interest receipts, The committee estimates that present law,
as modified by legislative proposals of President Reagan not within
this committee’s jurisdiction, will involvé gross interest-payments of
$08.7 billion and net interest payments of $82.6 bllion.

TABLE 2.—FISCAL YEAR 1982 FINANCE COMMITTEE REVENUE
PAYMENTS RECOMMENDATIONS:

Billions

Preset' 6 00 00 00 0 0 OO NN CO$7°16
Allowanceforleglslatlon (net)......... Ceverrrierierieees, =Bl 4
Present law and legislation..... 650.2

Revenuss.—The different types of Federal revenues include individ-
ual and corporate income taxes, social insurance taxes, excise taxes,
estato and gift taxes, and customs duties, For purposes of this report,
all Federal receipts have been treated as revenues; those receipts in
the President’s budget which do not fall within the Finance Com-
mittee’s jurisdiction have been accepted without change,

The President’s revised budget for fiscal year 1982 estimates total
revenues of $650.8 billion. The Committee on Finance recommends
that a $650.2 billion overall revenue total be adopted for purposes of
the first concurrent budget resolution, This recommendation contem-
‘plates a $51.4 billion net reduction in revenues from current law. The
committee has not endorsed any particular tax reduction proposal
and may enact a smaller tax cut if spending reduction goals are not
met.

The revenue estimate of the Finance Committee includes an allow-
ance to cover minor tax and tariff legislation. The committee notes
that setting a budget resolution revenue total at oxactly the level of
expected revenues could result in an unfortunate procedural barrier
to the consideration of minor tax and tariff bills which have only neg-
ligible revenue implications, While such bills have essentially no budg-
etary impact, they are technically inconsistent with the budget reso-
lution (and after the second budget resolution may be subject to a
point of order). To deal with this situation, the Committee on Finance
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strongly recommends that the revenue total-in-thobudget Yesslition ™

be set at a-level $0.1 billion below the level of revenues otherwise an-
ticipated. . '

Budget defloit.—Table 8 showa the overall budgetary impact of the
recommendations of the Committee on Finance concerning the fiscal
year 1082 Congressional budget resoiution,

TABLE 3.—BUDGETARY IMPACT OF FINANCE COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATIONS

(In billions of dollars}

Revenues Outlays Deficit

Presentlaw!..............co0vvninns 701.6 729.7 28.6
Finance Committee recommenda-

tions......... e et ene 650.2 695.3 45,1

t Outlays based on the February 18, 1981 ‘‘Current Policy"’ bzase.

Publio debt limit.~The permanent debt limit under existing law is
$400 billion. In addition, there is a temporary debt limit in effect which
brings the overall limit to $985 billion, This temporary limit expires
on September 80, 1081, and in the absence of further legislation theo
debt ceiling would decline to the $400 billion permanent level. The
projected deficit for fiscal year 1982 will increase the debt. subject to

-limit to a level of $1,071.2 billion on the basis of the President’s budget.

The Budget Committee may find it necessary to adjust the debt limit
estimntes to take account of any other appropriate adjustments to the
estimates in the budget for programs not within the jurisdiction of
the Committee on Finance, : '

TABLE 4.—PUBLIC DEBT LIMIT ESTIMATES IN PRESIDENT'S

BUDGET Billions

n
gfsgn:\ated debt subject to limit as of Sept. 30, 1981..... $987.4
Federal funds deficit for fiscal year 1982............ 66.7

Off-budget agency spending financed by Treasury
and other financing.........ccovvvvrineeserssrecans 1
Equals: Debt subject to limit as of Sept. 30, 1982... 1,071.2

Taw ewpenditures,~The Congressional Budget Act of 1974 defines
“tax expenditures” as “revenue losses attributable to provisions of the
Federal tax laws which allow a special exclusion, exemption, or deduc-
tion from gross income or which provide a special credit, a preferential
rate of tax, or a deferral of tax liability.” In the committee’s view,
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~——--~-the question-of whether a-given revenue provision represents & special ~ -

or a normal application of tax policy is one which in many instances
cannot be objectively resolved. For this reason, the committee feels
that the only way in which it can comply with the Budget Act’s re-
quirement that it present its estimntes with respect to tax expenditures
ia by listing all items which have been so designated in the President’s
budget. In doing so, however, the committee does not either endorse
or reject the contention that any or all of these items designated as tax
expenditures represent a departure from normal tax policy.

For the reason stated above, the Finance Committee simply trans-
mits ae it report the tax expenditure listing included in Special
Analysis G of the President’s hudget.

Five-year budgetary outlook.—The magnitude and timing of sav-
ings or expenditures which may result from changes in the law to be
recommended by the committee during the upcoming session of the
Congress will depend heavily on the exact nature of each specifio legis-
lative change, This result is arrived at only after the entire process of
substantive consideration by the committee and the Congress. More-
over, the budgetary estimates presented in this letter are net amounts
which the committee may ultimately achieve through a combination
of legislative changes involving both increased costs in some cases and
cost reductions in others, For example, in both the health and income
security categories there are a number of proposals which the com-
mittee may be asked to consider for program changes which would
involve increased costs, '

Similarly, the revenue goal for the coming fiscal year is a net figure
whose detailed composition and future year impact can be determined
only after the committee has completed the legislative consideration
of various competing proposals, In future years as in past years, it
may be anticipated that revenue goals will be established which vary
from year to year depending upon tlie changing economic needs and
conditions of the country.

The committee recognizes that the Congressional Budget Act re-
quires the Budget Committees to undertake an analysis of the five-year
budgetary outlook and include projections in their reports on the budg-
et resolution. This is & useful and appropriate element in Congressional
consideration of broad budgetary perspectives, However, for the rea-
sons cited above, the committee belioves that an attempt by substan-
tive committees to provide detailed projections of the likely impact of
legislative changes on future fiscal years would be a highly speculative
exercise if done prior to actual legislative consideration. The com-
mittee does recognize the importance of future year budgetary impact
projections and believes that the Budget Act and the Standing Rules
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"> of the_Senstq properly. impose on substantive committees the obliga- - - - .-

tion to make such projects when they have completed legislative con-

.- sideration and are reporting a measure to the Senate,

To assist the Budget Committee in carrying out its responsibilities
for long-range projections, I am enclosing a copy of Finance Commit-
tee Print 97-8 which includes present law projections of certain trust
fund programs (see pages 16 and 52-83). Present law revenuo projec-
tions appear in President Reagan’s Budget Revisions on page 128,

The Finance Committeo staff is available to answer any additional

“questions you may have on these cstimates,

Sincerely yours,
Bon Do, Ohairman.,
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80_5TAT, 308
TITLE 11I—-CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET PROCESS
TIMETABLE ]
31 uUso 1321, Sxo, 300, The timetable with ‘respect to the congressional budget
proocess for any flacal year is as follows: :
On or before ! Actlon to be completed
0 President submits current services budget,
fd’&'&?ﬁ&n Congress meets. .. Pmld:nt submits his budget. duet.

March 10.. Committees and joint committees submit
reports to Budget Committees.

Aprdl 1. Congressional Budget Office submits report to
Bu Committees.

April 18 B Committees report first concurrent res-
olution on the budﬁ- to thelr Houses,

May 10ccccccencencacccnones « Committees report bilis and resolutions author.
Ising new Ludget authority.

May 10.cccecccncoccncaccncnca « Congress completes action on firut concurrent
resolution on the budget.

Tth day after Labor IMY. .cc... Congress oomglom action on bills and resolu.
tions providing new bLudget authority and
new spending authority,

Septenber 18..ccccecccncanea « Congress completes action on wecond required
concurrent resolution on the budget,

Beptember 23.ceecucncncanaces Congress completes action on reconclliation bil} .
or resolution, or Loth, finplementing necond
required concurrent resolution.

October 1 - Fincal year begine,

ADOPTION OF PIRST CONCURRENT RERULUTION
31 USO 1322, Sko. 801. (a) Actton To Be Comrreven sy May 15.—On or before
May 18 of each year, the Congress shall complete action on the first
concurrent reeoJution on the budget for the fiscal year beginning on
Oontents, October 1 of such year. The concurrent resolution shall set forth—

(1) the appropriate level of total budget outlays and of total
new budget authorltn
(2) an estimate of budget outlays and an appropriate level of
new budget authority for each major functional category, for
contingencies, and for undistributed intragovernmental transac-
tions, based on allocations of the appropriate level of total budget
outlays and of total new b\u}%et authority; .
88)‘ the amount, if an* of the surplus or the deficit in the budget
which is a}:proprhto in ‘ght of economic conditions and all other
relevant factors; A
(4) the recommended level of Federal revenues and the amount
if any, by which the aggregate level of Federal revenues should
be increased or decreased by bills and resolutions to be reported
by the appropriate committees; ‘
(8) the an:‘ro riate level o{ the publie debt, and the amount, if
any, by which the mtutory imit on the public debt should be
inoreased or decreased by bills and resolutions to be reported by
the appropriate committees; and
(e)psuo other matters relating to the budget as may be appro-
riate to carry.out the purposes of this Act,
(b) Aonrrionat, MaTTERS IN CONCURRENT Resorurion.—The first
oconcurrent resolution on the budget may also require—
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88 JTAT, 307

(1) 8 procedure under which all or certain bills and resolutions
providing new budFet tuthorit{ or providing new spending
authority described in section 40 (c)‘(sf(c) for such fisca) year
shall not be enrolled until the concurrent resolution required to be
veported under section 810(a) has been agreed to, and, if s recon-
cifiation bill or reconciliation resolution, or both, mu required to

reported undor section 310(c), until Congress has comploted
action on that bill or resolution, or both jand

(2) any other procedure which is considered appropriate to
carry out the purposcs of this Act,

Not later thun the closo of the Ninoty-fifth Con&ms, the Commiittee
on the Budget of each House shall report to its House on the imple.
mentation of procedures desoribed in this subsection.

(6) Views anD Estimates or Orner Coxmrrees,—On or before
March 15 of each fenr oach standing committee of the House of
Reprosentatives shall submit to the Committee on the Budget of the
House, each standing committee of the Senate shall submiit to t
Committee on the Budget of the Senate, and the Joint Economic Com-
mittes and Joint Committes on Internal Revenue Taxation shall sub-
mit to the Committecs on the Budget of both Housea—

(1) its views and cstimates with respect to all matters set forth
in subsection (a) which relate to matters within the respective
jurisdiction or functions of such committes or joint committee;

an
) except in the case of such joint committees, the estimate
of the total amounts of new budget authority, and budﬂot outlays
resulting therefrom, to be proviﬁed or authorized in all bills and
vesolutions within the jurisdiction of such committes which such
committee intends to be effective during the fiscal year beginning
Q,n October 1 of such year.
- The Joint Economic Committee shall also submnit to the Committees
on the Hudget of both Houses, its recommendations as to the fiaca)
policy appropriate to the goals of the Employment Act of 1046, Any
other committee of the House or Senate may submit to the Committee
on the Budget of its House, and any other gint committee of the
Congress may submit to the Committees on the udget of both Houses,
its views and estimates with respect to all matters set forth in sub-
section }{ a) which relate to matters within its jurisdiction or functions.
. _(d) Hearinas aNp Rerorr.—In developing the first coneurrent roso-
lution on the budget referred to in subsection s) for each fiscal year
- the Committee on the Budget of each House shall hold hearings and
shall receive testimony from Members of Congress and such appro-
priate mgreuntntives of Federal departments and agencies, the gen-
eral public, and national orfpniutiono as the committee deems
desirable, On or before April 15 of each year, the Committee on the
Budget of each House shall report to its Flouse the first conourrent
resolution on the budget referred to in subsection (a) for the fiscal
year beginning on October 1 of such year. The report accompanying
-such concurrent resolution shall include, but not be limited to—
(1) » comparison of revenues estimated b{ht.he committes with
- those estimated in the budget submitted by the President;

(2) o comg:riaon of the a prolzll;iate levels of total budget out-
lays ‘and total new budget suthority, as set forth in such
concurrent resolution, with total bud‘got outlays estimated and
t“ﬁml"::xdl;:‘tl‘“ suthority requested in the bud‘:et submitted by

0 }
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31 USC 1323,

Subdivisions,

8) with respect to cach major functional category, an estimate
of budget outlays and an appropriute level of new budget author-
it‘y for all propoced programs and for all existing programs
(Including renewals thereof), with the estimate and level for
existing programs being divided between permanent suthority
and funds provided in appropriation Acts, and each such division
being :: ivided between controllable amounts and all other
samoun

(4) m‘ allocation of the level of Federal revenues recommended
in the concurrent resolution among the major sources of such
revenues;

(8) the economic assuraptions and objectives which underlie
each of the matters set forth in such concurrent resolution and
alternative economic assumptions and objoctives which the com-
mittee considered;

(6) projections, not limited to the following, for the period of
five fiscal years beginning with such fiscal year of the estimated
levels of l?t sl budget outlays, total new budget outlays, total new
budget autHority, the estimated revenues to be received, and the
estimated surplus or defieit, if any, for each fiscal year in such
period, and the estimated Jevels of tax expenditures (the tax
expenditures bud?t) by major functional categories;

7) o statement of any significant changes in the proposed
levels of Federal assistance to State and local governments; and

'(ﬁ)1 information, dats, and com‘urisono indicating the manner
in which, and the basis on which, the committee determined each
of the matters set forth in the conourrent resolution, and the rola-
tionship of such matters to other budget categories.

MATTERS TO HE INCLUDED IN JOINT STATEMENT OF MANAGERS;
REPORTA BY COMMITTEES ‘

Sec. 302, (a) ArrocaTion or Torars.—The joint explanatory state-
ment accompan inf a conference report on a concurrent resolution on
the budget shall include an estimated allocation, based upon such
concurrent resolution as recommended in such conference report, of
the appropriate levels of total budget outlays and total new budget
authority among each committee of the House of Rerresentutives and
the Senate which has jurisdiction over bills and resolutions providing
such new budget authority. '

b) Rerorts By CoMMITTERS.—AS 800N a8 practicable after a con-
current resolution on the budget is to—

1) the Committee on Appropristions of each House shall, after
consulting with the Committes on Approrriutionn of the other
House, ( ‘ subdivide among its subcommittees the allocation of
budget outlays and new b\!gget authority allocated to it in the
joint explanatory statement accompanying the conference report
on such concurrent resolution, and (B) further subdivide the
smount with respect to each such subcommittee between con-
trollable amounts and all other amounts; and

2) evrry other committes of the House and Senate to which
an allocation was made in such joint explanatory statement shall,
after consulting with the committee or committees of the other
House to which all or part of its allocation was made, (A) sub-
divide such allocation among its subcommittees or among pro-

rams over which it has jurisdiction, and (B) further subdivide
e amount with respect to each subcommittee or program between
ocontrollable amounts and all other amounts.

| MR e ey ] B W N BUMEE M BN M R st e
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Each such committee shall rom‘p,tly report to its House the subdivi-
sions made by it pursuant to this subsection.

(0) Susszquent Concurnent ResoLuTiONS.—In the case of & concur-
tent resolution on the budget referred to in section 804 or 810,
allocation under subgection (s) and the subdivisions under subsection
(b) shall be required only to the extent necessary to take into account
uvi&i.ong made in the most recently agreed to concurrent resolution
on udget. :

PIRST CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THS BUDOET MUST BR ADOPTED BEFORE
LRGISLATION TPROVIDING NEW BUDOGET AUTHORITY, NEW SPENDING
AUTHORITY, OR CHANOES IN REVENUERS OR PUBLIO DEBT LIMIT 18 OON-
SIDERED

Sxo. 803, (a) In Genzrar.~It shall not be in order in either the
House of Representatives or the Senate to consider any bill or resolu.
tion (or amendment thereto) which provides—

1) new budget authority for a flscal year;
8) an increase or decrease in revenues to become effective
during » fiscé r4
8) an increase or decrease in the public debt limit to become
effective during o 1 year; or
4) news lzdi suthority described in section 401(c)(8) (C)
to become effective during s fiscal year;
until the first concurrent resolution on the budget for such year has
n t%aod to pursuant to section 301.

(bl) R, xoxrTioNs.—Subsection (a) does not apply to any bill or
resolution— :

(1) providing new budget authority which first becomes avail-
able in & fiscal year following the fiscal year to which the con-
current resolution applies; or

(8) increasing or decreasing revenues which first hecome efféc-
tive in o fiscal year following the fiscal year to which the con.
current resolution applies.

(6) WaivER IN THE SENATE— )

(1) The committee of the Scnate which reports any bill or res-
olution to which subsection (a) applies may at or after the time it
reports such bill or pesolution, report a resolution to the Senate
( l\ %roviding for the waiver of subsection (a) with respect to
such bill or resolution, and (I13) stating the reasons why the
waiver is nocessary, The resolution shall then be referred to the
Committee on the Budget of the Senate. That committes shall
report the resolution to the Senate within 10 days after the res.
olution is referred to it (not counting any day on which the
Senate is not in session) heginning with the day following the day
on which it is so referred, accompanied by that committee’s rec-
ommendations and reasons for such recommendations with respect
to the resolution, 1f the committee does not report the resolution
within such 10-day period, it shall sutomnticalls be discharged
from further consideration of the resolution and the resolution
shall be placed on the calendar.

(21) During the consideration of any such resolution, debate
shall be limited to one hour, to be equally divided between, and
controlled by, the majority Yeader and minority leader or their
deoifneeo and the time on any debatable motion or appesl shall
be limited to twenty minutes, to be equally divided begvmn, and
controlled by, the mover and the manager of the resolution. In the
event the manager of the resolution is i favor of any such motion
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31 U8B0 1328,

31 U0 1326,

Debate, time
limitation,

or appeal, the time in opposition thereto shall be controlled b{the
minority Yeader or his esignee. Such ludou“:r either of them,
may, from the time under their control on the passage of such
mofution, sllot additional time to any Senator during the con-
sideration of any debatable motion or appesal. No amendment to
the resolution is in order.
(8) If, after the Committee on the Budget has reported (or
been discharged from further consideration of) the resolution,
ate agrees to the resolution, then subsection (a) of this
section shall not apply with respect to the bill or resolution to
which the resolution so agreed to applies.

PERMISSIBLE REVISIONS OF CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS OF THE BUDOET

Sro, 304, At any time after the first concurrent resolution on the
budget for a fiscal year has been agreed to pursuant to section 301, and
before the end of such flacal year, the two Houses may adopt & con.
current resolution on the bumwhioh revises the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for such

] year rhost recently agreed to.

PROVISIONS RELATING TO THE CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENT
RESOLUTIONS ON THE BUDOET

Sxzo. 805. (s») Procxoure IN House or REPRESENTATIVES AFTER
Rerorr or CoMMirTrRE

Drsatz.— _

(1) When the &ommmoe on the Budget of the House has
reported any concurrent resolution on the budget, it is in order
at any time after the tenth day (excluding Sstur&ays. Sundays,
and legal holidays) following the day on which the report upon
such resolution has been available to Members of the House (even
though a previous motion to tho same effect has beep disagreed
wl to move to proceed to the consideration of the concurrent reso.
lution, The motion is highly privileged and is not debatable. An
amendment to the motion is not in order, and it is not in order to
move to reconsider the vote by which the motion is agreed to or

disagreed to.

@ General debate on any concurrent resolution on the budget
in the House of Representatives shall be limited to not more than
10 hours, which shall be divided equally between the majority and
minority parties. A motion further to limit debate is not debat-
able, A motion to recommit the concurrent resolution is not in
order; and it is not in order to move to reconsider the vote by
which the concurrent resolution is agreed to or disagreed to.

(8) Consideration of any concurrent resolution on the bud&:t
by the House of Representatives shall ba in the Committoe of the

ole, and the resolution shall be read for amendment under the
five-minute rule in accordance with the applicable provisions of
rule XXTII of the Rules of the House of Representatives, After
the Committee rises and reports the resolution back to the House,
the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the reso-
lution and any amendments thoreto to final passage without inter-
voningl motion; except that it shall be in order at any time prior
to final passage (notwithstanding any other rule or provision of
law) to adopt an amendment (or & series of amendments) chlng-

any figure or figures in the resolution as so reported to the
extent necessary to achieve mathematical consistency.
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(4) Debate in the House of Representatives on the conference devate, time
report or m{ concurrent resolution on the budget shall be limited 1isdtatson,
to not more than 5 hours, which shall be divided equally between
the majority and minorltx partiea, A motion further to limit
debate is not debatable. A motion to recommit the conference
report is not in order, and it is not in order to move to reconsider
the N:gte by which the conference report is agreed to or dis-

to. .

“ 8) Motions to {)ootpone, made with respect to the consideration
of any concurrent resolution on the budget, and motions to pro-
ou;ddtﬁae consideration of other business, shall be decided with-
out debate. ,

(6) Appeals from the deci-lons of the Chair relating to the
application of the Rules of the House of Representatives to the
procedure ulntinf to any concurrent resolution on the budget
shall be decided without debate.

(b) Proceoune IN SenaTe Arter Rerorr or Couumrrree; Desate;

AMENDMENTS. — :

, 1) Debate in the Senate on any concurrent-resolution on the Devate, time
budget, and all amendments thereto and debatable motions and 1imitation,
l{)pﬂll in connection therewith, shall be limited to not more
than 80 hours, except that, with respect to the second required
concurrent resolution referred to in section 810(%, all such debate
shall_be limited to not mors than 18 hours, The time shall he
equally divided between, and controlled by, the majority leader
and the minority leader or their designees.

(2) Debate in the Senate on any amandment to & concurrent
resolution on the budget shall be limited to 2 hours, to be equally
divided between, and controlled l:*y the mover and the manager

* of the concurrent resolution, and ebate on any amendment to an
amendment, debatable motion, or appeal shall be limited to 1 hour
to be equally divided between, and controlled hy, the mover an
the manager of the concurrent resolytion, except that in the event
the manager of the concurrent resolution is in favor of m{ such
amendment, motion, or appeal, the time in opposition thereto
shall be controlled ‘Jy the minority leader or his designee. No
amendment that is not germane to the provisions of such con-
current resolution shall be received. Such leaders, or either of
thom, may, from the time under their control on the passage of
the concurrent resolution, allot additional time to any Senator
during the consideration of any amendment, debatable motion,

or appeal.

(€] pi' motion to further limit debate is not debatable. A
motion to recommit (except a motion to recommit with instruc-
tions to report back within a specified number of days, not to
exceed 8\ not counting any day on which the Senate s not in
scseion) i8 not in order. Debate on any such motion to recommit
shall be limited to 1 hour, to be equally divided between. and
oont,rotliled by, the maver and the manager of the concurrent
resolution.

(4) Notwithstanding any other rule, an amendment. or series
of amendments, to a concurrent resolution on the budget proposed
in the Senate shall always be in ordor if such amendment or serles
of amendments proposes to change any ﬁguro or figures then con.
tained in such concurrent resolution so as to make such concurrent
mo'lin.aon mathematically consistent or so as to maintain such
consistency.

[
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(¢) Aurion on CoNrEaeNcE REPORTS IN THE SENATE.—
1) The conference ufort on any concurrent resolution on the
budget shall be in order in the Senate at any time after the third
day i\excludiny Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays) follow-
ing the day on which such a conference report is reported and is
available to Members of the Senate. A motion to proceed to the
considerstion of the conference roport may be made eyen thouglh a
previous motion to the same effect has been disagreed to. .

(8) During the consideration in the Senate of the conference
report on any concurrent resolution on the budget, debate shall be,
liinited to 10 hours, to be equally divided between, and controlled
by, the mzjorltz leader and minority Jeader or their desigiees.
lfe'bm on any debatable motion or appeal related to the confer-
ence report shall be limited to 1 hour, to be equally divided
between, and controlled by, the mover and the manager of the
conference rsport.

(3) Shonld the conference report be defeated, debate on any
roquest for a new conferonce and the urpointment of conferoes
shall be limited to 1 hour, to be equally divided between, and
contrulled by, the manager of the conference report and the
ininority 'leaaer or his designee, and should any motion be made
to instruct the conferees before the conforees are nnmed, debate
on such motion shall be limited to one-half hour, to be equally
divided between, and controlled by, the mover and the manager
of the conference report. Debate on any amendmont to anY such
instructions shall be limited to 20 minutes, to be equally divided
betwoen and cantrolled by the mover and the manaﬁcr of the con-
forence report. In all cases when the manager of
report is in favor of any motion, Qp{ml. or amendmont, the time
m osp(;sitiou shall be under the control of the minority leader or

8 designee,

(4) lgl any case in which there are amendments in disagree-
ment, time oh each amendment shall be limited to 80 minutes, to
be equally divided between, and controlled by, the manager of the
conference report and the minority leader or his designee. No
amendment that is not germane to the provisions of sucﬁ amend-

the conference

mionts shall be received.

éd) Requiren Aorion sy Coxrenexce Coumirrre.~If, at the end of
7 days (oxcluding}?uurdays. Sundays, and legal holidays) after the
conferees of both Houses have been appointed to a committee of con-
forence on & concurrent resolution on the budget, the conferees are
unable to reach agﬁoment with respect to a1l matters in disagrecment
between the two Houses, then the conferees shiall submit to their
resnective Houses, on the first day thereaftor on which their House
Is in session— - . :

(1) a confereince report reconmending those matters on which
they have sg}l;eed and reporting in disagreement those matters on
which they have not agreed; or

(2) a conference report in disagreement, if the matter in dis-

veement is an amendment which atrikes out the entire text of
the concurrent resolution and inserts a substitute text.

(e) Concurrent Resorurion Must Bs CoNsisTENT IN THE SEN-
ATE.—It shall not be in order in the Senat~ to vote on the question of
agreeing to— .

ﬂ) [} eoﬁlcurrent resolution on the budget unless the figures then
contained in such resolution are mathematically consistent ; or

sﬂ) a conference report on a concurrent resolution on the budgot.
unleas the figures contained in such resolution, as recommended
in such conference report, are mathematically consistent.

] (. PEENNE BORNE s g
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; LEGISLATION DRALING WITH CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET MUST BE HANDLYD
BY BUDGET COMMITTERS

Szc. 306. No bill or resolution, and no amendment to any bill or 31 us0'1327,
resolution, dealing with any matter which is within the juriadiction
of the Committee on the Budﬁu of either House shall be considered
in that House unless it is & bill or resolution which has been reported
by the Committee on the Budget of that House (or from the copsidera-
tion of which such committes has been discharged) or unlees it is an
amendment to such s bill or resolution.

HMOUSE COMMITTEER ACTION ON ALL APPROPRIATION BILLS TO BE COMPLETED
BEFORR YIRST APPROFRIATION BILL 18 REFORTED

Sec, 307. Prior to reporting the first regular appropriation bill for 31 uso 1328,
each fiscal year, the Committes on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives shall, to the extent practicable, complete subcommit-
teoc markup and full committee action on all regular appropriation
bills for that yeur and submit to the House a summary report compar- Sussary report,
ing the committee’s recommendations with the .ppro.gmu levels of sutmittal to
budget outlays and new budget autharity as set forth in the most House,
recently agreed to concurrent resolution on the budget for that year.

* REPORTS; BUMMARIES, AND PROJECTIONS OF CONORESSIONAL BUDOET
ACTIONS

Sro. 308. (u‘i. Rerorts oN LxaistaTioN Provibine New Bupoer 31 usc 1329,
AvutHorrry or Tax Exrenoirures.—Whenever a cominittee of either
House reports a bill or resolution to its House providing new budget
authority ‘iother than continuing ag ropriations) or new or increased
tax expenditures for a fiscal year, the report accompanying that bill Contents,
or resolution shall contain a statement, prepared after consultation
with the Director of the Congressional Budget Office, detailing—
(1) in the case of a bill or resolution proviéing new budget

authority—

(X) how the new budget authority provided in that bill
or resolution compares with the new budget authority set
forth in the most recently agreed to concurrent resolution
on the budget for such fiscal year and the reports submitted
under section 302;

(B) a projection for the period of 8 fiscal years begin-
ning with such fiscal year of budget outlays, associated with
the budget authority provided in that bill or resolution, in

fiacal year in such period; and

(C) the new bud?at suthority, and budget outlays result-
in% erefrom, provided by that bill or resolution for finan-
cial assistance to State and local governments; and

e+ ~(3) in the case of & bill or resolution providing new or increased -
tax expenditures—

(A) how the new or increased tax expenditures provided in
that bill or resolution will affect the levels of tax expenditures
under existing law as set forth in the report accompanyin
the first concurrent resolution on the bu for such M

year, or, if a report accompanying & subsequently to
concurrent ution for year sete forth such levels,
then as set forth in that report ; and

(B) s projection for the period of 5 fiscal years beﬁinnin
with such fiscal year of the tax expenditures which will result
from that bill or resolution in fiscal year in such period.

868-424 O - 82 - 8
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31 USC 1330,

No projuction shall be required for a fiscal year under paragraph l)
aB) or (2) (B) if the commmeo determines that & &x:w)ection for
year is impracticable and states in its report the reason for such
im uctlubilig
b ATS TabuLATION OF CoNanEssioNAL Bubexr AcTIONS.—
The Director of the Congressional Budget Office shall issue periodic
reports detailing and tabulating the p of congreesional action
on billl and resolutions providing new buszt suthority and chan &inﬂ
revenues and the public debt limit for a fiscal year. Such reports
include, but are not limited to—
1) an up-to-date tabulution comparing the new budget author-
ity for such fiscal year in bills and resolutions on whic Congress
completed action and estimated outlays, associated with such
new bu luthority, durin such fiscal year to the new budget
suthority and estimated outlsys set forth in the most recently
agreed to concurrent reoolution on the b“% for such fiscal year
and tho reports submitted under section
‘i an up-w-duto status report on all bills nnd resolutions pro-
new budget authority and chsnging revenues and the
pubho debt limit for such fiscal year in both Houses;
8) an up-to-date comparison of the :e;;sropmm level of reve-
nuce contained in the most recently ag to concurrent resolu-

tion on. t.ha budget for such fiscal ear with the latest estimate of -

revenues for such year ‘includ ng new revénues anticipated
durini such yur under bills and resolutions on which the Con-
as completed action)

2 an_up-to-date comparison of the appropriate level of the
public debt contained in the most recently agreed to concurrent
resolution on the budgg. for such flacal year with the latest esti-
mate of the public debt during such fiscal year.

(¢) Five-Yzar 2oT10N or CoNoRrEssIONAL Buoorer Acrion.—As
soon as practicable after the nmmg of each fiscal year, the Dirvector
of the ional Budget Office shall issue a report projecting for
the period of 5 fiscal years begmmn with such fiscal year—

o“(]}) toul new budget authomy and total budget outlays for
1 year in su riod;

'(8) revenues to be received and the major sources thereof, and

th:l surplus or deficit, if any, for each fiscal year in such period;

(8) tax expenditures for each fiscal year'in such period.

COMPLETION OF ACTION ON BILLS PROVIDING NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY
AND CERTAIN NEW SPENDING AUTHORITY

Seo. 309. Except as otherwise provided pursuant to this title, not
later than the sevanth day after chor Day of each year, the Congress
shall oomplm ion an lll bills and -resolutions—

(1) pro ding new budget authority for the ﬂml year begl -
ning on Octo r l of such year, other than lemenul eﬂ
cimcy “gpropnmon bﬂla and reaolutnons, and

&h&n the roeon i

for such year, if required to be

mportod under nction 810(c) ; and
( ; rovi w spend mthority described in section 401
(e) ( )(Oz whi ic to become effective during such fiscal year.
shall not apply to any bill or resolution if legislation
mthoriang enactment of new bu suthority to be provided in

such bill or resclution has not been time y enacted.

Cma .,
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BECOND REQUIRED CONCURRENT RESOLUTION AND RECONCILIATION
-+ PROCESSH

Src, 310, (u} Rerorming or ConcurreNT ResorutioN.—The Com-

mittee on the Budget of each House shall report to its House a con-

current resolution on the budget which reaffirms or revises the
concurrent resolution on tho budget most recently agreed to with
respect to the fiscal year beginning on October 1 of such year. Any such
concurrent resolution on the budget shall alsw, to the extent neces-
sary—
y (1) specify the total amount by which—
A) new budget suthority for such fiscal year;
B bu‘iiget authority initially provided for prior fiscal
ears; an
y (Q) new spending authority described in section 401(c¢) (2)
(C) which is to become effective during such fiscal year,
contained in laws, bills, and resolutions witliin the jurisdiction
of a committee, is to be changed and direct that committee to
determine and recommend changes to accomplish a change of
such total amount;

(2) specify thw total amount by which revenues are to be
changed and direct that the committees having ?urisdic(ion to
determine and recommend changes in the revenue laws, bills, and
resolutions to accomplish a change of such fgtal.amount;

ﬁ!) specify the amount by which the statiitory limit on the
ublic debt 18 to be changed and direct the committees having
urisdiction to recommend such change; or

(4) apecifg and direct any combination of the matters described
‘in paragraphs (1), (2),and (8). !

Any such concurrent resolution may be reporjd;.
accompanying it may be filed, in either House notwithstanding that
that Houso is not in session on the day on’ which such concurrent
vesolution is reported. :

) CouprrTION OF ACTION ON CONCURRENT ResoLuTioN.—Not later
than September 15 of each year, the Congress shall complete action
((m the concurrent resolution on the budget referred.io in subsection

).

¢) ReconciLiation Procrss.—If & concurrent resolition is agreed

to In accordance with subsection (a) containin dimchéons to one or

more committeés to determine and recommend changes in laws, bills,
or resolutions, and—

(1) only one committee of the House or the Scnate is directed to
determine and recommend changes, that committee shall promptly
make such determination and recommendations and report to its
House & reconciliation bill or reconciliation resolution, or both,

-~ - containing such-recommendations; or

(2) more than one committee of the House or the Senate is
directed to determine and recommend changes, each such com-
mittee 80 directed shall pmmg:.ly make such determination and
recommendations, whether such changes are to be contained in a
reconciliation bill or reconciliation resolution, and submit such
recommendations to the Committee on the Budget of its House,
which upon receiving all such recommendations, shall report to

31 SC 1331,

+.gnd the report ri1ing,

its House a reconcilistion bill or reconciliation resolution, or both, *

carrying out all such recommendations without any substantive
revision.
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Peoonoiliation
resolution.

Debate, time
limitation,

31 USC 1332,

PRI o

For purposes of this subsection, & reconciliation resolution is & con-
current resolution directing the Clerk of the House of Representatives
or the Secretary of the Senate, as the case may be, to make specified
changes in bills and resolutions which have not been enrolled.

(d) ComrrrTION OF RECONCILIATION PRocEss.—Congress shall com-
plete action on any reconcilistion bill or reconciliation resolution
reported undc: aubsection (c) not later than September 25 of each

ear,
@ 0 Ercont ae proviaed o h (2), the provisions of
xcept as pro n 8 » the provisions o

section 300 &r thepcomideratior'\) ?:?5.0 genute of oor&urmnt reso-
lutions on the budget and conference reports thereon shall also
apply to the consideration in the Senate of reconciliation bills and
reconciliation resolutions reported under subsection (¢) and con-
ference reports thereon.

(2) Debate in the Senate on any reconciliation bill or resolu-
tion reported under subsection (¢), and all amendments thereto
and debatable motions and appeals in connection therewith, shall
be limited to not more than 20 hours.

(f) Conurzss May Nor AovourN UnTiL Aorion Is Courrrren.—It
shall not.be in order in either the House of Representatives or the
Senate to consider any resolution providing for the adjournment sine
die of either House unless action has been completed on the concurrent
resolution on the budget required to be reported under subsection sa)
for the fiscal i." bagmni:g on October 1 of such year, and, it s
reconciliation bill or resolution, or both, is required to be reported
under subsection (c) for such fisca] year, unless the Congrees has com-
pleted action on that bill or resolution, or both,

NEW BUVGET AUTHORITY, NEW SPENDING AUTHORITY AND REVENUER
LVOISLATION MUST BE WITHIN AFPROPRIATE LEVELS

Src. 311, (a) LzasLaTion Susszor 10 PoInNT or Onozn.—After the
Congress has completed action on the concurrent resolution on the
budget required to be reported under section 810(a) for a fiscal year,
and, if & reconciliation bill or resolution, or both, for such year
ave required to be reported under section 810(c), after that bill  has
been enacted into law ar that resolution has been agreed to, it shall
not be in order in either the House of Representatives or the Senate to
consider any bill, resolution, or amendment providing additional new
budgut authority for such fiscal gear providing new spending author-
ity described in section 401(c¢) (2) ‘d) to become eflective during such
fiscal year, or reducing revenues for such fscal year, or any confer-
ence report on any such bill or resolution, if—

1) the ensctment of such bill or resolution as reported;
2) the adoption and enactment. of such amendment; or
~-the enactment of such bill or resolution i the form recom- -
mended in such conference report;
would cause the appropriate level of total new budget suthority or
total budfet outlays set forth in the most recently agreed to concur-
rent resolution on the budget for such fiscal year to be exceeded, or
would cause revenues to be less than the appropriate level of revenues
set forth in such concurrent resolution.

(b) NATION or OuTLAYS AND REVENURS.—For purposes of
subeection (s), the b outlays to be made during a fiscal year and
revenues to be received during a fiscal year shall be determined on the
basis of estimates made by the Committes on the Budget of the House
of Representatives or the Senate, as the case may be.
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STAT, 317
TITLE IV—ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS TO IMPROVE
. FISCAL PROCEDURES

BILLS PROVIDING NEW SPENDING AUTHORITY

Spo. 401, (a) LzowsraTion Provipinae CoNTRACT OR BorrOowING 31 USC 1351,
Avroniry.—It shall not be in order in either the House of Represent-
atives or the Senate to consider any bill or resolution which provides
new spending suthority described in subsection (c)(2)(A) or (B)
(or m{b:mendmont which provides such new spending authority),
unless that bill, resolution, or amendment also provides that such
new spending authority is to be effective for any fiscal year only to
such extent or in such amounts as are provided in appropriation Icu.
(b) LzoisraTiON ProviDING ENTITLEMENT AUTHORITY.—
(1) It shall not be in order in either the House of Representa-
tives or the Senate to consider any bill or resolution which pro-
vides new spending suthority described in subsection (¢) (2) (C
(or m¥ amendment which provides such new spending authority
which is to become effective before the first day of the fiscal year
which begins during the calendar year in which such bill or res-
olution is reported.
(2) If any committee of the House of Representatives or the
Senate reports any bill or resolution which aﬂwidu new spending
suthority described in subsection (¢)(2)(C) which is to become
effective during s fiscal year and the amount of new budqet author-
ity which will be required for such fiacal year if such bill or resolu-
tion is enacted as 80 reported exceeds the appropriate allocation of
new budget authority reported under section 802(b) in connection
with the most recently agreed to concurrent resolution on the
budget for such fiscal year, such bill or resolution shall then be Referral to
peferred to the Committee on Agpropriutiono of that House with Appropriations
instructions to report it, with the committee’s recommendations, Committes,
within 18 calendar days (not counting wg.dcl on which that
House is not in session) beginning with the day following the day
on which it is so referred. I the Committee on A})pro ristions of Digoharge from
either House fails to report a bill or resolution referred to it under oonsideration,
is paragraph within such 15-day period, the committee shal
automatically be diachurﬁed from further consideration of such
bill or resolution and such bill or resolution shall be placed on the Placement on
sppropriate calendar. . ‘ oalandar,

8) The Committee on Ag ropriations of each House shall hava Committee
jurisdiction to rerort any bill or reeolution referred to it under jsrisdietion,
paragraph (2) with an amendment which limits the total amount
of new spending authority provided in such bill or resolution.

(o) D acposcs of this section, the term di
or pu o on, the term “new spendin,
suthority” u‘:eans spending suthoripy’not provided by lage:n thg
effective date of this section, including any increase in or addition
to sg;nding authority rovided by law on such date.

" For purposes of pa (1), the term “spending author-
ity” means suthority (whether temporary or permanent)—
(A) to enter into contracts under which the United States
is obligated to make outlays, the budget authority for which
is not provided in advance by appropriation Acts;
(B) to incur indebtedness (other than Indebtedness
incurred under the Second Liberty Bond Act) for the repay- 40 Stat, 268,
ment of which the United States is liable, the budget authority 31 usc 774,
{:l"l which is not provided in advance by appropriation Acts;
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SC) to make pa&ments (including loans and grants), the
get authority for which is not provided for in advance
appropriation Acts, to any person or government if, under
the provisions of the law containing such authority, the
United' States is obligated to make such payments to gemom
i)r governments who meet the requirements established by such
aw.
Such term does not include authority to insure or guarantee the
rep:eyment of indebtedness incurred by another person or govern-
ment.
(d) Exceerions—

(1) Subsections (s) and (b) shall not olpply to new 8 ndinﬁ
authority if the budiget authority for outlays which will resu
from such new spending authority is derived—

A) from a trust fund established by the Social Security
:: g;stisggo. Act (as in effect on the date of the enactment of this Act);

‘88_smat, 318

bu
b

or
(B) from any other trust fund, 80 percent or more of the
receipts of which consist or will consist of amounts Strans-
ferred from the general fund of the Treasury‘) equivalent to
amounts of taxes (related to the pur or which such

outlays are or will be made) received in the Treasury under

68A Stat. 3, specified provisions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954.

2601 at 509, (2) Subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply to new spending

authority which is an amendment to or extension of the State
86 Stat, 919, and Local Fiscal Assistance Act of 1972, or a continuation of
31 USC 1221 note,  the groeﬁnm of fiscal assistance to State and local governments
provided by that Act, to the extent so provided in the bill or

resolution providing such authority.
(8) Subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply to new spending

authoritx to the extent that—

(A) the outlays resulting therefrom are made by an orga-
nization which is (1) & mixed-ownership Government corpo-
ration (as defined in section 201 of the Government

59 Stat, 6003 Corporation Control Act), or (ii) a wholly owned Govern-
87 Stat, 1005, ment corporation (as defined in section 101 of such Act
31 150 ese, which is specifically exempted by law from compliance wit
4 ::‘:' ;’:;z any or all of the provisions of that Act ; or
2 w0 s, B) the outlays resulting therefrom consist exclusively of

. the proceeds of gifts or bequests made to the United States

for & specific purpose,
REPORTING OF AUTHORIZING LEGISLATION ~

31 USC 1352, Sec. 402, (s) Requireo RerorTiNG DaTE.—EXCept a8 otherwise pro-

ed in this section, it shall not be in order in either the House of
Representatives or the Senate to consider any bill or resolution which,
directly or indirectly, authorizes the enactment of new budget author-
ity for & fiscal year, unless that bill or resolution is reported in the

ouse or the Senats, as the case may be, on or before May 15 preced-
the beginning of such fiscal year.

b) Emezoency Warves 1N T House.—-If the Committee on Rules
of the House of Representatives determines that emergency conditions
require a waiver of subsection (a) with res to any bill or resolu-
tion, such committee may report, and the House may consider and
adopt, & resolution waiving application of subaeezion (s) in the
case of such bill or resolution.

L e ey
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(6) WAIVER IN THE SENATE—
(1) The committee of the Senate which repoits any bill or
resolution may, at or after the time it reports such bill or resolu-
tion, report & resolution to the Senate (A) providing for the
waiver of subsection (a) with respect to such bill or resolution, -
and (B) statin{ the reasons why the waiver is necessary. The Referral to .
resolution shall then be referred to the Committee on the gud t Budget Cowsmite
of the Senate. That committee shall report the resolution to the tee.
Senate, within 10 days after the resolution is referred to it (1ot Report to Sen-
counting any dtﬁ on which the Senate is not in session) beginning ste-
with the day following the day on which it is so referred accom-
panied by that committee’s recommendations and reasons for such
recommendations with respoct to the resolution. If the committee Disoharge from
does not report the resolution within such 10~du,¥ dperiod, it shall consideration,
automatically be discharged from further consideration of the
resolution and the resolution shall be placed on the calendar, Placement on
(2) During the consideration of any such resolution, debate oalendar,
shall be limited to one hour, to be equally divided between, and Debate, time
controlled by, the majority leader and the minority leader or their 1imtation,
designees, and the time on any debatable motion or appeal shall be
limited to 20 minutes, to be equally divided between, and con-
- - trolled by, the mover and the manager of the resolution. In the
event the mans%er of the resolution is in favor of any such motion
or appeal, the time in og ition thereto sha'l be controlled by
the minority leader or his designee. Such leaders, or either of
them, may, from the time under their control on the gassage of
such resolution, allot additional time to any Senator during the
consideration of any debatable motion or appeal. No amendment
tothe resolution is in order.
(3) If, after the Committes on the Budget has reported (or
been discim-god from further consideration of) the resolution, the
Senate agrees to the resolution, then subsection uz of this section
ghall not aglxpl, with respect to that bill or resolution referred to
in the resolution.

(d) Cerraiy Bits anp Resorurions Recmven From OTHER
House.—Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection (a), if under
that subsection it is in order in the House of Representatives to con-
sider a bill or resolution of the House, then it shall be in order to
consider a companion or similar bill or resolution of the Senate; and if
under that subsection it is in order in the Senate to consider a bill or
resolution of the Senate, then it shall be in order to consider a com-

* ‘panion or similar bill of the House of Representatives.
(e) Exceprions— S g
(1) Subsection (a) shall not appl with“"res&oct-w -new. gpend-
ing authority described in section 401(c) (2) (C).
%2) Subsection (a) shall not apply with respect to new budget
authority authorized in a bill or resolution for any provision of
the Social Security Act if such bill or resolution also provides
new spending authority described In section 401(c)(2)(C)
which, under section 401(d) (1) (A), is excluded from the appli-
cation of section 401(b).

(f) Stupr or ExisTiNG SreNDING AUTHORITY AND PERMANENT
ArrropriaTioNs.—The Committees on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Senate shall study on a continuing basis those
provisions of law, in effect on the effective date of this section, which
provide apendins suthority or permanent bu authority. Each Report to
committee shall, from time to time, report to its House its reccmmen- Congress,
dations for terminating or modifying such provisions.
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ANALYSIS BY CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OF YICE
81 USO 1353, Sxo. 403. The Director of the Congressional Bu Office shall, to

Suted ttal to
oongressional
oomd $tees,

the extent practicable, prepare for each bill or resolution of pul')lio

character reported by any committee of the House of Representatives

or the Semto (exce e Committese on Appropriations of esch
House), and submit to such committee—

( 1) m estimato of the costs which would be incurred in csrr{;
ing out such bill or resolution in the fiscal yur in which it is
become effective and in each of the 4 fiscal grurl following
snch fiscal year, together with the basis for each such estimato;

L & comparison of the estimate of costs described in para-
(1) with any avniltble estimate of costs made by such
mmittee or by any Fed

. The eatimau and oompamon ao .u'ﬁm% ahull be included in the

Post, p. 322,

E

report wuornpmgro such bill or resolution if timely submitted to
such committee before ouch report is filed. o

JURISDIOTION OF AFPPROPRIATIONS COMMITTERS

Skc. 404. (a) AmenpueNT OF House RuLes.—Clause 2 of rule XI of
thn Rnlas of the House of Representatives is amended by redesignati
ph (b) as paragraph (e ;“) and by inserting after pungnph ("f
the owin new pAaragrap
;b ) Rescission of appropriations contsined in appro; riution Acts
(re rred to in section 105 of title 1, Uniud Sutea
The amount of new spending authori descrxbed in section
6)(2) (A) and (B) of the Congrewon Budget Act of 1974
\\h ch is to be effective for a fisca
d) New spondi authority described in aection 401 (o) (2)(C)
of the Congressional ud t Act of 1074 provided i n Ils and resolu-
tions referred to the committee under section 401(b ‘(22l of that Act
( but snbject to the provisions of section 401(b) (8) of that Act).”
L MENDMENT OF SeNATE Rurzs.—Subparagraph (c) of para-
gup 1 of rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the Senate is amended

as follows:
“(c) Committee on A PP rrio,fiona, to which committee shall be
referred all pro al:t on, m itions, memorials, and

other mntters relati to the following subjects:

“1, Except as provided in subparagraph ( r), appropriation of the
revenue for the support of the Government.

“2, Rescission o pfro priations contained in appropriation Acts
(referred to in section 105 of title 1, United States y
( “%2')1‘}\& amougt(cg)ne}vtspex&ing authorilt deecribz%t n :efot‘l’in 401

[ an of the Congressional Budget o

3 }s and resolutions referred to the committee under sec ion
401(b) (2) of thot Act (bnt subject to the provisions of section 401

(5Y(8) ot Ny
321 - ldvaneo apendi suthority described T sectioii” 40156) Lo
(2) (C) of the Congraasion Budget Act of 1974 provided in

and resolutions referred to the eommittee under section 401(b) (2) of
Rm) Act (but subject to the provisions of section 401(b) (8) o t

YR Py I R
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EXERCISE OF RULEMAKING POWERS

Sec. 904. (a) 'l‘ht{'proviaions of this title (except section 905) and of 31 use 1301
titles I, I1I, and IV and the provisions of sections 606, 701, 703, and note,
1017 are enacted by the Conqra_s—-
1) as an exercise of the rulomsking power of the House of
Representatives and the Senate, respectively, and as such they
shall be considered as part of the rules of each ﬁoun, respectively,
or of that House to which they specifically apply, and such rules
shall mgomdo other rules only to the extent that they are incon-
sistent therewith; and
(2) with full recognition of the constitutional right of either
House to ch. such rules (so far as relating to such House) at
any time, in the same manner, and to the same extent-as in the
case of any other rule of such House,

(b) Any provision of title III or IV may be waived or suspended waiver,
in the Senate by a majority vote of the Members voting, a quorum my pp. 306,
beis presenb| or by the unanimous consent of the Senate. .

(3 Appeals in the Senate from the decisions of the Chair relating Appeals.
to any provision of title III or IV or section 1017 shall, excopt as other-
wise provided therein, be limited to 1 hour, to bo equally divided
between, and controlled by, the mover and the manager of the resolu-
tion, eoncg:.rent resolution, reconciliation bill, or resotssion bill, as the
case may

* L ¢ ] L ] L] *




APPENDIX C

Tax Expenditures by Function '
(Excerpt From Special Analyses G of the Budget of the

United States, pages 34-36)
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Table G-2. REVENUE LOSS ESTIMATES FOR “TAX EXPENDITURES” BY FUNCTION

(in milicas of dolars)
Fiscal yoors
Oesrpen 1981 18 198
Nationa! defense:
Exciusion of benefits and allowances to Armed Forces personnel................. 1,735 1,885 1,040
Exclusion of military disabllity pensions 155 165 170
(nternational affairs:
Exclusion of income eamed abroad by United States cliizens..........cuiccsserns 610 985 1,285
Deferral of income of domestic international sales corporations (DISC) .....| 1,595 1,465 1,49
General science, space, and technology: _
Expensing of research and development expenditures 1,550 80| 810
. Credit for increasing research activities 15 405 580
Expensing of exploration and development costs:
Oil and gas 3,525 4,065 4,530
&g:mdtm o 25 % 3
percentage over cost depletion:
Ol and gas ; 1,865 1,965 1,695
QOther fuels 380 380 425
Capital gains treatment of royaities on coal 100 105 5
Exclusion of interest on State ‘nd local government industrial develop. :
ment bonds for certain energy facilities ¢ 5 15
Supply 150 205 260
Conservation incentives 425 415 410
Alternative, conservation and new technology credits:
Supply incentives 180 235 290
Conservation incentives 220 285 315
Alternative fuel production credit 25 55 50
Alcohol fuel credit 2 5 20 35
Energy credit for intercity buses. ] 5 ]
Natural resources and environment:
of exploration and development costs, nonfuel minerals ............... ‘ 45 50 55
Excess of percentage over cost depletion, nonfuel Minerais .........cccuescssssses 385 405 40
Exciusion of inferest on State and local government poliution control
bonds : ns 835 970
Tax incentives for preservation of historic structures 60 80 15
Capital gains treatment of iron ore. : 2 2 20
Capital gains treatment of certain timber income. 585 600 615
investment credit and seven-year amortization for reforestation expendi-
tures ] 10 15
Agriculture:
Expensing of certain capitsl outlsys 525 545 560
Capital gains treatment of certain income 425 460 315
Commerce and housing credit:
Dividend and interest exclusion 1,335 2,185 475
Exclusion of interest on State and local industrial development bonds........] 1 1,650 2,185
Exemption of credit union income =2 40
Excess bad debt reserves of financial institutions 325 250 515
Exclusion of inferest on ife insurance savings 4,060 4,535 4,305
Deductibility of interest on consumer credit 8,675 9285| 9
Deductibiity of mortgage interest on owner-occupied HOMES ............cessreseed 20145( 23030 25490
Deductibility of property tax on owner. - 91251 10,065] 10,635
Exclusion of interest on State and local housing bonds for owner-occupied - - L2ts
of construction period interest and taxes 155 45 645
Capital gains (other than agriculture, timber, iron ore and coal) 17965| 18315] 14,390
Deferral of capitsl gains on home sales 1,160 1,070 1,200
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Table G-2. REVENUE qus ESTIMATES FOR “TAX EXPENDITURES" BY FUNCTION—Continwed
(In millons of dollars)
Fiscal yoars
Onnrpon 199 18 183

Exclusion of capital gains on home Sales for persons age 55 and over ......., 450 415 465

Carryover basis of capital gains at death 2,070 3,190 2135

Investment credit, other than ESOP’s, rehabilitation of structures, energy
property, and reforestation expenditures 19445| 20,035 20,150

Safe harbor leasing rules . 3560 3845

Amortization of start-up costs 20 75 120

Exclusion of interest on certain savings certificates 515 2,820

nawmammmmmwm . 130 365

Transportation:

Deferral of tax on shipping compa 70 65 85

Exclusion of interest on suto and local mmmun industrial deveiop-
ment bonds for mass . 5

Community and regional development:

Five-year amortization for housing rehabilitation 30 4 55

Investment credit for rehabilitation of structures 220 255 300

training, employment, and social services:

Exclusion of interest on State and local student loan bONGS........cecesssseseessens 60 100 155

Parental personal for students 3ge 19 OF OVT .........cccccermressesend 1,045 995 900

Exclusion of employee meals and lodging (other than MIlitary) ......ereveessces 620 655 680

Employer educational 3 40 40

Exdusiuldwnﬁibuﬁomtomidmlmmm ............................. 20 20 25

Investment credit for ESOP’s . 975 1,005 1,095

Deductibitity of charitable contributions (education) 925 895 925

Deductibility of charitable contributions, other than education and health..... 8,485 8,345 8,085

Credit for child and dependent care expenses 935 1,120 1,485

Credit for employment of AFDC recipients and public assistance recipients
under work incentive programs 70 45 ¢

General jobs credit ... 300 65 5

’ Ta“r'iet jobs credit 305 235 75
o2

Exclusion of employer contributions for medical insurance premiums and
medical care 14050 | 15330 16380

Deductibility of medics! expenses 3,615 3,925 4,175

Exclusion of interest on State and local hospital BONGS...........ccoseesccsmasmsessend 560 810

Deductibility of charitable contributions (health) 1,390 1,360 1345

income security:

Exclusion of social security benefits: :
Disability insurance benefits 860 915 910
OAS! benefits for retired workers 8,845 9,980 | 10525
Benefits for dependents and survivors 1,735 1,915 1,970

Exclusion of railroad retirement system benefits 365 380 370

Exclusion of workmen's compensation benefits 2,730 3,100 3495

Exclusion of special benefits for disabled COal MINTS...........oovccseeesnessssssen %0 95 90

Exclusion of untaxed unemployment insurance Denefits..............ouummmrersssssss 1,985 2,060 210

Exclusion of disability pay 170 155 145

Net exclusion of pmion contributions and earnings:

Employer plans 23390 25765| 27,500
Plans for seif-employed and others 2,170 2,560 3,760

Exclusion of other employes benefits:

Premiums on Group term life INSUTANCR.........co.eersmeesserossmsssesssssssessssssssns 1,840 1,900 1,895
Premiums on accident and disability insurance 100 100 100
Income of trusts 1o finance supplementary unemployment benefits 15 20 2

Additional exemption for the blind 30 30 0

Additional exemption for eiderly 2,250 2,355 2310

Tax credit for the elderly 130 135 135

S S— R Me—— — -
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Table G-2. REVENUE LOSS ESTIMATES FOR “TAX EXPENDITURES" BY FUNCTION—Continued

(I milions of dollars)
fiscal yoars
Dvarptn 1981 1982 "
Deductibility of casualty losses 175 800 850
Earned income credit # 610 555 495
Exclusion of interest on State and local housing bonds for rental housing.... 435 485 535
Deduction for motor carrier operating rights . 140 75
Deduction for certain adoption expenses 10 10 10
Veterans benefits and services:
Exclusion of veterans disability compensation 1,255 1,360 1,380
Exciusion of veterans pensions 95 85 90
Exclusion of G bil benefits 200 175 145
General govemment:
Crodits and deductions for political contributions 100 80 80
General purpose fiscal assistance:
Exclusion of interest on general purpose State and local debt...............cceu 5,855 6,685 1,505
Deductibility of nonbusiness State and local taxes other than on owner.
mmln homes . 19,085 20,385| 21,530
Tax credit for corporations receiving income from doing business in United
States possessions Saves 1,120 1,200 1,285
Interest:
Deferral of interest on savings bonds =210 -80 50
’85 milion o Jess. Al nﬁmln have been mnm 1 the asarest $5 million,
mum the excine mwmumnmmmammnml,m

Whl“i. mm 1983,

the Lable indicate the offect of the aamed incoms tax crecil on receipts. The effect on outiays is: 1981, $1,320 milion; 1982,

31.255 liﬂ. $1,100 milion,



