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SUMMARY: IMPACT OF CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET
PROCESS ON FINANCE COMMITTEE

The Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (titles I-IX of Public Law
93-344) established the mechanisms and procedures for Congress to
develop its own annual Federal budget and to consider spending,
revenue, and debt limit legislation in the context of that budget.
The original budget act was substantially amended by Public Law
99-177, the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of
1985 (also known as the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings Act), and by
Public Law 100-119, the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Reaffirmation Act of 1987,

In addition to revising the budget act, the 1985 and 1987 amend-
ments set up temporary procedures designed to assure the attain-
ment of a balanced budget by fiscal year 1993. For each fiscal year
between now and FY 1993, the Act establishes maximum deficit
amounts as follows: FY91 $64 billion; FY92 $28 billion. A $10 bil-
lion tolerance level is established for each of these years. For FY93,
the act specifies a zero deficit as the maximum deficit amount and
provides no tolerance. If Congress fails to meet the specified goal
for any of these years, an automatic deficit reduction procedure
(called ‘‘sequestration”) will go into effect.

The Congressional Budget Act, as amended, has a number of ef-
fects on the consideration of legislation handled by the Committee
on Finance. Major provisions affecting the Committee include:

1. Letter to Budget Committee.—By February 25 of each year, the
Finance Committee must submit a 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 re-
spect to such expenditures, revenues, and the debt limit. For the
current year, the deadline for submitting this report has been ex-
tended to March 9 to allow additional time to consider the budget
submissions of the Administration. (The report submitted for the
1st Session of the 101st Congress appears as Appendix A of this
document.)

2. Timing restrictions on tax and spending bills.—Certain kinds
of legislation may not be considered prior to the adoption by Con-
gress of the Budget Resolution. This restriction applies to most of
the legislation considered by the Finance Committee: revenue and
debt limit changes for the uﬁcoming fiscal year and legislation in-
creasing expenditures in such areas as social security and welfare.

3. Budget allocation reports.—After the adoption of a budget reso-
lution by the Congress, the Finance Committee is required to file
an allocation report showing how the aggregate spending authority
assumed in the budget resolution for all Finance Committee pro-
grams will be subdivided. This subdivision can be by program or by
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subcommittee. A point of order will lie against any bill or amend-
ment affecting Finance Committee spending program jurisdiction if
the allocation report has not been filed or if it is inconsistent with
the proposed legislation. Also, for non-trust fund entitlement pro-
grams, Eills reported from the Finance Committee could be subject
to 15-day referrals to the Appropriations Committee if they have
not been provided for in an allocation report. As it acts on legisla-
tion throughout the year, the Committee can file revised allocation
reports.

4. Resolution totals binding.—By April 15, Congress is required
to complete action on the concurrent budget resolution for the
coming fiscal year setting appropriate revenue, spending, and defi-
cit levels. For the duration of the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings legisla-
tion, the budget resolution must set a deficit which is no greater
(but can be smaller) than the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings maximum
deficit amounts described above. After the resolution is adopted,
points of order can be raised against bills or amendments which
would cause its overall spending ceiling to be exceeded, or would
cause revenues to fall below its revenue floor, or would cause the
Gramm-Rudman-Hollings maximum deficit amount to be breached.

5. Reconciliation.—The budget resolution can require the Fi-
nance Committee to report “reconciliation” legislation by a speci-
fied date to raise taxes or cut back on spending programs within
the committee’s jurisdiction. Such legislation is considered under
special procedures which establish automatic time limits for consid-
eration and prohibit nongermane amendments. The Budget Act
schedule calls for Congress to complete action on reconciliation leg-
islation by June 15.

6. Sequestration.—If the overall impact uf spending and revenue
legislation enacted by Congress and the President does not reduce
the deficit sufficiently to meet the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings target
(with the $10 billion tolerance), a ‘“sequestration vrocess is trig-
gered under which nonexempt spending programs are reduced by
amounts sufficient to bring the (ﬁaficit own to the target (without
any tolerance). Half the savings must come from domestic pro-
grams and half from defense. Within each category, all non-exempt
programs must be uniformly reduced. For the most part, entitle-
ment programs are exempt from sequestration although Medicare
payments would be reduced by not more than 2 percent. The deci-
sion as to whether a sequestration is required is made by the Direc-
tor of OMB based on the situation prevailing on October 15.

THE BUDGET PROCESS

1. Key Concepts

\ Federal Budget.—There are two separate and distinct Federal
budgets: the President’s budget and the Congressional budget.

In early Januar{ of each year, the President submits to the Con-
gress his budget plan for the fiscal year which will start on the fol-
lowinf October 1. The President’s budget not only sets forth the
overall levels of spending and revenues that he recommends but
also contains a detailed listing of how much he qstimates and pro-
poses for each individual program of government.
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The Congressional budget is a concurrent resolution reported
from the House and Senate Budget Committees and adopted by the
Congress. Unlike the President’s budget, it does not include de-
tailed programmatic budget levels. Instead it establishes overall
budget aggregates: total revenues, total outlays, total budget au-
thority. The budget resolution does include a breakdown of the
spending totals by broad functional categories such as ‘“national de-
fense,” “agriculture,” etc., but these are not binding.

Both the President’s budget and the congressional budget are es-
sentially planning documents designed to guide the Congress as it
works on the separate pieces of legislation (tax, entitlement, and
appropriations bills) which actually determine the amount of Fed-
eral lspending and revenues and the extent of budgetary deficit or
surplus.

Baseline.—Both the President’s budget and the Congressional
budget set forth plans as to what the ultimate levels of taxes,
spending, and deficit or surplus should be for the fiscal year after
the impact of any legislative changes which may be enacted. In
order to determine how much of a change in law or policy is re-
quired to reach the budgetary goals, it is necessary to compare the
budget plan with a ‘‘baseline” budget which represents the con-
tinuation of current law and policy. A baseline would generally
assume continuation of entitlement programs and revenue laws
without substantive change and the enactment of discretionary ap-
propriations at a level which permits the continuation of existing
policies. Ordinarily, in order to construct a baseline that represents
a continuation of existing policy, an inflation factor would be ap-
plied to discretionary appropriations. At the present time, the
budget process uses three different baselines: the CBO baseline
which projects spending and revenues using CBO’s own economic
and technical assumptions, the OMB “current services” baseline
which employs the Administration’s economic and technical as-
sumptions, and the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings baseline. The GRH
baseline is similar to the OMB “current services”’ baseline, but it
follows certain statutory specification in the GRH legislation and is
used to determine how much deficit reduction is needed to avoid
sequestration.

BASELINE FOR FISCAL YEAR 1991

Llin billions of dollars)

Required deficit reduction

Baseline deficit :
to meet target 10 8%0id

sequester
CBO Daseling............c.ceormuvrvvrrernncrrvennrsinsriennee 138 14 64
OMB current services/adjusted GRH baseline..... 101 37 27
GRH DaSEliNe............corvvrrvverremnrrmerirensienssrireneens 185 21 11

! The GRH baseline calculation does not assume reauthorization of the Food Stamp program as well as other
probable changes and is therefore somewhat misleading as an indication of required deficit reduction.
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Spending Authority.—Federal laws which control the expendi-
ture of Federal funds can be generically referred to as ‘‘spending
authority.” Some of the more significant types of spending author-
ity are:

DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS

For many programs, the amount of spending is controlled by
the annual appropriations process. This is the case with re-
spect to the administrative costs of Federal agencies such as
IRS, the Social Security Administration, and the Customs
Bureau. For most Finance Committee programs, however,
actual programmatic costs are not controlled by annual appro-
griations acts. (Exceptions to this rule are the Child Welfare

ervic)es program and the Maternal and Child Health pro-
gram,

ENTITLEMENTS

In general, most Finance Committee spending programs are
entitlements. From a budgetary perspective, this means that
the actual control of spending levels is exercised by the sub-
stantive legislation under the jurisdiction of this Committee
rather than by annual appropriations acts. There are two types
of entitlements: direct spending entitlements such as social se-
curity which do not require annual appropriations because
their funding is based on a permanent appropriation and “ap-
propriated entitlements’ such as Medicaid and the program of
aid to families with dependent children. The costs of these pro-
grams are controlled by the substantive legislation, but their
funding is nevertheless included, as a mandatory or nondiscre-
tionary item, in annual appropriations bills.

Outlays.—Although Congress exercises control over spending by
enacting, modifying, or repealing various forms of ‘‘spending au-
thority, the annual deficit or surplus is determined by comparing
revenues and outlays. Outlays take place when the spending au-
thority actually results in the expenditure of funds. In some pro-
grams (for example, defense procurement activities), there can be
major differences between spending authority and outlays. For
practical purposes, however, Finance Committee programs are as-
sumed to have annual outlays equal to annual spending authority
(which is not the same as ‘‘budget authority’’).

Treatment of Social Security and Medicare.—Public Laws 98-21
and 99-177 established special rules for the budgetary treatment of
the Old-age, Survivors, and Disability Insurance (OASDI) and the
Hospital Insurance (HI) programs. Effective starting in FY 1993 for
HI and effective starting with FY 1986 for the OASDI program,
current law requires that the expenditures and revenues of these
programs be excluded in computing budgetary totals for purposes
of both the President’s budget and the Congressional Budget. At
the same time, however, the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings statute
specifies that the income and outgo of the OASDI program is to be
included in determining whether or not the GRH targets are met.
Since the current budget process focuses heavily on the attainment
of the GRH targets, most budgetary displays show combined (or

USSR — R __ | ] N W P .
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“unified”) totals which include the impact of social security. Strict-
ly speaking, however, OASDI is “off-budget.”

In addition, the Budget Act provides that reconciliation legisla-
tion will be subject to a point of order if it includes any provisions
affecting the OASDI program.

2. Outline of Congressional Budget Process

By April 1 of each year, the Senate Budget Committee is re-
quired to report to the Senate a concurrent resolution which is, in
effect, a congressional budget document setting forth appropriate
levels of spending, revenues, and public debt for the coming fiscal
year. The spending levels are, for informational purposes, broken
down into broad functional categories (such as ‘“health,” “income
security,” “national defense”). The recommendations in the resolu-
tion reported by the Budget Committee are subject to debate and
amendment.

When agreed to by the House and the Senate (which is required
to happen by April 15), the budget resolution represents congres-
sional judgment of the appropriate fiscal situation for the coming
year. The resolution is intended to guide the development of legis-
lation providing for taxes and spending, and such legislation can be
subject to points of order if it is inconsistent with meeting the over-
all revenue and spending totals in the resolution.

The budget resolution also may include ‘“reconciliation” instruc-
tions to direct the appropriate committees to report legislation
changing spending, revenue, or debt limit levels. Upon adoption by
Congress of the resolution, committees affected by such instruc-
tions must report legislation meeting the spending or revenue
totals in the instructions. This legislation is then debated by Con-
gress as part of a reconciliation bill under special expedited proce-
c11151res. Action on this reconciliation bill is to be completed by June

3. Waiver of Rules Regarding Budget Procedure

Some of the rules applicable to Senate procedures under the Con-
gressional Budget Act can be waived by a majority vote of the
Senate. Others require a vote of three-fifths of the full Senate
membership (60 votes). In addition, the act includes a special
waiver procedure in connection with the provisions requiring that
revenue, debt limit, and spending bills (including social security,
welfare, etc.) not be acted on before the adoption of the budget res-
olution. If a committee wished to have such legislation considered
outside of the prescribed time, it would report out a resolution pro-
viding for waiver of the rule. This resolution would be referred to
the Budget Committee, which would have 10 days in which to con-
sider and make its recommendations with respect to the waiver.
Once the resolution is reported by the Budget Committee (or after
10 days in any case), the resolution of waiver would be voted on by
the Senate. If it were approved, the Senate could then proceed to
consider the legislation.
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4. Impact of the Budget Act on Finance Committee

LEGISLATION WHICH RESULTS IN ADDITIONAL FEDERAL SPENDING

Annual report to Budget Committee.—Each year, prior to the con-
sideration of the concurrent resolution on the budget, each commit-
tee is required to make a report to the Budget Committee present-
ing its views and estimates concerning spending under its jurisdic-
tion during the coming fiscal year (and the following two fiscal
years). By statute this report is due no later than February 25. This
year the reporting date has been postponed to March 9.

Allocation report after adoption of budget resolution.—The con-
ference report on each budget resolution allocates the outlay and
budget authority totals among the various committees. Each com-
mittee is then required, after consultation with the appropriate
counterpart committee in the House of Representatives, to subdi-
vide its allocation of new budget authority and outlays among the
programs under its jurisdiction or among its subcommittees. These
allocations subsequently serve as the basis for scorekeeping reports
and for g’ludﬁin%w ether particular legislative proposals are consist-
ent with the budget resolution. Bills and amendments involving
spending may not be considered until the committee with jurisdic-
tion over that spending program has filed its allocation report, and
points of order may be raised against bills or amendments which
are not accommodated in these allocation reports.

Limitation on consideration of spending bills.—The Congression-
al Budget Act provides that bills involving appropriated entitle-
ment programs (such as welfare or Medicaid) and bills dicectly in-
creasing spending authority (such as social security or uremploy-
ment insurance) may not be considered in the Senate prior to the
adoption of the concurrent budget resolution. This requirement
may be waived under the special waiver procedure or by a majority
vote of the Senate to suspend this rule. In addition, entitlement
legislation (other than trust fund legislation) reported after Janu-
ary 1 of any year may not have an effective date prior to October 1
of that year.

Impact of concurrent budget resolutions on legislation.—The con-
current resolution, which is to be passed by April 15, not only sets
appropriate spending levels but may direct the committees having
{urlsdlction over spending legislation to report reconciliation legis-
ation to rescind previously enacted spending authority so as to
bring spending for the coming fiscal year within the levels deter-
mined to be appropriate. In the case of the Committee on Finance,
in order to meet such a requirement that the committee could
report legislation to defer or reduce benefits under entitlement pro-
grams, including both trust fund programs (such as unemﬁloyment
insurance or Medicare) and non-trust-fund programs (such as wel-
fare, social services or Medicaid). Reconciliation legislation may not
include changes in the Social Securitly programs of Old-Age, Survi-
vors and Disability Insurance (OASDI)

After the adoption of the budget resolution for 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 to be exceeded or would cause the deficit for the fiscal
year to exceed the maximum deficit amount. In the case of the
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Committee on Finance, this limitation would apply to entitlement
legislation dealing with both trust fund and non-trust-fund pro-
grams. (A new or revised budget resolution could, however, be
passed to authorize such additional spending, or the rule could be
waived by a three-fifths vote of the Senate.)

The bud%_et totals included in the resolution are mandatory, es-
tablishing firm guidelines within which the Congress considers leg-
islation affecting spending. Thus, if unrealistic assumptions or ob-
jectives are used in setting the budget resolution totals, committees
may 3ubsequently find their ability to act on desired legislation im-
paired.

Appropriations Committee review of certain entitlement bills.—
Legislation 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 programs are funded through appropriations acts. The Con-
gressional Budget Act requires that any future legislation which
would create new entitlement programs or increase existing ones
must be referred to the %pgropriations Committee for a period of
15 days after it is reported by the substantive committee, if its en-
actment would exceed the amount provided for in the committee’s
allocation of its spending authority under the most recent budget
resolution. The Appropriations Committee could not recommend
any substantive changes in the legislation (e.g., lower individual
benefit amounts), but it could recommend an amendment to limit
the total amount of funding available for the legislation. If such an
amendment is approved by the Senate, the substantive committee
might have to propose a further amendment to conform the legisla-
tion to that funding limit.

The requirement 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 leg-
islation amending or extending the general revenue sharing pro-

ram to the extent that such legislation included an exemption
rom that requirement.

In the past, refundable tax credits were treated for purposes of
the congressional budget process as revenue reductions. Under re-
vised srocedures adopted in 1978, the budget process now treats the
refundable aspects of such credits as “outlays’” thus bringing them
within the scope of the above described provisions related to Appro-
priations Committee review of entitlement bills. In addition, the
authority previously used for disbursing the refundable part of tax
credits has been the permanent appropriation for tax refunds. This
permanent appropriation was amended in 1978 so as to require
annual apﬁropriations for this purpose in the case of any new pro-
grams of this type which may be enacted.

Report on spending legislation.—The Budget Act requires the
committee, in reporting legislation involving increased spending, to
include in the report information showing how that spending com-
Eares with the amount of spending provided for in the most recent

udget resolution. In addition, if this information is provided by
the Congressional Budget Office (CBO) on a timely basis, the report
must also include CBO projections showing the extent to which the
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legislation provides financial aid to States and localities and a pro-
jection for five fiscal years of the spending which will result from
the legislation. This requirement also applies to conference reports,
if the information is provided by CBO on a timely basis.

LEGISLATION RELATING TO REVENUES AND DEBT LIMIT

Annual report to the Budget Committee.—The annual report to
the Budget gommittee which is described above also must, in the
case of the Finance Committee, present its views and estimates
with regard to revenues and the debt limit.

No revenue legislation Krior to adoption of the budget resolu-
tion.—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 resolution on the
budget. This rule does not prevent action on revenue changes to be
effective in years after the upcoming fiscal 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 wording of this provision of the Budget Act is not entirely
clear. In 1978, the Senate Budget Committee adopted the J)osition
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 in-
terpretation, 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.
13511) against an amendment by Senator Roth on the grounds that
it provided for a revenue change effective in fiscal year 1980. (The
first budget resolution for fiscal year 1980 would not have been
adopted until approximately May 15, 1979.) The position of the Fi-
nance Committee was that this restriction in the Budget Act only
a?plied from the beginning of the calendar year, when the process
of developing the fiscal 1980 budget resolution has begun. Once
that resolution has been approved, revenue changes may be consid-
ered throughout the remainder of the calendar year which would
be effective for the fiscal year to which the resolution applies and
for any future fiscal year.

The goint of order raised by the Budget Committee was sus-
tained by the Chair, but the ruling of the Chair was overturned b
the Senate on a vote of 38 to 48. This occurred on October 5, 1978.

Impact of a budget resolution.—As with spending measures, the
concurrent resolution adopted in mid-April sets mandatory levels
for revenue and debt limit legislation, and may direct the Commit-
tee on Finance to report reconciliation legislation to achieve the
changes in aggregate revenues or in the debt limit which the Con-
gress determined to be appropriate. Such legislation would have to

e reported in time to be included in the reconciliation bill which
is to be acted upon by June 15.

Once a budget resolution is adopted by the Congress, any legisla-
tion which would cause the total revenues to be reduced below the
levels specified in the budget resolution would be subject to a point
of order. If the budget resolution sets a revenue target which exact-
ly matches the projected revenues under existing law (or any ex-
pected modifications to existing law), even minor bills having




9

nearly negligible revenue impacts can be rejected on a point of
order. If the resolution includes goals based on unrealistic assump-
tions about revenue increases, the committee will face points of
order against the consideration of any revenue reducing legislation.

Required report on tax expenditures.—The Budget Act defines the
term “tax expenditures” to include any revenue losses attributable
to tax provisions such as income exclusions, tax credits or defer-
rals, or preferential tax rates. The law requires that the committee
report accompanying legislation to provide new or increased tax ex-
penditures include a projection by CBO (if timely received) 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 years. This requirement also ap-
plies to conference reports.
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Chart 1

Report to Budget Committee

Views and estimates of Finance Committee on:

1. Expenditures

2. Revenues

3. Tax expenditures
4. Public Debt

Relating both to existing law and proposals to
change existing law



Chart 1

Report to Budget Committee

Under the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amended, the
Committee on the Budget is required by April 1 of each year to
report to the Senate a concurrent resolution on the budget which
is, in effect, a proposed congressional budget document setting
forth appropriate levels of Federal expenditure and revenue, sur-
plus or deficit, and related matters. To assist the Budget Commit-
tee in making the judgments necessary to develop such a budget,
the Act also mandates that each commitiee 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 February 25
of each year. For 1990, this deadline has been changed to March 9.

In the case of the Committee on Finance, the report to the
Budget Committee must cover the expenditure programs under Fi-
nance Committee jurisdiction which are listed on chart 5, Federal
revenues, tax expenditures, and the public debt With respect to
each of these matters, 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 1991 (and for planning purposes, fiscal years 1992 and
1993). The report sent to the Budget Committee in 1989 is reprint-
ed in Appendix A.

Section 301(c) of the Budget Act, which deals with the February
25 report to the Budget Committee, is included in the excerpts
from that Act which appear in Appendix B.

(13)
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Chart 2

Economic Assumptions

Both the overall budget totals and the budgetary impact of legis-
lative proposals can be significantly affected by various economic
factors concerning which there reasonably may be differences of
opinion. These differences can reflect divergent viewpoints as to
how the economy will operate and as to the type of legislation that
may be enacted and its effect on the operations of the economy.

Different programs are particularly sensitive to different aspects
of the economy. For example, expenditures under social security
are sensitive to the Consumer Price Index (CPI) since that program
includes an automatic cost-of-living increase provision. The unem-
ployment insurance program does not incorporate such a provision
but is, of course, particularly sensitive to the amount of unemploy-
ment.

Revenues, similarly, are strongly affected by the level of personal
income and of corporate profits, and, in the case of payroll tax rev-
enues, by wages and salaries. In addition, trends in interest rates,
the rate of inflation, and the size of the budget deficit affect the
cost of interest on the public debt.

In developing the Congressional budget, the Congress has most
frequently used the economic assumptions of the Congressional
Budget Office. In as much as the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings legisla-
tion is based upon determinations made by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget (OMB), the Congress in 1989 used the OMB eco-
nomic assumptions which were the basis for the President’s budget.
This chart shows the major economic assumptions underlying the
budget as submitted by President Bush in January and also those
which have been adopted by CBO. In general, the CBO assumptions
project somewhat slower economic growth, higher inflation and in-
terest rates, and higher unemployment levels.

(15)
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Chart 3

The Overall Budget

In considering its legislative plans for the upcoming year, the
Committee may find it useful to look at the overall budget totals
under a continuation of current tax and spending policies and also
under the budget proposed by the President.

Because of differing economic and technical assumptions, OMB
and CBO project somewhat different budgetary totals under a con-
tinuation of current policies. For fiscal year 1991, the CBO projec-
tion would indicate a need for $74 billion in deficit reduction in
order to meet the $64 billion deficit required by the Emergency
Deficit Reduction and Budget Control Act (“Gramm-Rudman-Hol-
lings”). The OMB current services projections would show a need
for $37 billion in deficit reduction to meet that target.

Present law requires that the income and outlays of the social
security cash benefit trust fund programs be excluded from the
budget totals. However, these items are added back in to determine
whether or not the “Gramm-Rudman-Hollings” targets are met.

This chart shows the overall budget totals under the budget sub-
mitted by the President and also under a continuation of current
policy as estimated in the CBO baseline and in the OMB current
services budgets.

amn
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Chart 4

Federal Spending: Role of Finance Committee Programs

Chart 4 shows how the budgetary impact of Finance Committee
spending jurisdiction relates to total Federal spending for fiscal
year 1991. Amounts shown reflect the current policy estimates of
the Congressional Budget Office as follows:

[In billions of dollars]

Total Spending:
Finance Committee programs:
Social Security (OASDI) 1 .....veeereeereirrirereseresisenesinnnns 267
Other ACCOUNTS ... rer e bsess s aesasessaseene 229
NEE INERIESE.......e.eeieitserec et sssbsssensens 185
Non-Finance Committee programs 594
Total outlays 1,275

1 The amount shown here represents actual programmatic outlays I differs from the amount shown in tabe 3 which 1s a net amount
after treating certan general fund transfers (eg interest) as “Negatwe Outlays ”

19
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Chart 5

Major Expenditure Programs Under Finance
Committee Jurisdiction

1. Social security cash benefits (see chart 6):
A. 0ld-age and survivors insurance (OASI)
B. Disability insurance (DI)

2. Unemployment compensation (UC) (see chart 7)

3. Welfare programs for families (see chart 8):
A. Aid to families with dependent children (AFDC)
B. Job Opportunities and Basic Skills Training (JOBS) program
C. Child support enforcement (CSE)
D. Child Welfare, Foster Care, and Adoption Assistance

4. Earned income tax credit (EITC) (see chart 9)
5. Social services (see chart 10)
6. Child care (see chart 11)

7. Supplemental security income (SSI) for the aged, blind, and disabled (see
chart 12)

8. Health programs (see charts 13-14):
A. Medicare
B. Medicaid
C. Maternal and child health (MCH)

9. Interest on the public debt (see chart 15)

Note: See Appendix F for a more detailed listing of Finance Committee
expenditure accounts.



Chart 5

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 includ-
ed as an expenditure program since it constitutes a significant part
of the Federal budget even though the level of expenditure is not
subject to legislative control in the same sense as expenditures
under the other programs listed.

Under a revision in the Congressional budget procedures adopted
in the 95th Congress, refundable tax credits are treated as revenue
items insofar as they serve to reduce tax liability and as “outlay”
items insofar as they exceed tax liability. For this reason, the
earned inconie tax credit is shown here as an expenditure program.

(21
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Chart 6

Social Security Cash Benefit (OASDI) Trust Funds: Financial
Status and Relationship to the Budget

The social security cash benefit programs, Old-Age and Survivors
Insurance (OASI) and Disability Insurance (DI), provide income
protection to people who work in employment covered by social se-
curity and earn a certain minimum number of “quarters of cover-
age”. The OASI program pays benefits to eligible workers age 62 or
older and their spouses and children, and to surviving spouses and
children of deceased workers. The DI program pays benefits to dis-
abled workers and to their spouses and children.

The Administration estimates that on average in fiscal year 1991
a total of 35.8 million individuals will receive monthly social securi-
ty benefits from the Old Age and Survivors Insurance Trust Fund,
as retired workers or their dependents, or as survivors of deceased
workers. In addition, some 4.2 million individuals will receive bene-
fits from the Disability Insurance Trust Fund as disabled workers
or as dependents of disabled workers. In total, approximately 40
million people will be receiving some type of monthly social securi-
, ty cash benefit.

The status of the trust funds.—The Administration budget projec-
tions under current law for the next 5 years continue to reflect an
improving financial outlook for the OASDI trust funds with the
combined trust reserve ratio growing from 71 percent of the pro-
Jjected annual outgo at the beginning of fiscal year 1990 to 193 per-
cent at the beginning of fiscal year 1995.

The following table displays the economic assumptions underly-
ing the budget as they relate to the OASDI program.

ADMINISTRATION'S ECONOMIC ASSUMPTIONS RELATED TO SOCIAL SECURITY
(iN PERCENT]

Calendar year—
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995

Percent change in CPl..........ccooovevvvncs 48 39 40 39 36 33 30
Benefit increase I ...........coecvoerivreriienens 47 39 41 38 36 33 30
Real wage differential.............c.....ccoonennne 16 23 26 25 21 18 19
Civilian unemployment rate..................... 53 55 54 53 52 51 51

1 Benefit increase payable in January of the following year.

(23)
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Limitation on administrative expenses.—The 1991 budget re-
quests $4,167 million in budget authority for administrative ex-
penses, an increase of $330 million compared to 1990.

PROPOSED LEGISLATION

The budget submitted by President Bush includes six proposals
affecting the Old-age, Survivors, and Disability Insurance program.

SOCIAL SECURITY PROPOSALS—BUDGET IMPACT

[In millions of dollars]

Fiscal year— 5-year

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 fotal

Cover State and local employees:

Administration estimate ..........cccocvvevvenenen. 2,105 2,177 2,344 2,521 2,691 11,838

CBO StMALE.........oeveeere s 2,035 2,213 2,358 2,514 2,685 11,805
Cover new D.C. employees:

Administration estimate ............cccovevemne. 2 6 13 16 23 60

CBO eStMAte........oveeeeeeeeeee e 2 6 13 16 23 60
Adopted children:

Administration estimate .............cooooeennee. 0 1 1 2 2 6

CBO estimate ..o, 0 1 1 2 2 6
Income tax refund offset:

Administration estimate ........ccoovvverennee. -79 —-97 —-27 —18 —18 —239

CBO estimate ........c.. coeveeerereeeeens —78 -5 —-371 —-28 =22 221
Pra-effectuation review:

Administration estimate .........ovvevvennee. -2 -5 -5 —6 -8 -2

CBO estimate . ..o, -2 -5 -5 —6 -8 -2
Advance tax transfer:

Administration estimate ..........ccoovvvevennnn. 0 0 0 0 0 0

CBO eStMate ... 0 0 0 0 0 0

overage of State and local employees not covered by a public re-
tirement program.—Employees of State and local government are
covered by Social Security under agreements between the State
and the Secretary of Health and Human Services. Currently about
30) percent of State and local government jobs (about 7 million em-
ployees! are not covered by OASDI. About 3.8 million of these em-
ployees, many of whom are young and are employed part-time or
te;mporarily, are not participating in a public employee retirement
plan

The Administration is proposing mandatory coverage of State
and local employees who are not participating in a public employee
retirement system, effective October 1, 1990.

Coverage of new employees of the District of Columbia.— Since
October 1, 1987, new employees of the District of Columbia have
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been covered by Social Security unless they participate in one of
the city’s three special retirement programs (for police and fire
fighters, teachers, and judges).

The budget includes a proposal to cover all new employees, in-
cluding the groups currently covered by the special retirement pro-
grams.

Benefits for adopted children.—Under current law, a child adopt-
ed by the surviving spouse of a deceased worker must meet several
tests in order to be entitled to benefits as a surviving adopted child.
First, adoption proceedings must have been initiated prior to the
worker’s death or the adoption must have been completed within
two years of the worker’s death. Second, the child must have been
living in the worker’s home and cannot have been receiving sup-
port from any source other than the worker and the spouse in the
year prior to the worker’s death.

The Administration is proposing to change the support require-
ments to permit a child who is adopted by the surviving spouse of a
deceased worker to receive benefits on that worker’s earnings if the
child was living in the worker’s home when the worker died, or the
ghildhwas receiving one-half support from the worker at the time of

eath.

Recoupment of certain overpayments through income tax refund
offset.—Under current law, Federal agencies that are owed a past-
due, legally enforceable debt, other than a social security overpay-
ment, may collect it by having the Internal Revenue Service with-
hold or reduce the debtor’s income tax refund.

The Administration’s budget includes a proposal to give SSA per-
manent authority to collect social security and SSI overpayments
by withholding the amount due from Federal income tax refunds if
recovery through benefit adjustment or direct payment by the
overpaid individual has not been successful. The proposal would
apply only to amounts owed by former beneficiaries, not to
amounts owed by current beneficiaries.

Pre-effectuation review requirement.—State Disability Determina-
tion Services, under contract with the Federal government, make
determinations on individuals’ initial and continuing eligibility for
disability benefits. Amendments enacted in 1980 require the Secre-
tary of HHS to review 65 percent of favorable disability determina-
tions before the decision hecomes effective. The review applies to
favorable decisions on initial claims, reconsiderations, and continu-
ing disability investigations.

The Administration is proposing to reduce the review require-
ment to 50 percent of all allowances (initial claims and reconsider-
ations) and 25 percent of all continuances.

Advance tax transfer.—Another proposal in the Bush budget
would end the advance tax transfer provision. These provisions
were adopted in the 1983 social security amendments when trust
fund balances were precariously low. They provide for crediting the
social security trust funds at the beginning of each month with the
social security taxes expected to be collected during the month. The
trust funds are required to repay the general fund for any interest
paid on amounts transferred in advance of when they are collected
so that there should be no financial advantage to either the trust
funds or the general fund. In some cases, however, the availability
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of the advance tax transfer makes it possible for the trust funds to
avoid redeeming investments that would otherwise be needed to
meet benefit payments at the start of the month. Depending on
prevailing interest rates, this apparently unintended effect could
result in the trust funds earning more or less interest than would
be the case in the absence of the advance tax transfer provision.
The Administration estimates that the provision will result in a
lowering of interest paid to the trust fund over the next several
years. Since interest payments are an interfund transaction, there
would be no budgetary impact on the ‘“unified” or Gramm-
Rudman-Hollings deficit.
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Chart 7—UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION

[in billions of dollars]

Unemployment trust fund

Fiscal year

1990 1991
Status of State accounts:
Income:
State TAXES.....vveeeeeeeeereeeeeeerereereseseeseenes 16.4 16.3
INERIESE ... eers e s eaeanes 3.1 3.1
TORAL e reneeees 19.5 19.4
Outgo:
State benefits.......cooevveveererererree e 16.1 16.4
Federal loans repaid .............ccecververcrnenn. 0.2 0.2
TORAL oo e ens 16.3 16.6
Balance at end of year............cccoovvrvveinncne, 40.7 43.4
Less outstanding Federal loans ..................... 0.6 0.4
Net Dalance........oooeeeeveeeeeeeseerieans 40.1 43.0
Status of extended benefit account:
Income:
Federal taxes/interest.........oooevvvvvenrenes 1.7 1.3
Transfer from or to (—) other account... 0.0 —0.2
TORAl...oooevecce s 1.8 1.0
QULZO cecevrecre e, 0.0 0.0
Balance at end of year.........c.cccooevevvrrrrrenn. 1.6 8.6
Status of administration account:
Income;
Federal taxes and interest........cccoonn..... 3.6 3.8
Transfer from or to (—) other account... 00 —0.6
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Chart 7—UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION—Continued

[In billions of dolfars)

Fiscal year

Unemployment trust fund -
1990 1991
TOtAl...o.veevree s 3.9 3.1
Outgo:
State unemployment insurance service..... 1.7 1.9
State employment service............ovevreveee. 1.0 1.0
Federal administration..............cccoooevrennnnn. 0.2 0.2
11 2.9 3.1
Balance at end of year..........cccocooverreennnnee 1.8 1.8
Status of Federal unemployment (loan) ac-
count:
Income:
Federal taxes and interest ........c.coeueeee. 0.9 0.5
State loan repayments............cccvervrnnnne. 0.2 0.2
Transfer from other account..................... 0.0 0.9
TOtal.c.oocee e, 1.0 1.5
Outgo:
Loans 10 States...........coovevevereesicerennns 0.0 0.0
Repayments to general fund..................... 0.0 0.0
TOtAl...eocee s 0.0 0.0
Balance at end of year...........c.ccocoeuverrunecee, 2.3 3.8
Less outstanding loans from general fund..... 0.0 0.0

Net Dalance........ceeeveveeeceeeeeeese e 2.3 3.8




Chart 7

Unemployment Compensation

The unemployment compensation system was enacted as a part
of the Social Security Act of 1935 to provide partial wage replace-
ment to covered workers during periods of temporary and involun-
tary unemployment. The program is a joint Federal-State system
composed of programs administered by the 50 States, the District of
Columbia, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands.

The major provisions of the unemployment compensation pro-
gram are determined by State laws. In general, State laws estab-
lish eligibility requirements, the number of weeks an individual
may collect unemployment compensation, the amount of the
weekly benefit, the circumstances 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 Unem-
ployment Tax Act (FUTA), a payroll tax of 6.2 percent on the first
$7,000 of wages is levied on employers. If the State’s unemploy-
ment compensation program meets the requirements -of Federal
law, employers in that State receive a 5.4 percent credit against
the 6.2 percent Federal unemployment tax. Thus, the effective Fed-
eral tax rate in a State which has an approved program is 0.8 per-
cent. The effective tax rate may be higher in States having out-
standing unemployment insurance loans from the Federal Govern-
ment. The tax rate and the net eftective tax rate are scheduled to
drop by 0.2 percentage points (to 6.0 and 0.6) as of January 1, 1991.
Chart 7 reflects the reduced income to the trust fund as the result
of the expiration of the .2 percent surtax (which was originally en-
acted in 1976).

The Federal tax is used to pay State and Federal administrative
costs associated with the unemployment comp2nsation 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 Unemployment Compensation Act of 1970, and to
maintain a loan fund from which an individual State may borrow
wfben it lacks funds to pay State unemployment compensation ben-
efits.

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

(29)
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Most unemployment benefits are paid through the Federal Un-
employment Trust Fund which consists of a number of accounts
and which draws its funding partly through State payroll taxes,
partly through the Federal Unemployment Tax, and partly from
general revenues.

Regular State unemployment benefits are paid by the States
from individual State accounts in the trust fund. These State ac-
counts are primarily funded by State payroll taxes on employers.
However, if a State account is unable to meet its ebligations, the
State account 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 effect 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 elect an optional trigger which permits the
payment of extended benefits when the State IUR is at least 6 per-
cent, even if that rate is not 20 percent higher than the rate pre-
vailing in the 2 prior years. At the present time, only Puerto Rico
is paying extended benefits.

Federal general revenue funds are advanced as needed to cover
shortages in the account which pays the Federal share of extended
benefits and in the account from which States borrow to meet
shortages in State accounts. All outstanding general fund advances
have now been repaid.

A special program also exists for workers in the railroad indus-
try. This is funded by employer contributions which are paid into a
separate trust fund account administered by the Railroad Retire-
ment Board.

There is also a special unemployment benefits program for trade-
impacted workers. This is described in chart 16.

The target budget deficits under the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings
law reflect the impact of unemployment taxes and spending (in-
cluding both Federal and State accounts). If, however, the target
deficits are not met, the automatic ‘“‘across-the-board”’ spending re-
ductions are applied to unemployment benefits according to special
rules. Regular State benefits and benefits for former Federal em-
ployees and ex-servicemen are exempt from any reduction. Ex-
tended benefits, as such, are not reduced, but the Federal share of
the funding for these benefits is subject to reduction. States have
the option of reducing or not reducing the actual benefit payments
to reflect the reduction in Federal funding.

n e oY NS |
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Chart 8. —WELFARE PROGRAMS FOR FAMILIES

[In billions of dollars]

Fiscal year—

1990 1991
Aid to families with dependent children:

Welfare payments........cccoeeevercrvceenrinerenserenne, 98 103

AdmInistration ..o, 1.4 1.5
JOBS Program........coveveemvevnininnersersessessisesisenes 0.3 0.6
Child care:

JOBS ..ot 0.1 0.2

Transitional assistance..........ccevevierreerevrinnne, (*) 0.2
Child support:

Non-AFDC COlECtioNS.........cvevvevercrrereiireiinens NA NA

AFDC COIIBCHIONS ......eovveverecrcrcereie e NA NA

Gross Federal share of AFDC collections............ 8 1.0

Total AFDC/non-AFDC administrative costs........ 1.6 1.9

Federal share............ccooveveviverversieeierireis 1.1 1.3

Incentive payments.........ocveeveeeverrerreneiersenenne 0.3 0.3
Title IV-B (child welfare services/training) ........... 0.3 0.3
Title IV-E (foster care, adoption assistance, inde-

PENent liVING) ..o 1.5 23

* Less than $50 million.

Source: Estimates by the Congressional Budget Office. Includes Federal outlays only.



Chart 8

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 as-
sistance to needy families with children in which at least one
parent is deceased, disabled, or absent from the home. At the
present time, States, at their option, may also provide benefits for
families in which dependency arises from a parent’s unemploy-
ment. A provision in the Family Support Act of 1988 requires all
States to provide benefits to families with unemployed parents be-
ginning in fiscal year 1991. (States may choose to provide these
benefits on a time-limited basis, but for no less than 6 months in a
12-month period.) States establish their own income eligibility and
benefit levels.

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 contri-
bution by the Federal Government is 55 percent. The AFDC pro-
gram is not subject to reduction under the Public Law 99-177 se-
questration procedures.

According to the Congressional Budget Office, under present law
the average number of families and recipients receiving monthly
payments is as follows:

[In thousands)

Fiscal year—

1991
1989 1990 est. ost

FAMITIES ....oooveoeoeeceee e eessese e s e e rssese e tseesesseeens 3,762 3,850 3,885
INGIVIQUAIS ..o eseeseaeseeseeesses e essssneens 10,911 11,165 11,265

According to CBO, estimates for Federal program costs under
present law are as follows:

(33)
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[In millions of dollars]

Fiscal year—
1989 1990 est. 1991 est.

AFDC DENEFIS I .....oocvvvereecerrcererrieenseressseesssssssessesesssesenens 8,678 895 9,280
EMergency assistance............coueerenirerenermnesieresssssssesssssssnsenes 116 160 175
Other assistance PaYMeNts...........c..vcveeireiernninsivsnenssesssennee, 16 17 17
State and local administration and training ...........c..ccoevrvverenne. 1,354 1,404 1,461
ChIld CAMe......oeveecrr et sas e s sassans 17 140 420
TORA coovvec s srans s s sasssneens 10,181 10,676 11,353

! Includes reductions for child support enforcement collections of $724 million in 1989, $840 million in
1990, and $990 million in 1991.

B. JOB OPPORTUNITIES AND BASIC SKILLS TRAINING PROGRAM (JOBS)

The Family Support Act of 1988 provided for replacement of the
Work Incentive (WIN) program with a new Job Opportunities and
Basic Skills Training program (JOBS). The legislation provides Fed-
eral matching funds to the States through a capped entitlement
mechanism aimed at assuring each State its share of Federal dol-
lars equal to $600 million in 1989, $800 million in 1990, $1 billion
in 1991, 1992, and 1993, $1.1 billion in 1994, and $1.3 billion in
1995. States must implement the JOBS program by October 1,
1990, but had the option of doing so as early as July 1, 1989. They
are required to operate a WIN or WIN demonstration program
until their JOBS program is in place. Currently, 27 States are oper-
ating a JOBS program.

The Federal match for the JOBS program is 90 percent for ex-
penditures up to the amount allotted to the State for WIN in fiscal
year 1987. Of additional amounts, the Federal match is at the Med-
icaid matching rate, with a minimum Federal match of 60 percent
for non-administrative costs and for personnel costs for full-time
staff working on the JOBS program. The match for other adminis-
trative costs (including evaluation) is 50 percent. State matching
for amounts above the 1987 WIN allocation must be in cash. States
will receive an amount equal to their WIN allotment for fiscal year
1987 ($126 million for all States). Additional funds are allocated on
the basis of each State’s relative number of adult recipients.

State JOBS programs must include a range of services and activi-
ties, including educational activities, job skills training, job readi-
ness activities, job development and job placement, and specified
supportive services, including child care. States must also offer two
of the following four activities: group and individual job search, on-
the-job training, work supplementation, and community work expe-
rience or other work experience program.

Responsibility for administration of the new program lies with
the welfare agency at both the Federal and State levels. At the
Federal level, there is a new position of Assistant Secretary for
Family Support in the Department of Health and Human Services
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who has responsibility for administering the JOBS program, as
well as the child support and AFDC programs.

C. CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT

The purpose of the Child Support Enforcement (CSE) program is
to locate absent parents, establish paternity, obtain child and
spousal support, and assure that assistance in obtaining support is
available to all children (whether or not eligible for AFDC) for
whom such assistance is requested.

As a condition of eligibility for AFDC, each applicant or recipient
must assign the State any right to support which she may have in
her own behalf or in behalf of children in the family, and must co-
operate 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 upon their appli-
cation for services.

The Federal Government pays 66 percent of State and local ad-
ministrative costs for services to both AFDC and non-AFDC fami-
lies on an open-ended entitlement basis. In addition, 90 percent
Federal matching is available on an open-ended entitlement basis
to States for the costs of establishing an approved automated data
processing and information retrieval system.

Collections made on behalf of AFDC families are used to offset
the cost to the Federal and State governments of welfare payments
made to the family. However, the first $50 per month of such col-
lections is passed through to the family. The amounts retained by
the government are distributed between the Federal and State gov-
ernments according to the proportional matching share which each
has under the State’s AFDC program.

Finally, as an incentive to encourage State and local govern-
ments to participate in the program, the law provides for a basic
payment equal to a minimum of 6 percent of collections made on
behalf of AFDC families plus 6 percent of collections made on
behalf of non-AFDC families. The amount of each State’s incentive
payment could reach a high of 10 percent of AFDC collections plus
10 percent of non-AFDC collections depending on the cost-effective-
ness of the States program. In fiscal year 1989 the incentive pay-
ments for non-welfare collections could not exceed 110 percent of
the incentive payments for welfare collections. This percentage in-
creased to 115 percent in 1990 and years thereafter. (These incen-
tive payments are financed from the Federal share of collections.)

According to CBO, child support collections and expenditures
under present law are as follows:

[In millions of dollars]

Fiscal year—
1989 1990 est 1991 est.

Total CONBCHIONS..........ceoveeercerrerecteee et eeeees e 5,324 NA NA
AFDC COHBCHIONS ... eeeeses e nesssasesensensneeeses 1,650 NA NA
NON-AFDC CONRCLIONS .....covveveeeeeeeeercereee e eneeesenne 3.675 NA NA
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[In millions of dollars}—Continued

Fiscal year—
1989 1990 est. 1991 est.

Total administrative costs:

(Federal and State) ..........c.coverrireeriirercicirisisssisenssssesisnns 1,387 1,595 1,902
(Federal ShAre) ..........cccvervnnueerrereensenresssressenssrsssseraresseenes 95 1,066 1,271
Federal incentive payments to States ............ccoccvererremnrrensivnenns 239 275 315

1 The Federal share of collections is included in the AFDC appropriation as an offset to AFDC benefits.

The program made collections on behalf of 651,033 AFDC fami-
lies and 1,250,855 non-AFDC families in fiscal year 1989.

The Child Support Enforcement Amendments of 1984 required
States to adopt numerous procedures to collect overdue child sub-
port payments, including mandatory wage withholding, liens
against property, and withholding of State income tax refunds, and
to permit establishment of paternity until a child’s 18th birthday.
The 1984 amendments also made more generous the formula for
Federal incentive payments to States for child support collections
and extended those incentives to collections made on behalf of non-
AFDC children. The amendments provided for reducing the Feder-
al matching share for State and local administrative costs from 70
percent to 68 percent in 1988, and to 66 percent in 1990 and years
thereafter. This act also modified the audit and penalty provisions
under which the Federal agency monitors State program effective-
ness.

The 1984 Act also required States to continue to provide services
to AFDC families after they leave the rolls; authorized the Secre-
tary of Health and Human Services to make project grants to
States for developing new methods of support establishment and
collection in interstate cases; extended the Federal income tax
return intercept program to non-AFDC families; required each
State to establish guidelines for child support awards within the
State; extended Medicaid eligibility for four months to families
that lose eligibility for AFDC as a result of child support collec-
tions; and encouraged States to focus on the issues of child support,
child custody, visitation rights, and other related domestic issues
through the establishment of special State commissions.

Major amendments to the child support enforcement program
were also included in the Family Support Act of 1988. Under these
amendments, judges and other officials making child support
awards are required to use State-developed guidelines in setting
award amounts as a rebuttable presumption. In addition, States
are required to establish a mechanism to update awards on a regu-
lar basis; implement immediate mandatory wage withholding pro-
cedures; implement approved statewide automated tracking and
monitoring systems; inform AFDC families of the amount of sub-
port collected on their behalf on a monthly basis (rather than an-
nuallf' as required under prior law); and meet minimum paternity
establishment performance standards. The capacity of States to es-
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tablish paternity is further enhanced by providing higher (90%)
Federal matching for laboratory testing.

The 1988 law also requires the Secretary of HHS to set standards
specifying time limits in which a State must respond to requests
for services, including requests to locate absent parents, establish
paternity, or initiate proceedings to establish and collect support. A
new Commission on Interstate Enforcement is established to rec-
ommend improved procedures for enforcement in interstate cases.

D. CHILD WELFARE, FOSTER CARE, AND ADOPTION ASSISTANCE

The child welfare services program, authorized under title IV-B
of the Social Security Act, is a 75 percent Federal matching grant
program for States for the provision of child welfare services to
children and their families without regard to the family’s income.
The State allocations are based on the State’s per capita income
and the size of its population under age 21 compared to all the
States. The fiscal year 1990 appropriation for child welfare services
was $253 million; for child welfare training, $4 million; and for
child welfare research and demonstration, $11 million. (Appropria-
tions for all non-defense discretionary programs, including the
child welfare program were reduced slightly—by 1.4 percent—as
the result of sequestration required by Pub. L. 101-239, the Omni-
bus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1989.)

The foster care program, authorized under title IV-E of the
Social Security Act, provides matching funds on an entitlement
basis to States for maintenance payments for AFDC-eligible chil-
dren in foster care. The Federal matching rate for a given State is
that State’s Medicaid matching rate, and averages about 55 percent
nationally. Federal matching at a 50 percent rate is available for
costs of administration. The fiscal year 1990 appropriation for
foster care was $1,205 million (including both maintenance pay-
ments and administration).

In addition, there was an appropriation of $50 million for grants
to States to help title IV-E foster care children age 16 and over
grepare for independent living. These funds are allocated to the

tates on the basis of each State’s relative number of children re-
ceiving title IV-E foster care maintenance payments in 1984. Cur-
rently there is no Stat: matching requirement. The independent
living program was originally authorized for two years, 1987 and
1988. It has been extended twice, most recently by P. L. 101-239,
which extended the authorization for the program through fiscal
year 1992. That legislation increased the entitlement ceiling for the
program to $50 million in fiscal year 1990; $60 million in fiscal
year 1991; and $70 million in fiscal year 1992. A State match of 50

ercent is required beginning in fiscal year 1991 on amounts above
§45 million. An evaluation of the program is also required.

The adoption assistance program, also authorized under title IV-
E, provides Federal matching funds to States on an entitlement
basis, at the Medicaid matching rate, for payments to parents who
adopt an AFDC- or SSl-eligible child with “special needs.” Special
needs are defined as a condition, such as ethnic background, age,
membership in a sibling group, or mental or physical handicap,
which prevents the placement of the child without assistance pay-
ments. The amount of assistance provided to parents varies, de-
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pending on the circumstances of the family and the child’s needs.
The fiscal year 1990 appropriation for this program was $125 mil-
lion (including both maintenance payments and administration).

PROPOSED LEGISLATION

A. AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN

The Bush budget for 1991 includes two proposals to reduce the
cost of the AFDC program. Estimates of savings are shown below:

AFDC PROPOSALS—SAVINGS

{In millions of dollars)

Fiscal year—

5-year
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 ‘ot
AFDC quality control.
Administration estimate ..................... —-22 =23 =11 =5 (* —67
CBO estimate ... .ooocveeees e -20 =20 —15 -5 (*) —60
Emergency Assistance:
Administration estimate ................... -35 -35 =35 =35 =35 175
CBO estimate ¥ . ..o, ~35 -3 35 -3 -3 —1/5

*a2ss tfan $50 mulhion
280 did not develop an independent estimate because detalls of the proposed regulation are not avaiable.

AFDC quality control proposal.—The Omnibus Budget Reconcili-
ation Act of 1989 replaced the prior AFDC quality control program
with a new system beginning in fiscal year 1991. Under the new
system, sanctions will be imposed only on those States whose error
rates are above the national average (or 4 percent, whichever is
higzher) The new law provides that any sanction amount owed by a
State will be due within 45 days of the date notice of the disallow-
ance is received by the State. The State may pay immediately, or
the Secretary and the State may enter into an agreement under
which repayment may be made over a period of up to two and one-
half years. Interest will accrue beginning 45 days after receipt of
the notice. If a subsequent appeal is decided in the States’s favor,
the Federal government will repay all State payments with inter-
st

The Administration proposes to prospectively adjust Federal pay-
ments to States to collect penalties for erroneous welfare pay-
ments.

Emergency assistance.—The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act
of 1939 prohibits the Secretary of Health and Human Services from
issuing proposed regulations published on December 14, 1987 limit-
ing the use of emergency assistance or special needs funds by the
States. However, the legislation allows the Secretary to issue pro-
posed rules that are consistent with the recommendations of a
report entitled “Use of Emergency Assistance and AFDC Programs
to Provide Shelter to Families,” transmitted by the Secretary to
the Congress on July 3, 1989. The Secretary is prohibited from es-
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tablishing an effective date for any final regulations relating to
emergency assistance, or otherwise modifying current policy re-
garding the use of emergency assistance or special needs funds
without specific legislative authority prior to October 1, 1990.
States will be required to submit financial reports on the use of
emergency assistance and special needs funds.

The Bush budget assumes that the Secretary of HHS will publish
regulations limiting uses of emergency assistance, consistent with
the recommendations of the July 3, 1989 HHS report. Under these
recommendations, States would be able to use emergency assist-
ance funds for measures to avoid the need for long-term stays in
welfare hotels, such as preventing evictions by paying past-due
rent or utility bills and assisting families to move into permanent
housing by paying an initial month’s rent or security deposit.

B. JOB OPPORTUNITIES AND BASIC SKILLS TRAINING PROGRAM (JOBS)

The Administration estimates that outlays for the JOBS program
will grow to a total of $880 million in fiscal year 1991. This is based
on a request for new budget authority of $1 billion, which is the
tfNull 1a;)rsx;lount of the entitlement ceiling provided in the JOBS statute

or .

C. CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT

The budget includes three proposals affecting the child support
enforcement program. Estimates for these proposals are as follows:

CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT PROPOSALS—SAVINGS/COSTS

[In millions of dollars)

Fiscal year— 5-year

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995  lotal

Require fees:

Administration estimate .................... -30 -—-35 —40 —45 —50 —200

CBO estimate ! ..o . —-36 —-35% —40 —45 —50 -200
Limit Federal match:

Administration estimate ..................... -10 =15 —-20 —25 —30 —100

CBO estimate..........ccocoooverveerenen -10 —-15 —-20 —-20 —-25 —90
Extend services: 2

Administration estimate...................... —-20 —40 -40 —40 —40 —180

CBO estimate...........oceovveverereereeren. 10 —10 =25 =25 =25 =I5

1 No independent CBO estimate because details of proposal were not avaitable.
2 Net of food stamp offsets.

Require fees to recover costs of services.—Under present law,
States are allowed to use several mechanisms to collect fees for
child support enforcement and paternity establishment services
provided to non-AFDC families. They must charge an application
fee of up to $25, which may be paid by the family applying for serv-
ices, recovered from the non-custodial parent, or paid by the State
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out of its own funds. States may also impose a fee of not more than
$25 in any case where the State requests the IRS to withhold past-
due support from an income tax refund due to a non-custodial
parent. In addition, States are allowed to recover any costs in
excess of fees recovered from non-AFDC families, but only if the
State has in effect a procedure whereby all persons having author-
ity to order support are informed that the costs are to be collected
from the family that is being served.

The Administration is proposing to require States to establish
sliding-fee schedules and recover a portion of the costs of services
from both absent and custodial parents based on their respective
abilities to pay, but only after current support obligations are satis-
fied. The current $25 application fee ceiling would be replaced with
an income-tested sliding fee scale for non-AFDC families. Services
would be free for families with incomes below 150 percent of the
poverty line, reduced-rate for families between 150 and 200 percent
of the poverty line, and full rate for families above 200 percent of
the poverty line. Payment of most fees would be contingent on how
quickly a State provides services and how much child support it
collects for the families. )

Limit on Federal matching funds.—Under present law, States re-
ceive 66 percent Federal matching for costs of administering the
child support enforcement program on &n open-ended entitlement
basis. In addition, States may receive incentive payments of up to
.10 percent of AFDC and non-AFDC collections. Incentive payments
to a State for non-AFDC collections may not exceed 115 percent of
the amount it is eligible to receive for AFDC collections.

The Administration proposes to require States to collect at least
one dollar on behalf of AFDC families for each dollar of Federal
child support enforcement matching funds that are claimed. This
requirement would increase, in phases, until, by 1999, States would
be required to collect $1.50 on behalf of AFDC families for each
dollar of Federal matching funds claimed.

Services for families receiving other means-tested benefits.—Cur-
rently, State child support enforcement programs must provide
services to families receiving AFDC, and to non-AFDC families that
apply for services. AFDC recipients are required to cooperate in the
establishment of paternity and in the collection of child support as
- a condition of eligibility for benefits.

The Administration is proposing to ask for general authority
that would authorize the Secretary of HHS and the heads of agen-
cies administering Federal means-tested benefit programs to devel-
op agreements that require recipients of these other Federal assist-
ance programs to cooperate in the establishment of paternity and
in the collection of child support as a condition of continued receipt
of Federal assistance. The Food Stamp program is envisioned as
being one of the first programs affected.
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D. CHILD WELFARE, FOSTER CARE, AND ADOPTION ASSISTANCE

CHILD WELFARE, FOSTER CARE, ADOPTION ASSISTANCE—SAVINGS

(In millions of dollars]

Fiscal year— Syear

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 ‘otdl

Limit Federal matching:
Administration estimate ......... —121 —290 —478 —659 —807 —2,355
CBO estimate..........ccooremnnee... —60 —144 —243 —361 —503 —1311

Limit on Federal matching for costs of foster care administra-
tion/placement activities.—Under present law, States may receive
50 percent Federal matching funds for the costs of administering
their foster care and adoption assistance programs on an open-
ended entitlement basis. Federal regulations provide that, in addi-
tion to eligibility determination, administrative matching funds
may be used for such purposes as development of case plans, pre-
paring for and participating in judicial proceedings, assessment of
the child and family’s situation, case reviews, case management
and supervision, recruitment and licensing of foster homes and in-
stitutions, and a proportionate share of agency overhead.

The budget includes a proposal to limit each State’s annual in-
crease in administrative/placement payments to no more than 10
percent.
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Chart 9.—EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT 1

[In millions of dollars)

Fiscal year—

1990 1991
Present law:
Amount in excess of tax liability ................... 4,786 5,109
Offset against tax liability............coovunnneee.. 1,151 1,278
Total....ovee e 5937 6,387

1Estimates by the staff of the Joint Tax Committee.
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Earned Income Tax Credit

The earned income tax credit (EITC) is currently the only re-
fundable tax credit in the Internal Revenue Code. That is, it is the
only example of a tax credit that can cause a tax refund to be paid
even when an individual tax filer has no income tax liability for
the year in question. The EITC is available to low income families
that include at least one child who is a dependent of an individual
with earned income.

In 1990, the maximum credit equals 14 percent of the first
$6,500, with a maximum credit of $953. For each dollar of adjusted
gross income above $10,740 the credit is reduced by 10 cents, and is
totally phased out at a level of $20,270. The amount of earnings
and income used to compute and phase out the credit increases
each year under an indexing formula.

The law allows individuals who have no tax liability to claim the
credit either as an annual tax refund or to have the credit added to
their paychecksythroughout the year through reverse withholding.
In practice, vee¥ few individuals use the reverse withholding proce-
dure.

The significance of the EITC as a source of income for low
income workers with children was greatly enhanced by the tax
reform legislation in 1986 which provided for increasing the
amount of the credit and the level of income at which families
remain eligible for all or part of the credit. The 1986 tax legislation
also provided for indexing these amounts on an annual basis. The
budgetary impact of the EITC was about $2 billion in fiscal 1986. It
is estimated to increase from about $3.7 billion in fiscal year 1988
to $5.9 billion in 1990.

The EITC was originally developed by the Committee on Finance
as a part of an overall guaranteed employment program which the
Committee proposed in 1972 as a replacement for the existing wel-
fare program. It was approved by the Committee as a way of assur-
ing that private employment would be more attractive than the
public jobs proposed in the 1972 bill, and as a way of offsetting the
impact of payroll taxes for lower income working families. The
credit was called a “work bonus” in 1972, because the Committee
viewed it as a way of enhancing the value of work, inasmuch as it
was payable only to those with earned income, and, at least up to
the phase down point, the amount of the credit increased as earn-
ings from work increased. The Committee’s 1972 proposals were
not enacted, but the Senate passed the EITC as a separate provi-
sion on several occasions, and it became law in 1975.

(43)



44

Proposed Legislation

The Administration has proposed a new refundable tax credit for
low income families with a child under age 4. This proposal is de-
scribed in the section entitled ‘“Child Care”.
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Chart 10.—SQCIAL SERVICES

[In billions of dollars]

Fiscal year—
1990 1991
Present law:
Title XX block grant..........ccvvevrrercerrenrennnnn. 2.8 2.8




Chart 10

Social Services

In addition to cash benefit programs and medical assistance, the
Social Security Act includes provisions in title XX which make
Federal funding available for social services. In previous years,
title XX legislation authorized matching funds for State social serv-
ices programs on an open-ended entitlement basis. The Federal
matching rate was generally 75 percent. In the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1981, a new social services block grant pro-
gram was created to replace the prior Federal-State matching pro-
gram. A number of requirements on the States, including the re-
quirement of a 25 percent non-Federal match, were removed, and
funding levels were reduced.

The program is an appropriated entitlement, with each State eli-
gible to receive its share of a ceiling amount specified in the law.
The statutory ceilings have been: $2.4 billion in fiscal year 1982;
$2.575 billion in fiscal year 1983 (with $225 million of this amount
available in either for use in either 1983 or 1984); $2.7 billion in
1984; $2.725 billion in 1985 (with $25 million earmarked for train-
ing of child care providers, licensing officials and parents, including
training in the prevention of child abuse); $2.584 billion in 1986
(the $2.7 billion ceiling was reduced by $116 million because of se-
questration of funds under the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings legisla-
tion); $2.7 billion in 1987; $2.750 billion in 1988 ($50 million was
never appropriated); and $2.7 billion in 1989. An amendment in-
cluded in the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1989 (P. L.
101-239) increased the ceiling to $2.8 billion for fiscal year 1990
and years thereafter. (The $2.8 billion ceiling was reduced to $2,763
Izréglion for 1990 as a result of sequestration required by P.L. 101-

)

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 Federal family income requirements, and no
fee requirements. Income standards and fees may be imposed at
State discretion.

PROPOSED LEGISLATION

The fiscal year 1991 budget request for the title XX social serv-
ices block grant program is $2.8 billion, the permanent entitlement
level.

47)
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Chart 11.—CHILD CARE

[In billions of dollars]

Fiscal year—
1990 1991
Present law:

LEL L SR N b 6
Services for welfare families 2............cooovunee 2 5
Child welfare SErViCes.........cocvveereeereereeerereenns NA NA
Dependent care tax credit............coooevveeveennen. 3.9 4.2

Exclusion for employer-provided dependent
o, £ U 2 3
TORal...ooeee e, 4.9 56

! Because of reporting deficiencies, it is not possible to determine how much of
Federal title XX funding Is used for child care. These numbers reflect a commonly used
estimate (based on data from the late 1970's and early 1980’s) that over 20 percent of
title XX funds are used for this purpose. _

2 Includes amounts for child care provided to participants in employment and training
programs, the AFDC child care disregard, and child care for recipients making the
transition from welfare to work.

NA: Not available.
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Child Care

Legislation under the jurisdiction of the Committee on Finance is
the source of funding for most of the child care paid for by the Fed-
eral Government. This includes child care provided under the title
XX social services program; several AFDC-related programs; the
title IV-B child welfare services program; and two provisions of the
Internal Revenue Code: the dependent care credit and the exclu-
sion for employer-provided dependent care. (Other major Federal
grograms not under the jurisdiction of the Committee are Head

tart, funded at $1.4 billion in 1990, and the child care and
summer food programs, funded at about $.9 billion in 1990).

Child care under title XX.—The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation
Act of 1981 replaced the former Federal-State social services
matching program with a new social services block grant program
that provides Federal entitlement funds (without a State matching
requirement) for a wide range of social services. Although States
are not required to provide data showing how their title XX funds
are spent, available information indicates that nearly all States use
part of these funds to provide child care services. Data for 1981, the
last year for which detailed reporting is available, indicated that 28
percent of title XX funds was spent for child care. Data collected
by the American Public Welfare Association for 1985 showed that a
total of $§1.1 billion in Federal and State funds was used for this
purpose.

States have broad flexibility under the block grant authority to
decide who is eligible for services, the amount of any child care
subsidy, how the care is to be provided (for example, through
vouchers, reimbursement, or direct provision of care), and whether
to charge fees for services. (See the section on Social Services for
more information on this program.)

Child care for welfare recipients.—There are three ways in which
recipients of Aid to Families with Dependent Children may receive
assistance with child care needs.

(1) Child care for individuals in education, employment, and
training programs.—The Family Support Act of 1988 provides for
replacing the existing work incentive and other work-related pro-
grams with a new JOBS program, which States must implement by
October 1, 1990, and may implement as early as July 1, 1989.
Under JOBS, State welfare agencies must guarantee child care to
the extent that it is determined by the agency to be necessary for
an individual’s employment. Agencies must also guarantee child
care needed by caretakers engaged in education and training ac-
tivities (including participation in JOBS) if the agency approves the
activity and determines that the individual is satisfactorily partici-
pating in the activity.

(49)
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Federal matching is at the Medicaid rate (50-83 percent on an
open-ended entitlement basis). The State may provide care by use
of contract, vouchers, direct provision of care, or any other ar-
rangement of its choosing. Reimbursement for the cost of care with
respect. to a family is the lesser of (a) the actual cost of care; and
(b) the dollar amount of the child care disregard for which the
family is otherwise eligible; or (if higher) an amount established by
the State. In no case may reimbursement exceed applicable local
market rates. Child care must meet applicable standards of State
and local law. CBO estimates that States will spend $115 million in
Federal matching funds for child care for JOBS participants in
1990 and $215 million in 1991.

(2) Transitional child care services.—Under the Family Support
Act of 1988, beginning April 1, 1990, the State welfare agency must
guarantee child care to the extent the care is determined by the

tate agency to be necessary for an individual’s employment in any
case where a family has ceased to receive assistance as a result of
increased hours of, or increased income from employment, or as a
result of the loss of earnings disregards. Federal matching rates,
dollar limitations, standards and methods of providing care are the
same for transitional assistance as under the JOBS program. Care
is limited to 12 months after the last month for which the family
received assistance. The family must contribute to the cost of care
in accordance with a sliding scale formula based on ability to pay,
established by the State. CBO estimates that States will spend $25
million in Federal matching funds for transitional child care serv-
ices in 1990 and $205 million in 1991.

(3) Child care disregard.—Under prior law, in determining eligi-
bility for and amount of AFDC benefits, a State was required to
disregard actual expenses up to $160 a month per child for day
care. The Family Support Act of 1988 provided for an increase in
the amount of the child care disregard to $175 a month ($200 in the
case of a child under age 2), and also provided that the child care
disregard must be calculated after other disregard provisions have
been applied. These changes became effective October 1, 1989. Esti-
mated expenditures under the child care disregard provisions are
unavailable.

Child welfare services.—States may use child welfare services
funds to provide child care services. Funds may also be used to pay
for activities relating to the establishment and monitoring of child
care standards. (Estimates for expenditures for child care under
this program are not available.)

Dependent care credit and exclusion for employer-provided care.—
A nonrefundable income tax credit is allowed for up to 30 percent
of a limited dollar amount of employment related child or depend-
ent care expenses (Internal Revenue Code sec. 21). Eligible employ-
ment expenses are limited to $2,400 in the case of one qualifying
individual ($4,800 in the case of two or more qualifying individ-
uals). The 30 percent credit rate is reduced by one percentage point
for each $2,000 (or fraction thereof) of the taxpayer’s adjusted gross
income (AGI) between $10,000 and $28,000. The credit rate is 20
percent for taxpayers with AGI in excess of $28,000.

The term “qualifying individual” means (1) a dependent of the
taxpayer who is under age 13 and with respect to whom the tax-
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payer is entitled to claim a dependent exemption, (2) a dependent
of the taxpayer who is physically or mentally incapable of caring
for himself, or (3) a spouse of the taxpayer if the spouse is physical-
ly or mentally incapable of caring for himself.

Section 129 of the code also provides a dependent care exclusion
which is intended to provide an incentive for employers to provide
dependent care benefits to their employees. Amounts paid or in-
curred by an employer for dependent care assistance provided to
an employee generally are excluded from the employee’s gross
income if the assistance is furnished under a program meeting cer-
tain requirements. These include requirements that the program is
in writing and satisfies certain nondiscrimination rules, and that
reasonable notification of the program is provided to eligible em-
ployees. With respect to any taxpayer (including a married couple
filing a joint return), the dependent care exclusion is limited to
$5,000 a year ($2,500 in the case of a separate return by a married
individual).

The Family Support Act of 1988 included an amendment provid-
ing that the dollar amount of expenses eligible for the dependent
care credit of any taxpayer will be reduced, dollar for dollar, by the
amount of expenses excludable from that taxpayer’s income under
the dependent care exclusion.

For example, assume that a taxpayer with one child incurs
$6,000 of child care expenses during a taxable year, $3,000 of which
is excluded from the taxpayer’s income because the expenses are
reimbursed under an employer-provided dependent care assistance
program. Under the law as amended in 1988, the amount of ex-
penses otherwise eligible for the dependent care credit ($2,400 in
the case of one qualifying individual) is reduced, dollar for dollar,
by the amount excluded under the dependent care assistance pro-
gram. Because the amount excluded under the dependent care as-
sistance program ($3,000) exceeds the expenses eligible for the de-
pendent care credit ($2,400), no dependent care credit could be
claimed for the taxable year. On the other hand, if the amount of
excludable dependent care reimbursed by the employer was $1,000,
then $1,400 of expenses ($2,400 minus $1,000) would be eligible for
the dependent care credit. This provision is effective for taxable
years beginning after December 31, 1988.

PROPOSED LEGISLATION

The Bush budget includes a proposal for a new tax credit of up to
$1,000 for each child under age 4 in low income working families.
This credit would be available to families in which at least one
parent works regardless of whether the family incurs any costs for
child care services. For each child under the age of four, families
could receive a credit equal to 14 percent of wages, with a maxi-
mum credit equal to $1,000 per child. In 1991, the credit would be
phased out between $8,000 and $13,000 in income. This phaseout
range would increase to between $15,000 and $20,000 by 1995. The
credit would be refundable. Families would have the option of re-
ceiving the refund in advance through a payment added to their
pa¥check (reverse withholding).

he existing dependent care credit would also be made refund-
able. Families that meet eligibility criteria for both the dependent
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care credit and the new child credit could claim whichever credit
best suits their needs and circumstances for each child.

Estimates by the staff of the Joint Committee on Taxation for
the cost of the proposals are as follows:

CHILD TAX CREDIT PROPOSALS—COSTS *

{In billions of dollars)

Fiscal year— Total
1991-
1991 1992 1993 1994 1994

Child taX CTAIMS ...t sene 22 24 25 28 101

;Esnmates for the Admimistraton's tax credits reflect an effective date of 1990; estimates assuming
mpiementation 1n 1991 are not available.

The Family Support Act authorized $13 million for each of fiscal
vears 1990 and 1991 for grants to States to improve their child care
licensing and registration requirements and procedures, and to
monitor child care provided to AFDC children. The Administra-
tion’'s budget includes $13 million for these purposes for 1991.
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Chart 12.—SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME

[In billions of dollars)

Fiscal year—
1990 1991

Present law:
Total SSI outlays..........ccveveeveevrerevereireeeene, 112 14

Lincludes 11 monthly payments, compared to 12 monthly payments in 1991.
Source: Congressional Budget Office.




Chart 12

Supplemental Security Income

Since January 1974, the Social Security Administration has been
responsible for administering a basic income support program for
needy aged, blind, and disabled persons called Supplemental Secu-
rity Income (SSI). This program is funded entirely from general
revenues. The law establishing the SSI program permits the tempo-
rary use of the social security trust funds to meet the administra-
tive 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.

Under present law, the average number of recipients receiving
federally-administered SSI payments is estimated by the Adminis-
tration to be as follows:

[In thousands]

Fiscal year—
1989 1990 est 1991 est
AGE......ooeoeeeeeeetr e 1,239 1,238 1,214
Blind and disabled.............ccooovvvvieereiinne. 2,870 2,986 3,068
Total Federal ..............cccooone coveveeeern. 4,109 4,224 4,282
State supplementation only............cocoveevieennee. 375 381 384
Total SSI recipients ........ccoevvvveeeerverierenen. 4,484 4,605 4,666

The maximum Federal monthly payment in calendar year 1990
is $386 for an individual, and $579 for a couple. Annual adjustments
are made in January to reflect increases in the cost of living. CBO
estimates a January 1991 COLA of 4.1 percent.

CBO estimates Federal program outlays as follows:

[In millions of dollars]

Fiscal year—
1989 1990 est. 1991 est.
Federal Denefits..........cocoveveeeeeveeeemreereereeeseines 11,483 11,329 13,259
Beneficiary SErvices..........cooocvvreeeeueireersierns 19 28 28
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[In millions of dollars]—Continued

Fiscal year—
1989 1990 est. 1991 est.
AdMINIStration ..........c.ovveeeeeeeeeeeee s 1,051 1,090 1,158
Research and Demonstration ............ccccvvevvienenee 1 2 2
L0 | 12,555 12,449 14,477

PROPOSED LEGISLATION

The Administration’s budget includes one proposal to reduce
costs in the SSI program.

SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME—SAVINGS

[In millions of dollars)

Fiscal year— 5.year

1991 1992 1993 1994 1905 ‘ot

Administration fee 1............... Cereeeeseeeseesnsnesens —55 —110 —165 —165 —165 —660

1 Administration estimate. No independent CBO estimate available

Under present law, States may choose to supplement the Federal
payment and have these supplements administered by SSA. SSA
currently administers the supplementation programs for 17 States
and the District of Columbia. Currently there is no provision in the
statute allowing SSA to charge a fee for administering these pro-
grams.

The Administration’s budget proposes to assess a fee from States
for administration of State supplementation programs. Details of
how the fees would be assessed are still to be worked out, but, ac-
cording to the Administration, the fee that a State must pay will
%ene?ally reflect the total amount of the State’s supplementary

enefits.
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Chart 13

Health Programs

MEDICARE

Medicare is a nationwide health insurance program for 33 mil-
lion aged and disabled individuals. It is authorized by Title XVIII
of the Social Security Act and consists of two parts. Part A, the
Hospital Insurance Program, provides protection against the costs
of inpatient hospital services, skilled nursing facility services, home
health care and hospice care. Part B, the Supplemental Medical In-
surance program, is a voluntary program which provides protection
against the costs of physicians’ services and other medical services.

The Congressional Budget Office estimates that under current
law, spending for the Medicare program in FY 1991 will be $116.8
billion, of which $67.5 billion is for part A and $49.3 billion is for
part B. The CBO estimates that basic premiums collected from
Medicare participants in FY 1991 will total $11.9 billion. Spending
for program administration will be $2.8 billion for FY year 1991,
about 2.4 percent of the total.

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 low-income persons. Subject
to Federal guidelines, States determine eligibility and the scope of
benefits to be provided. The Federal government’s share of Medic-
aid expenditures is tied to a formula inversely related to the per
capita income of the State. Federal matching for services varies
from 50 percent to 78 percent. Administrative costs are generally
matched at 50 percent except for certain items which are subject to
higher matching rates.

Recent budget reconciliation acts have expanded Medicaid’s cov-
erage for pregnant women and young children. Pursuant to the
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1989 (P.L. 101-239), States
are required, as of April 1, 1990, to cover all pregnant women and
children up to age six with family incomes up to 133 percent of the
Federal Poverty Level ($14,045 for a family of three). At their
option, States may cover pregnant women and infants (up to age
one) with family incomes up to 185 percent of the Federal Poverty
Level ($19,536 for a family of three).

(59)
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CBO estimates total Federal-State Medicaid costs for FY 1991
under current law to be $78.2 billion. Of this amount, the Federal
share is $45.1 billion. The States’ share of total Medicaid expendi-
tures for FY 1991 is estimated at $33.0 billion.

MATERNAL AND CHILD HEALTH BLOCK GRANT

Title V of the Social Security Act authorized the Maternal and
Child Health Services Block Grant, which provides funding to
States for the following programs: maternal and child health and
services for children with special health care needs, rehabilitation
for disabled children receiving supplemental security income, lead-
based paint poisoning prevention, genctic disease, sudden infant
death syndrome, hemophilia, and adolescent pregnancy. Under the
Title V block grant, States determine the level of services provided.
Typically, States have supported health services such as well-child
checkups and services in maternity clinics. Public Law 97-35 cre-
ated the block grant by adding the functions listed above to mater-
nal and child health and crippled children’s services. The Federal/
State matching requirements were also changed and now require
the States to spend 75 cents to receive a dollar.

In the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1989 (P.L. 101-239),
the Title V block grant program was amended to authorize appro-
priations up to $686 million in FY 1991 and each year thereafter,
an increase of $125 million over previous authorization. For appro-
priations not in excess of $600 million, the Secretary of Health and
Human Services is to retain 15% to carry out various projects and
programs, including special projects of regional and national sig-
nificance, and screening of newborns for sickle cell anemia and
other genetic disorders. The remainder of amounts not in excess of
$600 million is available for allotment to the States. Of the
amounts appropriated above $600 million, the Secretary is to retain
12.75 percent to support infant mortality projects and outpatient
and community-based services for children with special health care
needs. The remainder is available to the Secretary and the States
in accordance with the current formula (15 and 85 percent, respec-
tively). States are required to use at least 30% of their funds for
preventive and primary care services for children, and at least 30%
for children with special health care needs.

HISTORICAL SPENDING TRENDS

CBO estimates that between 1985 and 1989, Medicare spending
will have grown 35 percent, from $71.4 billion to $96.5 billion.
Spending for Part B services has grown more rapidly, increasing 68
percent compared with 19.5 percent for services under part A of
the program.

Medicaid spending over the same five-year period increased 52.4
percent, from $22.7 billion to $34.6 billion. Funding for the Mater-
nal and Child Health Block Grant was $478 million in 1985, and
grew to $554 million in 1989, an increase of 15.9 percent. The au-
thorization level for fiscal year 1991 is $686 million.

26-61'3 0 - 90 -- 3
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HEALTH PROGRAMS: HISTORICAL SPENDING
[Dollars in billions)

Fiscal year—
1985 1986 1987 1988 1989

MEDICARE
Part A ..ot sa s snsrane $48.7 $49.7 $50.8 $52.7 $58.2
Percent ChANGE ...........ocoveevvereereeeeresrree s essesrenne 21 23 38 104
PArt B......ooocverrees st svesnerens $22.7 $26.2 $30.8 $34.9 $38.2
Percent Change ........cc.ocveeeeeereeereerreesres s, 153 176 133 94
TORAL ..ot ssseee $71.4 $759 $81.6 $87.7 $96.5
Percent ChANEE .........ocvvevrce e 63 76 74 100
MEDICAID
TORA oot $22.7 $25.0 $27.4 $30.5 $34.6
Percent Change ... 103 98 110 13.6
MATERNAL AND CHILD HEALTH
Total (in MilliONS) .....ovvvvverreerrrcerieesere e, $478 $457 $497 §527 $554
Percent Change ...............ovvvevvevneiessis e —-44 88 60 51

Source: Congressional Budget Office.
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Chart 14

Health Programs: Administration Proposals

MEDICARE

The Administration budget proposes to reduce outlays and in-
crease premiums under the Medicare program for fiscal year 1991
by $5.158 billion. This amount includes $3.035 in reduced payments
to providers under Part A, and $2.108 billion in payment reduc-
tions and premium changes under Part B. It does not include in-
creased revenue to the Hospital Insurance Trust Fund associated
with proposals to include State and local government workers
under Medicare. (See section on revenue). All estimates have been
prepared by the Congressional Budget Office. Table 14 compares
Administration and CBO estimates of Medicare savings proposals.
Unless otherwise specified, the proposals are legislative, rather
than regulatory, in nature.

Of the $5.158 billion in Medicare spending cuts, $3.9 billion, or 75
percent, would come from reducing payments to hospitals for both
inpatient and outpatient services. Payments to physicians would be
reduced roughly $990 million, less than 20 percent of the total.

MEDICARE PART A

The Administration budget proposes to reduce outlays under part
A of the Medicare program by $3.035 billion for FY 1991.

1. Reduce payments for hospital capital costs.—The Administra-
tion budget proposes to reduce hospital capital payments by 15 per-
cent for hospitals in rural areas and 25 percent for hospitals in
urban areas for fiscal year 1991 and beyond. Budget reconciliation
legislation reduced capital payments beginning in fiscal year 1987.
The reduction was 15 percent in both fiscal years 1989 and 1990;
urban and rural hospitals have been subject to the same reduction.
As under current law, the Administration proposal would exempt
hospitals designated as sole community hospitals. Fiscal year 1991
savings from this proposal would be $1.315 billion. Of this, $§115
million would come from rural hospitals and $1.2 billion from
urban hospitals. (—$1.315 billion in FY 1991)

2. Prospective Payment System (PPS) update factor.—Under cur-
rent law, the update factor for fiscal year 1991 and subsequent
years is equal to the increase in the market basket, which meas-
ures inflation in the price of goods and services that hospitals pur-
chase. The Administration proposes that the fiscal year 1991
update factor for all hospitals under the prospective payment
system be equal to the market basket minus 1.5 percent, a total in-
crease estimated by CBO to be 3.3 percent. Under the 5.6 percent
market basket assumed in the President’s budget, the total update
would be 4.1 percent. The Administration’s market basket forecast

(69)
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may change before the final regulation implementing the update
factor is issued.

In its March 1st report, ProPAC will recommend updates averag-
ing market basket minus 0.5 percent. The recommended update for
rural hospitals will be market basket plus 2.1 percent; for urbans it
will be market basket minus 0.9 percent. The separate urban and
rural updates are the first part of a recommended three-year
phase-out of the difference between the rural and ‘“other urban”
standardized amounts. (—$590 million in FY 1991)

J4. Reduce payments for indirect medical education expenses.—
Medicare pays teaching hospitals an additional amount for the in-
direct costs associated with training interns and residents. The Ad-
ministration proposal would reduce the factor used to calculate the
indirect teaching adjustment from 7.7 percent to 4.05 percent. GAO
estimates that an adjustment between 3.73 and 6.26 percent would
be justified. CBO estimates a range from 3 to 7 percent. In its
March 1st report, ProPAC will recommend that the adjustment be
lowered to 6.8 percent, with the savings redistributed in higher
basic payment rates for all hospitals. (—$1.03 billion in FY 1991)

4. Reduce payments to teaching hospitals by capping intern- and
resident-to-bed ratios at FY 1989 levels.—The indirect medical edu-
cation adjustment is computed by applying a formula to each hos-
pital’s ratio of interns and residents to beds. The ratio is updated
each year. The Administration proposal would cap each hospital’s
intern to bed ratio at its 1989 level. (—$40 million in FY 1991)

5. Eliminate return-on-equity payments for skilled nursing facili-
ties.—Under Medicare’s cost-based reimbursement system for
skilled nursing facilities, for-profit facilities receive a return on
equity payment. Equity is defined as capital used for patient care,
net of depreciation, including loans from investors. The rate of
return is equal to the interest rate earned by the Hospital Insur-
ance Trust Fund. The Administration proposes to eliminate these
payments. (—$35 million in FY 1991)

6. Physician assistant offset.—OBRA 86 authorized direct pay-
ment for physician assistant services if they are performed under
the supervision of a physician in a hospital or nursing home. It also
authorized the Secretary to apply offsetting reductions in payments
to hospitals and nursing homes in order to avoid duplicate pay-
ment when the physician assistant is directly reimbursed. The Ad-
ministration proposes to apply an offset to hospitals, on a hospital-
specific basis. Hospitals located in both urban and rural manpower
shortage areas would be exempt from the offset. The Administra-
tion may pursue a regulatory route for this proposal. (—$5 million
in FY 1991)

MEDICARE PART B

The Administration proposes to reduce outlays under part B of
the Medicare program by $2.108 billion for FY 1991.

1. Freeze update for non-primary services.—Under current law,
Medicare payment for physicians’ services is based upon the lower
of the actual charge, the customary charge, or the prevailing
charge in an area. The customary charge of a physician for a serv-
ice is the amount he or she most frequently charges for thau serv-
ice. The prevailing charge for a service is the amount that will
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cover 75 percent of the customary charges for the service in an
area.

Customary charges are updated to reflect changes in a physi-
cian’s actual charges for a service. While prevailing charges are up-
dated to reflect changes in customary charges in an area, the
annual increase in prevailing charge levels is limited to the project-
ed increase in the Medicare economic index (MEI) for the year in-
volved. The MEI increase for 1991 is projected by CBO to be 4.1
percent and by the Administration to be 3.5 percent.

The Administration budget proposes to allow full updates for cus-
tomary and prevailing charge levels for primary care services
(home, office, nursing home, and emergency room visits) and to
freeze customary and prevailing charges for other physicians’ serv-
ices for 1991.

The proposal would also consolidate customary and prevailing
charge screens in a budget-neutral manner for 1991. (—$330 mil-
lion in FY 1991)

2. Payment reductions for overvalued services.—The prevailing
charge levels for some physicians’ services exceed the estimated
payment amounts for those services under a national fee schedule
derived from a resource-based relative value scale. The Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1989 (OBRA ’89) provides for estab-
lishment of such a fee schedule beginning in 1992.

As part of the transition to the fee schedule, OBRA ’89 reduced
payments for “overvalued’ services by one-third of the difference
between the prevailing charge and the estimated fee schedule
amount for the service, subject to a 15 percent maximum reduc-
tion. A service was classified as overvalued if its national weighted
average prevailing charge exceeded the estimated fee schedule
amount by 10 percent or more.

The Administration budget proposes further reductions in pay-
ments for overvalued services, with reductions equal to two-thirds
of the remaining difference between the prevailing charge and the
estimated fee schedule amount for the service, subject to a 25 per-
cent limit. A procedure would be classified as overvalued if its pre-
vailing charge exceeds the estimated fee schedule amount by 5 per-
cent or more. (—$120 million in FY 1991)

Jd. Reduce payments for overvalued localities.—The current
system of paying for physicians’ services under Medicare is based
upon the historical pattern of charges for a service in an area, sub-
ject to certain limits. As a result, payment for the same service
may vary from one locality to another to a degree not warranted
by geographic variations in the cost of furnishing the service.

The Administration budget proposes to reduce payment for a
service by the full amount of the difference between the prevailing
charge in the locality and the national average prevailing charge,
adjusted by a geographic practice cost index (GPCI). Reductions
would be subject to a 25 percent limit.

This provision would not apply to any service that is (1) subject
to reduction under the Administration’s overvalued services pro-
posal or its proposals relating to radiology or anesthesiology serv-
ices or diagnostic tests, (2) a low-volume service, or (3) expected to
be reimbursed at a higher average level under the resource-based
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fee schedule mandated by physician payment reform. (—$50 mil-
lion in FY 1991) '

4. Reduce radiology and anesthesiology fees.—Radiologist services
are reimbursed unfer a fee schedule that is based upon a relative
value scale. Payment covers both the physician’s professional serv-
ices (the “professional component’’) and the equipment, technical
resources, and supplies needed to furnish the service (the “techni-
cal component’). Anesthesia services are also paid under a re-
source-based fee schedule.

While the relative value of a service does not vary geographically
under either of these fee schedules, each locality has a separate
‘“conversion factor” that is based upon the historical pattern of
charges for covered services in that locality. (A conversion factor is
a dollar amount that, when multiplied by the relative value of a
service, produces the payment amount.) As a result, payment for a
service will vary from one locality to another in a manner that re-
flects historical variations in charges rather than variations in the
costs of furnishing the service.

The Administration budget proposes to reduce fees under these
fee schedules by the amount they exceed estimated payments
under a resource-based fee schedule for all physicians’ services. In
the case of radiologist services, the reductions would apply to only
to the professional component. (See item 7 for proposed limitations
on reimbursement for the technical component.)

The fee schedule amount for a locality would be estimated by
computing a national average conversion factor, reducing it by 10
percent, and adjusting it by the appropriate geographic practice
cost index value for the locality involved. Reductions would be sub-
ject to a 25 percent limit.

In addition, the Administration proposes to pay the same amount
for anesthesia services regardless of whether an anesthesiologist
personally furnishes the service or medically directs a certified reg-
istered nurse anesthetist (CRNA) who furnishes the service. In the
latter case, payment to the anesthesiologist would be limited to the
difference between the amount that would be payable if the anes-
thesiologist personally performed the service and the amount pay-
able to the CRNA. (—$210 million in FY 1991)

5. Payments for surgery and related services.—Traditionally, Med-
icare has paid for surgical services on the basis of a ‘“‘global”’ fee,
which covers not only the operation but also certain pre- and post-
operative services furnished by the surgeon. Among these services
are in-hospital and post-hospital visits.

Under certain circumstances, Medicare will make an additional
payment for the services of another physician or a physician assist-
ant who serves as an assistant at surgery during an operation.

The Administration budget includes a proposal that would
reduce surgical global fees to reflect a decrease in the average
length of an inpatient hospital stay under Medicare, based upon a
determination that the number of in-hospital visits by a surgeon
would decrease with the length of stay. The reduction would be
either a procedure-specific amount or, in the absence of procedure-
specific data, a flat 2 percent.

The budget also proposes that Medicare pay the same amount for
a surgery regardless of whether the surgeon utilizes the services of
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an assistant at surgery. Any separate payments made to an assist-

ant at surgery would be offset against the amount of the surgeon’s

allowed charge. (Payments for other services furnished by a physi-

cian assistant would be offset against hospital payments under

iI‘t‘:%m 6 of the Administration’s part A proposals.) (—~$175 million in
1991)

6. Phase-in fee increases for new physicians.—Medicare payment
for physicians’ services is based upon the lower of the actual
charge, the customary charge, or the prevailing charge for a serv-
ice in an area. The customary charge of a physician for a service is
the amount most frequently charged by the physician for that serv-
ice. The prevailing charge for a service is the amount that will
cover 75 percent of the customary charges for the service in an
area.

Under current law, the customary charge of a new physician is
limited to a specified percentage of the prevailing charge for a serv-
ice in an area. The percentage is 80 percent in the case of first-year
physicians and 85 percent in the case of second-year physicians.

The Administration budget proposes to extend and make perma-
nent this phase-in, with payment being limited to 90 and 95 per-
cent of the allowable amount for third- and fourth-year physicians,
respectively.

Until 1992, these percentages would be applied against prevailing
charge levels. For 1992 and thereafter, they would be applied
against the fee schedule amount determined under the resource-
based relative value scale mandated by the physician payment
reform proposal enacted in 1989.

Current law exceptions for primary care services and services
furnished in a rural health manpower shortage area would be re-
tained. (—$55 million in FY 1991)

7. Technical component of radiology and diagnostic tests.—Medi-
care payments for radiology services and other diagnostic tests
cover both the physician’s professional services (the ‘‘professional
component’’) and the equipment, technical resources, and supplies
needed to perform the test (the “technical component”).

Under current law, the amount paid for the technical component
of a radiology service or diagnostic test varies geographically based
upon historical variations in the charges for the service.

The Administration budget includes a proposal to cap the
amount paid for the technical component of a service or test in a
locality at the nationzl median among carriers for that component.
(—$20 million in FY 1991)

8. Voluntary hospital physician participation.—Under current
law, a physician may become a “participating physician” by agree-
ing to “accept assignment”’ for services furnished to Medicare bene-
ficiaries; under this arrangement, the physician accepts the Medi-
care-allowable payment amount as payment-in-full for his or her
services and may collect from the beneficiary only the applicable
deductible and coinsurance amounts.

The Administration budget includes a proposal to permit a hospi-
tal to advertise itself as a “Medicare participating physician medi-
cal staff hospital” if it agrees to guarantee that assignment will be
accepted for the following services furnished at the facility: emer-
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gency services, radiology, anesthesia, and pathology services, and
consultations. ($0 in FY 1991)

9. Reduce hospital outpatient payments.—The Administration
budget would reduce Medicare payments for certain outpatient hos-
pital services (including payments for associated capital-related
costs) by 10 percent.

In addition the capital-related costs of all outpatient hospital
services would be reduced under the proposal. In the case of rural
hospitals, the 15 percent reduction in effect during most of FY 1990
would be extended for FY 1991; in the case of urban hospitals, the
reductions would be increased from the 15-percent level in effect
for 1990 to 25 percent for FY 1991.

In the case of services subject to reduction under the first part of
the proposal, the 10 percent reduction in associated capital-related
costs would be netted against the 15 or 25 percent reduction re-
quired under the second part of the proposal, so that the total re-
duction in capital-related costs would not exceed 15 and 25 percent
for rural and urban hospitals, respectively. (—$740 million in FY
1991)

10. Durable medical equipment.—Under current law, Medicare
pays for durable medical equipment (DME) on a fee schedule basis,
with geographic variation in the amount payable for the same
item. There are six different fee schedules, one for each major cate-
gory of DME. Between 1991 and 1993, regional fee schedules are to
be phased in for three of the categories. Unless otherwise specified
by law, the fee schedules are updated annually by the increase in
the consumer price index (CPI).

The Administration budget proposes to limit payment for an
item of DME to the national median of the fee schedule amounts
payable for that item in different parts of the country. It would
ialso eliminate the regional fee schedules provided under current
aw.

In addition, it would provide a full inflation update for 1991 only
to the extent that the resulting fee is below the national median
limit. Both CBO and the Administration estimate the inflation
update for 1991 to be 3.6 percent.

It also proposes to change the basis for computing payments
under one of the major categories of DME (which includes wheel-
chairs and hospital beds) from the average submitted charge
during a base period to the average Medicare-allowable payment
for that period. This proposal would also limit total rental pay-
ments for an item included in this category to 120 percent of the
recognized price rather than 150 percent, as provided under cur-
rent law.

In addition, it would reduce reimbursement for oxygen by 5 per-
cent and provide rental payments for frequently serviced items for
15 months, after which a payment for maintenance would be made
every 6 months.

Finally, the Administration proposes to establish a fee schedule
for enteral nutrients and other supplies based upon wholesale and
retail price information, as well as to revise reimbursement for en-
teral and parenteral equipment (primarily pumps and IV poles).
(—$310 million in FY 1991)
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11. Competitive bidding for lab services and DME.—The Adminis-
tration budget indicates that the Health Care Financing Adminis-
tration is giving “serious consideration’ to implementing demon-
stration projects involving competitive bidding for clinical laborato-
ry services and durable medical equipment.

A legislative moratorium on a competitive bidding demonstration
project for clinical laboratory services expired at the end of 1989. A
similar moratorium for durable medical equipment expires at the
end of 1990. ($0 in 1991)

12. Clinical laboratory services.—Clinical laboratory services are
paid for by Medicare under statewide or carrierwide fee schedules.
The fee for a particular service is subject to a national limit, cur-
rently set at 93 percent of the national median for all fee schedule
amounts for that service. Unless otherwise specified by law, fee
schedule amounts are updated annually by the percentage change
in the CPI.

The Administration budget proposes to reduce the national limit
to 90 percent for non-profile tests and 80 percent for profile and
other standardized test packages.

In addition, it would provide a full inflation update for 1991 only
to the extent that the resulting fee is below the applicable limit.
CBO estimates that the full update for 1991 will be 4.4 percent,
while the Administration projects an update of 4.1 percent. (—$85
million in FY 1991)

13. Provide prior authorization authority to carriers.—Claims sub-
mitted under part B of the Medicare program are processed and
paid by organizations that are known as ‘“‘carriers.”

Under current law, peer review organizations (PROs) may re-
quire prior authorization of hospital admissions and certain surgi-
cal procedures. Carriers are not authorized to do this.

The Administration budget proposes to extend this authority to
carriers, so that they might, for example, require prior authoriza-
tion where a pattern of overutilization by a physician has been
identified. (—$15 million in FY 1991)

14. Part B premium.—The part B premium was originally set at
a level to cover 50 percent of program costs, but subsequently the
increase in the premium from year to year was limited to the most
recent percentage increase in Social Security cash benefits. As a
result, the percentage of program costs covered by the premium
dropped to 24 percent by 1981, and legislation was enacted to hold
the premium at 25 percent of program costs through 1984. This
provision was extended on a number of occasions, but will expire at
the end of 1990.

The Administration budget would establish the part B premium
at the greater of 25 percent of program costs or the previous year’s
premium, increased by the annual percentage increase in Social Se-
curity cash benefits. This provision would be permanent. ($2 mil-
lion in 1991)

MEDICARE PARTS A AND B

Three of the Administration’s Medicare proposals would affect
outlays in both parts A and B of the program. CBO estimates a net
savings from these proposals of $15 million. This amount reflects a
net $§ —70 million savings from part A and $55 million in additional
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costs under part B. CBO also estimates out-year costs associated
with the proposed coverage of state and local employees under
Medicare (see revenue section).

1. Increase payments to HMOs.—Under current law, a health
maintenance organization (HMO) with a Medicare risk contract is
paid, for each Medicare enrollee, an amount equal to 95 percent of
the adjusted average per capita cost (AAPCC) for the class of bene-
ficiaries to which the enrollee belongs. The AAPCC is computed by
estimating the amount Medicare would pay to furnish covered
iglx\'/}/(i;:es in an area to beneficiaries who are not enrolled in an

The Administration budget proposes to increase payments to
these HMOs to 100 percent of the AAPCC, with part of this in-
crease being offset by an incentive payment to the beneficiary.
($190 million in FY 1991)

2. Reduce payments for direct graduate medical education costs.—
Currently, the salaries and direct costs of training medical resi-
dents are reimbursed based on a hospital-specific average salary
applied to the hospital’s weighted average number of medical resi-
dents. The Administration proposes to replace the hospital-specific
average salary with a national average salary amount. In addition,
the prc_osal would weight primary care residents at 180 percent of
the per-resident amount, and non-primary care residents in their
initial residency period at 140 percent of the per-resident amount.
These weighting factors are intended to encourage primary care re-
sidencies. (—$160 million in FY 1991)

J. Extend ESRD secondary payor period.—Under current law,
Medicare is the secondary payor, for a 12-month period, for ESRD-
eligible beneficiaries with employer-based health care insurance.

The Administration budget would extend the period during
which employer-based coverage is primary from 12 to 18 months.
(—$45 million in FY 1991)

MEDICAID

The Administration budget includes a proposal that would in-
crease Federal spending for FY 1991 under the Medicaid program
by $10 million. This proposal would encourage States to develop
managed care for Medicaid beneficiaries.

The proposed floor on Medicare Part B premiums and other
changes in part B of Medicare are estimated by CBO to save the
Medicaid program $40 over current law in FY 1991.

1. Managed Care Initiative.—As described below, there are three
main aspects to the Administration’s managed care proposal. All of
these proposals would require legislative changes. ($10 million in
FY 1991)

a. Matching rate modifications.—Under this managed care pro-
posal, States would receive an additional 3 percentage points in
their Federal matching rate for the costs associated with Medicaid
beneficiaries newly enrolled in managed care programs. Beginning
in FY 1993, the States would receive the enhanced matching rate
for all managed care expenditures.

Also beginning in 1993, States would receive reduced matching
rates for most costs associated with care provided on a fee-for-serv-
ice basis. Excepted from the reductions would be payments for
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services in rural and medically underserved areas and in nursing
facilities, and for services to certain high-risk beneficiaries, such as
pregnant women and infants. The reduction would be limited to a
maximum of 1 percentage point in FY 1993, 2 percentage points in
FY 1994, and 3 percentage points in FY 1995 and beyond. The pro-
posed reductions would not exceed the amount necessary to offset
the nationwide costs of the increased matching rates for managed
care expenditures.

b. State option for certain mandated managed care programs.—
The Administration proposes to allow states to implement certain
managed care programs through their Medicaid state plans with-
out having to apply for a waiver. As part of this new state option,
the Administration proposes that the Secretary be given the au-
thority to conduct periodic quality reviews of the HMOs and other
providers involved in the managed care option and to terminate
their participation if quality standards are not met.

¢. Relaxation of enrollment requirements for certain Medicaid
HMOQOs.—The Administration proposes to make several changes in
current eligibility requirements for certain Medicaid HMOs. First,
for Medicaid HMOs that are publicly operated or are located in
medically underserved areas, the Administration proposes to elimi-
nate the requirement that 25% of enrollment be composed of pa-
tients not eligible for Medicare or Medicaid. Instead, the Secretary
would conduct periodic quality reviews of these HMOs.

Second, for all HMOs, the Administration proposes to permit
states to extend Medicaid HMO eligibility for one month following
a beneficiary’s disqualification for AFDC.

Finally, for “state-plan defined” HMOs, the Administration pro-
poses to permit states to guarantee eligibility and restrict volun-
tary disenrollment (without cause) for up to six-months. (Currently,
such eligibility requirements may be applied only to federally
qualified HMOs.)

2. Effect of Medicare Part B proposals.—Since the Medicaid pro-
gram pays the Medicare Part B premiums for low-income elderly
and disabled Medicaid beneficiaries, the Administration’s proposal
to set a floor on Part B premiums and other proposed changes in
g%gt B will affect Federal Medicaid expenditures. (—$40 million in

1991)

MEDICARE AND MEDICAID

1. Survey and certification fees.—The Administration proposes to
begin charging health care facilities a fee for the costs of Medicare
and Medicaid survey and certification. These fees, along with the
fees collected pursuant the Clinical Laboratory Improvement
Amendments of 1988 would be deposited in a Survey and Certifica-
tion Revolving Fund.

MATERNAL AND CHILD HEALTH BLOCK GRANT

The Maternal and Child Health Block Grant program is author-
ized at $686 million in FY 1991 and each year thereafter. In FY
1991, the Administration proposes to fund the Title V Block Grant
at the same level as last year, $554 million. The Administration
also proposes to spend an additional §25 million to fund a “one-stop
shopping” initiative under a separate program. This program
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would provide grants and technical assistance to States and com-
munity-based organizations to encourage them to simplify access to
services for pregnant women and infants by coordinating or co-lo-
cating various health and social service programs. The total spend-
ing for the Title V Block Grant and the new grant program would
be $578.6 million.
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Chart 15.—INTEREST

[In billions of dollars]

Fiscal year—

1991 1992 1993
A. Administration Budget:
Gross Interest:
Interest on the public debt ................... 260 259 260
Interest on tax refunds...........cccoevuevnee. 2 2 2
Offsets:
Interest paid to trust fund.................... 69 78 88
Interest on Federal Financing Bank
J0ANS ..o 13 12 11
Other offsetting interest ..o, I I I
NEt INTRIeST ..ot 173 163 157
Federal Reserve Deposits .........c.cocevvvennee. 21 21 21
Budgetary impact of interest .................... 152 142 136
3 CBO Baseline:
interest on the public debt ................. 272 287 304
NEt INBIESE....veeeee e 185 192 199




Chart 15

Interest

One of the budget accounts assigned to Finance Committee juris-
diction is the account entitled Interest on the Public Debt. This ac-
count reflects the total interest payments made on governmental
securities. The major determinants of the amount of outlays for
this account are the accumulated debt from prior years and the in-
terest rate. To a lesser extent, the level of deficit for the current
year also affects interest outlays. At current debt levels, a one per-
cent change in interest rates would affect FY 1991 outlays in this
category by about $11 billion.

The overall impact of interest on the budget deficit is offset by
several factors shown on this chart. The largest offset is interest
paid to trust funds. Since the income of trust funds is counted to-
wards determining the “Gramm-Rudman-Hollings” deficit targets,
the outlay effect of interest paid to trust funds is offset by the
income effect of that same interest received by trust funds.! Other
interest receipts and particularly interest on Federal Financing
Bank loans also offset a portion of interest on the public debt. In
addition, the budgetar'y impact of interest is further reduced by the
fact that a portion of outstanding Federal securities are held by
Federal Reserve Banks. The bulk of the interest earned on those
securities is deposited back to the Treasury by the Federal Reserve.

1 Although trust fund interest earnings are used to partially offset the outlays for interest on
the public debt from a short-term budgetary perspective, those intercst payme:ts do represent a
long-term commitment of the Federal Government to the trust fund program which ultimately
will have to be redeemed to meet the needs of the program.

(81)
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CHART 16.—TRADE ADJUSTMENT; CUSTOMS USER FEES:
ADMINISTRATION PROPOSALS

[In millions)

Fiscal year
1991 1992 1993

Total

End trade adjustment benefits............

End customs user fees

—181 —222 —238 —641
—806 —822 —839 —2,467




Chart 16

Trade Adjustment; Customs User Fees: Administration Proposals

TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE

The Trade Adjustment Assistance (TAA) program provides bene-
fits to workers laid off and firms injured on account of import com-
petition. Under the program for workers, administered by the
Labor Department, certified workers are entitled to cash payments
essentially equivalent to extended unemployment insurance bene-
fits. They may also receive job-search, relocation, and retraining as-
sistance. The program for firms, administered by the Commerce
Pepartment, makes technical assistance available to approved
irms.

The Omnibus Trade and Competitiveness Act of 1988 made sub-
stantial changes to the TAA program. With its enactment, workers
are required to enter approved training programs in order to re-
ceive TAA cash payments, unless training is not feasible or appro-
priate. Workers are also entitled to payment for the costs of their
training programs, up to a total limit of $80 million annually.

Originally established under the Trade Expansion Act of 1962,
the TAA program was authorized until September 30, 1985. There
after, it was temporarily extended several times. Authority for the
program lapsed temporarily on December 19, 1985, but was re-
stored in April 1986 both retroactively to December 19, 1985 and
prospectively for six years to September 30, 1991 with enactment of
the Consolidated Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985. Authority for
the program was extended until September 30, 1993 with enact-
ment of the Omnibus Trade and Competitiveness Act of 1988.

In its 1991 budget request, the Administration proposes that both
the workers and firm TAA programs be repealed, effective October
1, 1990. The Administration proposes to assist workers adversely
affected by imports through the Economic Dislocation and Worker
Adjustment Assistance program.

Customs User Fees

The 1986 Budget Reconciliation Act established a customs mer-
chandise user fee, which went into effect on December 1, 1986, as a
charge of 0.22 percent ad valorem in fiscal year 1987 and 0.17 per-
cent ad valorem in fiscal years 1988 and 1989 on entries of import-
ed merchandise. There is a separate schedule of customs user fees
to cover Customs’ costs of processing the arrival of vessels, trucks,
trains, private boats and planes, and passengers. The law requires
the fees to be deposited into a dedicated account and to be avail-
able, subject to authorization and appropriation, to offset the cost
of salaries and expenses of the Customs Service for commercial op-
erations.

(83)
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The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1987, among other
things, extended the expiration date for the merchandise user fee
for one additional year, until September 30, 1990 (at the 0.17 per-
cent ad valorem rate), and modified the exemption for articles en-
tering under former schedule 8 of the Tariff Schedules (now cov-
ered by of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule). The Administration
will propose legislation to make the merchandise user fee perma-
nent legislation and to restructure the fee consistent with the Gen-
eral Agreement on Tariffs and Trade.
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CHART 17.—TAX REVENUES UNDER PRESENT LAW

[In billions of dollars]

Current Services CBO Baseline
1991 1992 1991 1992
Individual Income....................... 524 560 529 564
Corporate Income...........cce.e.... 129 141 111 116
Social Insurance..........ceveeun... 417 444 412 437
EXCISE TAXES.....ocoeeeereeereerererenns 35 35 34 32
Other X oo, 52 55 53 54
TOTAL ..o, 1156 1,235 1,139 1,203

includes estate and gift taxes, customs duties, and other miscellaneous receipts.



Chart 17

Tax Revenues Under Present Law

The current services projections represent the Administration’s
estimate of what federal tax revenues would be under existing law.
Similarly, the CBO baseline represents the Congressional Budget
Office’s projections of Federal revenue if current policies remain
unchanged.

Under President Bush’s 1991 budget proposals, total receipts
would rise to $1,170 billion in 1991 and $1,246 in 1992. These pro-
posals are listed in chart 17.

(87)
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Chart 18.—DESCRIPTION OF BUSH ADMINISTRATION PROPOSALS

.ON RECEIPTS
[In billions of dollars]
1991 1992 1993
1. Capital Gains........ccocvvvererererie e 49 28 1.2
2. IRS Management Reforms...................... 29 11 05
3. State and Local Employees *................ 38 39 4.0
4. Telephone Excise Tax 1 ........ccoevvvvvvnnene. 16 25 217
5. Payroll Tax Deposit Rules .............ooe...... 09 22 -31
6. IRS Enforcement Funding ....................... 00 08 13
7. Airport and Airway Trust Fund Excise 0.5 0.8 09
Taxes 1.
8. Ad Valorem Fee on Shippers 1............... 03 03 03
9. Permit Limited Use of Excess Pension 0.2 04 0.2
Funds to Pay Retiree Health Bene-
fits.
10. Treatment of Salvage Value by Proper- 0.2 0.2 0.2
ty and Casualty Insurance Compa-
nies.
11, SEC FEBS...ovvrerereretrececeece s 0.1 01 0.1
12. Federal Reserve Reimbursement ............. 01 01 01
13. IRS USr FEe .....cvveerecereeen, 0.1 01 01
14. Abandoned Mine Reclamation Fees 1...... 01 03
15, CFTC FEe ..o, *) (*) (*)
16. Liquor Occupation Taxes.........c.cccevueece. (*y (*) (¥
17. D.C. Employees:
CSRS contribution...........cccocvvernneeee, (*) (*) (™
OASDHI coverage............coeuevrenenne. (*) (*) (*)
18. FEMA FEeS ..., (*)  (*) (*)
19. Corps of Engineers Fees.............ccouuveee.. (*)y (*) (*)
20. R&E Tax Credit.........cocovevvevvrcrercrrinenn, —0.5-09 —11
21. R&E Allocation Rules............ccvvvevennnnee. —0.4 —0.7 —0.8
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Chart 18.—DESCRIPTION OF BUSH ADMINISTRATION PROPOSALS

ON RECEIPTS—Continued

[In billions of dollars]

1991 1992 1993

22.
23.
24.

25.
26.
21.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.

Energy Tax Incentives.........c.cccevvrvvernnee. —0.3 —0.5 —05
Family Savings Accounts ........................ —0.2 —0.6 —1.0
Health Insurance Deduction for Self- —0.2 —0.4 —0.5
employed.
Low-income Housing Credit .................... —0.1 -03 -04
Enterprise ZOnes..........cevevrievrvnncnene, (—*)—0.2 —0.3
Early Withdrawals from IRAs................... (—*)—0.1 —0.1
Delay Federal Pay Raise.......................... (—*)—0.1 -0.1
Child Care Credit 2.........ocovvvereeerrerneee, (—=®)(=*) (=%
Railroad Ul ..o, (=®)(=*)(=™)
Special Needs Adoption..............ceceeueee.. (=) (=*) (=™
Other Proposals...........ocooevevereeeeeeennns —01-02 (=%

*$50 million or less.

1 Net of income tax offsets.

2 Reflects only the effect of the proposal on budget receipts. The proposal increases
outlays by the following amounts: 1991, $0.2 billion; 1992, $1.8 billion; and 1993, $2.0

billion.



Chart 18

Description of Bush Administration Proposals on Receipts

1. Capital Gains.—The Administration proposes to allow individ-
uals, beginning in 1990, to exclude a percentage of gain on capital
assets as defined under present law, except that collectibles would
be excluded. After 1991, the exclusion would increase based on the
length of time the asset was held: 30 percent for assets held 3 years
or more, 20 percent for assets held at least 2 years but less than 3
years, and 10 percent for assets held at least 1 year but less than 2
years. The alternative minimum tax would apply to excluded
amounts and all depreciation would be recaptured in full as ordi-
nary income.

2. IRS Management Reforms.—The Administration intends that
IRS will undertake several management initiatives that would in-
crease revenue yields without requiring additional expenditures.

3. State and Local Employees.—The Administration proposes ex-
tending mandatory social security (OASDI) coverage to State and
local government employees who do not participate in retirement
plans. The Administration also proposes extending mandatory
Medicare hospital insurance (HI) coverage to State and local em-
glolyé%%s not otherwise covered under present law, effective October

4. Telephone Excise Tax.—The Administration proposes making
the current 3 percent Federal excise tax on telephone service per-
manent. Under existing law, the excise tax is scheduled to expire
at the end of 1990. The Administration also proposes to move the
deposit date for the tax.

5. Payroll Tax Deposit Rules.— The Administration proposes that
payroll tax deposits of $100,000 or more must be made by the close
of the next banking day.

6. IRS Enforcement Fundii.g—The Administration proposes to
increase budget authority for the IRS to about $6.1 billion. IRS
funding for enforcement would be increased.

1. Airport and Airway Trust Fund Excise Taxes.— The Adminis-
tration proposes to repeal the aviation tax reduction “trigger.” The
Administration also proposes to extend the excise taxes beyond
1990 and increase the air passenger ticket tax from 8 percent to 10
percent, the domestic: air freight tax from 5 percent to 6.25 percent,
and the noncommercial aviation taxes from 12 cents per gallon to
15 cents per gallon for gasoline and from 14 cents per gallon to 17.5
cents per gallon for jet and other fuels.

8. Ad Valorem Fee on Shippers.—The Administration proposes to
increase the ad valorem fee on shippers from 0.04 percent of cargo
value to approximately 0.125 percent of cargo value.

9. Permit Limited Use of Excess Pension Funds to Pay Retiree
Health Benefits.—The Administration proposes to permit the trans-

(91D
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fer of excess pension plan assets to a section 401(h) medical benefits
account within the plan without termination or disqualification of
the plan, under certain restrictions.

10. Treatment of Salvage Value by Property and Casualty Insur-
ance Companies.—The Administration proposes that the deduction
for losses incurred by property and casualty insurance companies
should be reduced by estimated recoveries of salvage (including
subrogation claims) attributable to such losses, beginning after De-
cember 31, 1989.

11. Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) Fees.—The Ad-
ministration proposes to increase the fee on securities market
transactions from 1/300 to 1/200 of 1 percent of dollar value of
sales, and to expand this fee to apply to most over-the-counter secu-
rities transactions. The Administration also proposes to increase
the fee charged for merger or proxy filing from 1/50 to 1/40 of 1
percent of the value of the transaction, and the registration fee on
securities from 1/50 to 1/40 of 1 percent of the value of the securi-
ties.

12. Federal Reserve Reimbursement.—The Administration pro-
poses to establish a permanent, indefinite appropriation to reim-
burse Federal Reserve banks for their services as fiscal agents for
the Bureau of the Public Debt. This would result in a correspond-
ing increase in deposit of earnings by the Federal Reserve System.

13. IRS User Fee.—The Administration proposes to extend per-
manently the existing fee on private letter ruling and similar re-
quests.

14. Abandoned Mine Reclamation Fees.—The Administration pro-
poses to extend permanently the abandoned mine reclamation fees,
which would expire in August 1992 under current law.

15. Commodity Futures Trading Commission (CFTC) Fee.—'The
Administration proposes to impose a futures market transactions
fee of 11 cents per transaction, effective October 1, 1990.

16. Liquor Occupation Taxes.—The Administration proposes to
eliminate the special occupational taxes currently levied on liquor
retailers and increase the existing taxes on wholesalers and manu-
facturers.

17. District of Columbia (D.C.) Employees.— The Administration
proposes to require the D.C. government to phase in payments for
current Civil Service Retirement System cost of living (COLA) li-
abilities and to pay the cost of COLAs for post-1986 CSRS annu-
itants. The Administration also proposes to extend Social Security
and Medicare hospital insurance (OASDHI) coverage to all newly
hired D.C. government employees, effective January 1, 1991.

18. Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Fees.—The
Administration proposes to impose user fees on the owners of nu-
clear power plants.

19. Corps of Engineers Application Fees.— The Administration
proposes to collect fees on requests for permits for development or
other activities on navigable waterways and wetlands.

20. Research and Experimentation (R&E) Tax Credit.—The Ad-
ministration proposes making permanent the R&E tax credit, with
100 percent of research expenses eligible in 1990.

21. Allocation of Research and Experimentation (R&E) Ex-
penses.—The Administration proposes making permanent the R&E
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allocation rules, as modified by the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation
Act of 1989.

22. Energy Tax Incentives.—The Administration makes four pro-
posals to boost energy production: a 10 percent tax credit for the
first $10 million of exploratory intangible drilling costs and a 5 per-
cent credit for the balance of such costs; a 10 percent credit for new
tertiary enhanced recovery projects; for percentage depletion,
eliminating the transfer rule and increasing the net income limita-
tion for independent producers; and eliminating 80 percent of the
exploratory intangible drilling cost preferences of independent pro-
ducers from the minimum tax.

23. Family Savings Accounts.—The Administration proposes to
create a new type of savings account, the “Family Savings Ac-
count.” Although no current-year tax deduction would be available
for contributions to these accounts, the contributions and the earn-
ings could be withdrawn tax-free, as long as the account was main-
tained for at least seven years. Withdrawals of earnings on contri-
butions maintained in the account for less than three years would
be subject not only to regular income tax, but also to a 10 percent
excise tax penalty. The proposal would allow contributions of up to
$2,500 a year for single individuals with income of $60,000 or less,
and $5,000 a year for families with income of $120,000 or less.

24. Health Insurance Deduction for Self-employed.—The Adminis-
tration proposes to extend permanently the 25 percent deduction
for health insurance expenses of self-employed individuals, which
would expire after September 30, 1990 under current law.

25. Low-income Housing Tax Credit.—The Administration pro-
poses to extend the low-income housing tax credit, as modified by
the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1989, through 1991 with
100 percent of the credit available in 1990.

26. Enterprise Zones.—The Administration proposes targeting
new employment- and capital-based tax incentives to businesses
that locate in designated enterprise zones. Under the Administra-
};jon’s proposal, up to 50 zones would be eligible for these tax bene-
its.

27. Waive Excise Tax for Early Withdrawals from IRAs.—The
Administration proposes to permit penalty-free withdrawals from
iome Individual Retirement Accounts (IRAs) to purchase a first

ome.

28. Delay the Federal Employee Pay Raise—~—The Administration
proposes to delay the Federal employee pay raise 3 months from
October 31, 1990 to January 1, 1991.

29. Child Care Credit.—The Administration proposes establishing
a new refundable child care tax credit of up to $1,000 for each child
under age four for families with adjusted gross income up to
$13,000; the income ceiling would be gradually raised to $20,000 by
1995. The Administration proposal would also make the existing
child and dependent care credit refundable.

30. Railroad UI Reimbursable Status.—The Administration pro-
pos.s to extend beyond 1990 the exemption from the full railroad
unen.p.2yment tax rate provided to public commuter railroads. The
Administration proposal would also extend the same exemption to
Amtrak beginning in 1991.

26-613 0 - 90 -- 4
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31. Deduction for Special Needs Adoption.—The Administration
proposes restoring a deduction of up to $3,000 for the expenses as-
sociated with adopting special needs children.

32. Other Proposals.—Other Administration proposals affecting
receipts include modification of the EPA pesticide fee and an in-
crease in the HUD interstate land sales fee.






96
Chart 19.—TAX EXPENDITURES

[In billions of dollars]

QOutlay equivalent Revenue loss
1990 1991 1990 1991

National defense...........c.ccereveene. 2.3 2.4 2.0 2.0
International affairs................... 68 7.3 4.9 5.3
General science, space, and

technology ..........ceeuveereereereene 3.4 2.9 2.7 2.5
ENBIEY covverrcrerceerinerrerveanee, 1.2 1.5 1.4 1.7
Natural resources and

eNVIroNMENt........cccvvvvervenenee, 2.9 2.8 2.9 2.5
AGHCURUTE .o.vvvrerrrecrcieirrene, 05 05 06 05
Commerce and housing ............. 151.6 1547 1453 148.9
Transportation...........ceeevveevnenn. 02 0.2 0.1 0.1
Community and regional

development ..........cccecvvuveneen. 2.1 . 29 2.1 2.2

Education, training,
employment and social

SBIVICES .vvverrerererererensinene. 231 244 209 221
Health ..., 514 568 429 474
INCOME SECUNitY......cvvrvrverernnn, 80.7 847 633 66.5
Social security........ccverreverrenns 199 209 199 21.0
Veterans benefits and services.. 1.9 2.0 1.9 1.9
General government................... 370 39.2 336 359

INtRrest .......cvveverececreecseenes 1.1 1.1 1.0 1.1




Chart 19

Tax Expenditures

The concept of tax expenditures was developed in order to com-
pare the Federal Government’s outlays to the budgetary impact of
various deductions, deferrals and credits in the tax structure. It
was intended that, with this information, consideration of the
budget might involve examination of both direct expenditures and
tax expenditures as alternate means of providing incentives.

The Budget Act defines tax expenditures as “revenue losses’ at-
tributable to provisions of the Federal tax laws that allow a special
exclusion, exemption, or deduction from gross income, or which
provide a special credit, a preferential rate of tax, or a deferral of
liability. In general, the concept is intended to identify provisions
in the tax law which either encourage certain behavior or compen-
sate for specific hardship. The term encompasses tax provisions of
limited applicability, which are exceptions to provisions of more
general applicability considered necessary to make the tax system
function.

The definition of “tax expenditure” is not precise. This impreci-
sion has resulted in substantial controversy. Chart 18 includes all
items listed as tax expenditures by the Administration. A listing of
a provision as a ‘“tax expenditure” here is not intended to imply
approval or disapproval, or any judgment about the effectiveness of
any provision.

Chart 18 presents a summary of tax expenditures by budget
functional category. The chart reflects both the Administration’s
estimate of the budget outlay equivalent for tax expenditures and
the Administration’s estimates of the revenue loss for tax expendi-
tures.

Tax expenditure estimates should not be interpreted as the in-
crease in Federal receipts (or reduction in the budget deficit) that
would result if a provision were repealed. Repeal of some provi-
sions could affect the aggregate level of income and economic
growth. Many tax expenditures are not independent of each other;
their values are largely interdependent. Additionally, the annual
value of tax expenditures is very time-dependent.

The tax expenditure table from the President’s budget is reprint-
ed in Appendix E.
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Chart 20.—DEBT LIMIT

[In trillions of dollars]

Fiscal 1991 Debt Limit:

Current debt limit.........ocevvcuerenircrnereersisecsnne, 3.123
Administration estimate of debt subject to limit on
September 30, 1990........cccovuvervirrnirecnnercrnnrennne 3.071

Plus:

Federal funds deficit for fiscal 1991...........cocevenee. 0.216

Other transactions 1 ...........cccevvrrvevernerceresnensennens —0.011
Equals:

Debt subject to limit on September 30, 1991.......... 3.211

1 For example, increase or decrease in cash balances, “profit” on coinage, increase or
decrease in certain debt holdings which are not subject to limit.



Chart 20

Debt Limit

Since 1983, the practice of Congress has generally been to in-
crease the statutory limit on the public debt on a permanent basis.
The current debt limit of $3.1227 trillion was established by Public
Law 101-140, which was enacted on November 8, 1989. With a per-
manent debt limit, the exact date at which an increase will be
needed cannot be accurately projected well in advance. The Budget
submitted by President Bush indicates a debt level of $3.071 trillion
by September 30, 1990 and $3.277 trillion by September 30, 1991.
This would indicate a need for legislation raising the debt ceiling
after the end of the current fiscal year.

The annual increase in the amount of debt subject to limit corre-
sponds closely to the Federal funds deficit, that is the deficit in
that part of the Federal Government which is financed by general
revenues rather than through trust fund operations. (Trust fund
surpluses do not lower the total borrowing needs of the Govern-
ment; they simply allow the Government to meet those needs by
box{)xiowing from the trust funds rather than from the general
public.)
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U.S. SENATE,
CoMMITTEE ON FINANCE,
Washington, DC, March 7, 1989

Hon. JAMES R. SASSER,

Chairman, Committee on the Budget,
U.S. Senate,

Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN:

Pursuant to section 301(d) of the Congressional Budget Act of
1974, as amended, I am transmitting to you the attached document
presenting the views and estimates of the Committee on Finance
with respect to the fiscal year 1990 budget. I am also enclosing a
committee print which provides additional information on matters
within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Finance.

Sincerely, \
' LLoyp BENTSEN, Chairman

Attachment.
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March 7, 1989

Views and Estimates of the Committee on Finance With Respect
to the Budget for Fiscal Year 1990

Overall budgetary situation.—Under the Balanced Budget and
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as amended, the Congress is
mandated to seek certain levels of deficit reduction leading ulti-
mately to a balanced budget in 1993. In any given year, automatic
cuts in spending levels will be triggered if the required deficit re-
duction has not been achieved as determined by the Office of Man-
agement and Budget. The President’s budget for fiscal year 1990
projects a deficit which meets the target, but only if current poli-
cies (including appropriations) are changed sufficiently to reduce
the disparity between spending and revenues by approximately $27
billion. The baseline estimates of the Congressional Budget gffice
would indicate that an even larger amount of deficit reduction
would be required to meet the goal of having a deficit for fiscal
year 1990 which does not exceed $100 billion.

As the committee with primary legislative responsibility for fi-
nancing the oFerations of the Government, the Committee on Fi-
nance is keenly aware of the importance of reducing the massive
deficits of recent years. At the same time, the Committee recog-
nizes that Congress retains a responsibility to deal with the high-
priority needs of the nation, and many of the programs within Fi-
nance Committee jurisdiction are vital to the health and well-being
of the citizens of this country.

It is clear, in any case, that effective action against the deficits
requires cooperative efforts on the part of the Congress and the /d-
ministration. We look forward to working with the Administration
in fashioning those details of the budgetary program which involve
matters within the jurisdiction of this committee.

Tax proposals.—As noted above, the President’s Budget projects
a baseline deficit under the Gramm-Rudman-Hollings statute
which must be reduced by approximately $27 billion if we are to
meet the revised goals set by Congress and the Administration in
1987. That situation could worsen if economic conditions develop
unfavorably in the next few months. The President’s budget does
include several revenue proposals. Some of these would reduce the
deficit while others would increase it. The Committee is committed
to assuring that any revenue changes it may propose will be de-
signed in such a way as not to worsen the deficit. The Committee
believes, however, that revenues are unlikely to play a role in
meeting this year’s deficit reduction goals unless there is biparti-
san agreement on such an approach. In the absence of bipartisan
agreement, the budget resolution should contain no reconciliation
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instruction directing the Committee on Finance to propose revenue
increases.

Medicare.—The Committee notes that the Medicare program has
over the past several years borne much of the burden of outlay re-
duction. While that program does represent a major element of
Federal spending, it cannot continue indefinitely to absorb major
cutbacks without damaging the health care system in ways which
will ultimately be harmful to the nation and the program'’s benefi-
ciaries. The Committee will of course continue to carefully review
this program to assure that it is operating on a fiscally sound and
efficient basis. The Committee strongly believes, however, that the
Congressional budget for fiscal year 1990 should not be based on
any assumption of significant cutbacks in Medicare. Specifically,
the Committee feels that the level of Medicare dericit reduction

rojected in the President’s budget ($5 billion in fiscal year 1990;
¥24 billion over fiscal years 1990-1992) exceeds the level that it will
be willing to recommend.

Welfare reform.—In the last Congress, a major reform of the wel-
fare system was enacted into law. This legislation has the potential
for changing welfare in this nation from a program of dependency
into a program which provides recipients with the tools to be inde-
pendent, productive members of society. It is crucial to the success
of this legislation that it be adequately funded in accord with the
statutory entitlements (including the new JOBS program) estab-
lished last year. The Congressional budget should assume both that
entitlement funding and funding to implement several provisions
of the welfare reform legislation which were adopted on a non-enti-
tlement basis as discretionary authorizations. This includes, for ex-
ample, funds for research and evaluation. The full cost of funding
the welfare reform legislation, from a budgetaiy standpoint, was
offset l‘)zy financing provisions in that same act.

Children’s initiatives.—While the Committee is deeply concerned
with the need for deficit reduction, the existence of that deficit
does not relieve the nation of its responsibility to find ways to im-
prove the lives of its children, especially those who are poor or dis-
abled. The Committee expects to propose meeting that responsibil-
ity by implementing new initiatives in the areas of child welfare,
child care, and child health. Several elements of the Committee’s
jurisdiction are closely involved with those areas including: the tax
code; the social services program under title XX of the Social Secu-
rity Act; the adoption assistance, foster care, and child welfare
services programs; Medicaid; and the maternal and child health
program. While the Committee has not Ket had the opportunity to
review or develop specific proposals in these areas, we recommend
that the budget resolution accommodate new children’s initiatives
in these Finance Committee programs in fiscal year 1990.

Customs/International Trade.—We note that the budget submit-
ted by President Reagan assumed the repeal of the Trade Adjust-
ment Assistance program which was just extended and reformed by
last year’s trade bill. It is extremely unlikely that the Committee
will recommend repeal, so the Committee on the Budget should not
assume the enactment of repeal legislation. With resgect to fund-
ing of the United States Trade Representative, the Committee is
concerned that the President’s budget submission does not fully
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take into account the increased program activities of the agency
due to enactment of last year’s trade bill, implementation of the
U.S.-Canada Free Trade Agreement, and increased activity in the
Uruguay Round of multilateral trade negotiations. We recommend
that the budget resolution assume that the Committee may in-
crease USTR’s funding above the President’s requested level in
order to assure that the agency has adequate resources to perform
its functions.

Other Finance Committee programs.—In general, the Committee
recommends that the budget resolution be based on an assumption
that the programs in its jurisdiction which are not specifically ad-
dressed above be continued without substantive change.

Public Debt Limit.—The debt limit under existing law is set at
$2.8 trillion. It appears that this level will be exceeded by the end
of fiscal year 1989. At that time, a debt subject to limit of approxi-
mately $2.85 trillion is now projected. By the end of fiscal year
1990, the debt limit will have to be increased to about $3.1 trillion.
The budget resolution should reflect these projections.

Summary.—As in the past, the Committee is prepared to act re-
sponsibly pursuant to the directives of the Congress contained in
the concurrent resolution on the budget, working together with the
other committees of the Senate. We must emphasize, however, that
the Finance Committee will insist on maintaining the flexibility to
choose among all available policy options to meet its obligations
under the budget process, rather than being limited to any specific
set of options.
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DEFINITIONS

Skc. 3. IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this Act—

(1) The terms ““budget outlays” and “outlays” mean, with re-
spect to any fiscal year, expenditures and net lending of funds
under budget authority during such year.

(2) The term “budget authority” means authority provided
by law to enter into obligations which will result in immediate
or future outlays involving Government funds or to collect off-
setting receipts, except that such term does not include author-
ity to insure or guarantee the repayment of indebtedness in-
curred by another person or government.

(3) The term “tax expenditures’” means those revenue losses
attributable to provisions of the Federal tax laws which allow
a special exclusion, exemption, or deduction from gross income
or which provide a special credit, a preferential rate of tax, or"
a deferral of tax liability; and the term “tax expenditures
budget’’ means an enumeration of such tax expenditures.

(4) The term ‘“‘concurrent resolution on the budget’” means—

(A) a concurrent resolution setting forth the congression-
al budget for the United States Government for a fiscal
year as provided in section 301; and

(B) any other concurrent resolution revising the congres-
sional budget for the United States Government for a
fiscal year as described in section 304.

(5) The term “appropriation Act” means an Act referred to
in section 105 of title 1, United States Code.

(6) The term ‘‘deficit” means, with respect to any fiscal year,
the amount by which total budget outlays for such fiscal year
exceed total revenues for such fiscal year. In calculating the
deficit for purposes of comparison with the maximum deficit
amount under the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Act of 1985 and in calculating the excess deficit for
purposes of sections 251 and 2562 of such Act (notwithstanding
section 710(a) of the Social Security Act), for any fiscal year,
the receipts of the Federal Old-Age and Survivors Insurance
Trust Fund and the Federal Disability Insurance Trust Fund
for such fiscal year and the taxes payable under sections
1401(a), 3101(a), and 3111(a) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1954 during such fiscal year shall be included in total revenues
for such fiscal year, and the disbursements of each such Trust
Fund for such fiscal year shall be included in total budget out-
lays for such fiscal year. Notwithstanding any other provision
of law except to the extent provided by section 710(a) of the
Social Security Act, the receipts, revenues, disbursements,

11y
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budget authority, and outlays of each off-budget Federal entity
for a fiscal year shall be included in total budget authority,
total budget outlays, and total revenues and the amounts of
budget authority and outlays set forth for each major function-
al category, for such fiscal year. Amounts paid by the Federal
Financing Bank for the purchase of loans made or guaranteed
by a department, agency or instrumentality of the Government
of the United States shall be treated as outlays of such depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality.!
[Section 3(7) expires on September 30, 1993; P.L. 99-177, section
275(bX2XA) as amended by P.L. 100-119.]
(7) The term “maximum deficit amount’ means—
(A) with respect to the fiscal year beginning October 1,
1985, $171,900,000,000;
(B) with respect to the fiscal year beginning October 1,
1986, $144,000,000,000;
(C) with respect to the fiscal year beginning October 1,
1987, $144,000,000,000;
(D) with respect to the fiscal year beginning October 1,
1988, $136,000,000,000;
(E) with respect to the fiscal year beginning October 1,
1989, $100,000,000,000;
(F) with respect to the fiscal year beginning October 1,
1990, $64,000,000,000;
(G) with respect to the fiscal year beginning October 1,
1991, $28,000,000,000; and
(H) with respect to the fiscal year beginning October 1,
1992, zero.
(8) The term “off-budget Federal entity’”’ means any entity
(other than a privately owned Government-sponsored entity)—
(A) which is established by Federal law, and
(B) the receipts and disbursements of which are required
by law to be excluded from the totals of—

(1) the budget of the United States Government sub-
mitted by the President pursuant to section 1105 of
title 31, United States Code, or

(ii) the budget adopted by the Congress pursuant to
title III of this Act.

(9) The term “entitlement authority’’ means spending au-
thority described by section 401(cX2XC). _

(10) The term ‘“credit authority” means authority to incur
direct loan obligations or to incur primary loan guarantee com-
mitments.

[Public Law 95-110, 91 Stat. 884, September 20, 1977, An Act to
Abolish the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy, repealed section
Ib)]
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TITLE III—-CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET PROCESS
TIMETABLE

Sec. 300. The timetable with respect to the congressional budget
process for any fiscal year is as follows:

On or before: Action to be completed:
First Monday after January 3............... President submits his budget.
February 156.......vnrinriiiicenecnens Congressional Budget Office submits
report to Budget éommittees.
February 25.........covvnvvnnnnninnneniins Committees submit views and esti-
) mates to Budget Committees.
APTIL Lot necseeeenes Senate Budget Committee reports con-
) current resolution on the budget.
April 15, Congress completes action on concur-
rent resolution on the budget.

May 15 Annual appropriation bills may be con-
sidered in the House.

JUNE 10......iiirrceereencnrct s House Appropriations Committee re-
ports last annual appropriation bill.

JUNE 15t Congress completes action on reconcili-
ation legislation.

JUNE B0..coniceererrcrcee e House completes action on annual ap-
propriation bills.

October L. Fiscal year begins.

ANNUAL ADOPTION OF CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE BUDGET

Src. 301. (a) CONTENT OF CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE
BuUDGET.—On or before April 156 of each year, the Congress shall
complete action on a concurrent resolution on the budget for the
fiscal year beginning on October 1 of such year. The concurrent
resolution shall set forth appropriate levels for the fiscal year be-
ginning on October 1 of such year, and planning levels for each of
the two ensuing fiscal years, for the following—

(1) totals of new budget authority, budget outlays, direct loan
obligations, and primary loan guarantee commitments;

(2) total 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 appro-
priate committees;

(3) the surplus or deficit in the budget;

(4) new budget authority, budget outlays, direct loan obliga-
tions, and primary loan guarantee commitments for each
major functional category, based on allocations of the total
levels set forth pursuant to paragraph (1); and

(5) the public debt.!

1 See Rule XLIX of the Rules of the House of Representatives as it pertains to the statutory
limit on the public debt in the House of Representatives, p. 50.
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(b) AppITIONAL MATTERS IN CONCURRENT REsoLuTiON.—The con-
current resolution on the budget may— )

(1) set forth, if required by subsection (f), the calendar year
in which, in the opinion of the Congress, the goals for reducing
unemployment set forth in section 4(b) of the Employment Act
of 1946 should be achieved;

(2) include reconciliation directives described in section 310;

(3) require a procedure under which all or certain bills or
resolutions providing new budget authority or new entitlement
authority for such fiscal year shall not be enrolled until the
Congress has completed action on any reconciliation bill or rec-
onciliation resolution or both required by such concurrent reso-
lution to be reported in accordance with section 310(b); and

(4) set forth such other matters, and require such other pro-
cedures, relating to the budget, as may be appropriate to carry
out the purposes of this Act.

(c) CONSIDERATION OF PROCEDURES OR MATTERS WHICH HAVE THE
ErrFecT OF CHANGING ANY RuULE oF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
Tives.—If the Committee on the Budget of the House of Represent-
atives reports any concurrent resolution on the budget which in-
cludes any procedure or matter which has the effect of changing
any rule of the House of Representatives, such concurrent resolu-
tion shall then be referred to the Committee on Rules with instruc-
tions to report it within five calendar days (not counting any day
on which the House is not in session). The Committee on Rules
shall have jurisdiction to report any concurrent resolution referred
to it under this paragraph with an amendment or amendments
changing or striking out any such procedure or matter.

(d) Views AND EsTiMATES OF OTHER COMMITTEES.—On or before
February 25 of each year, each committee of the House of Repre-
sentatives having legislative jurisdiction shall submit to the Com-
mittee on the Budget of the House and each committee of the
Senate having legislative jurisdiction shall submit to the Commit-
tee on the Budget of the éenate its views and estimates (as deter-
mined by the committee making such submission) with respect to
all matters set forth in subsections (a) and (b) which relate to mat-
ters within the jurisdiction or functions of such committee. The
Joint Economic éommittee shall submit to the Committees on the
Budget of both Houses its recommendations as to the fiscal policy
appropriate to the g}(;als of the Employment Act of 1946. Any other
committee of the House of Representatives or the Senate may
submit to the Committee on the Budget of its House, and any joint
committee of the Congress may submit to the Committees on the
Budget of both Houses, its views and estimates with respect to all
matters set forth in subsections (a) and (b) which relate to matters
within its jurisdiction or functions.

(e) HEARINGS AND REPORT.—In developing the concurrent resoln-
tion on the budget referred to in subsection (a) 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
appropriate representatives of Federal departments and agencies,
the general public, and national organizations as the Committee
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deems desirable. Each of the recommendations as to short-term and
medium-term goals set forth in the report submitted by the mem-
bers of the Joint Economic Committee under subsection (d) may be
considered by the Committee on the Budget of each House as part
of its consideration of such concurrent resolution, and its report
may reflect its views thereon, including its views on how the esti-
mates of revenues and levels of budget authority and outlays set
forth in such concurrent resolution are designed to achieve any
goals it is recommending. The report accompanying such concur-
rent resolution shall include, but not be limited to—

(1) a comparison of revenues estimated by the committee
with those estimated in the budget submitted by the President,

(2) a comparison of the appropriate levels of total budget out-
lays and total new budget authority, total direct loan obliga-
tions, total primary loan guarantee commitments, as set forth
in such concurrent resolution, with those estimated or request-
ed in the budget submitted by the President;

(3) with respect to each major functional category, an esti-
mate of budget outlays and an appropriate level of new budget
authority for all proposed programs and for all existing pro-
grams (including renewals thereof) with the estimate and level
for existing programs being divided between permanent au-
thority and funds provided in appropriation Acts, and with
each such division being subdivided between controllable
amounts and all other amounts;

(4) an allocation of the level of Federal revenues recommend-
ed in the concurrent resolution among the major sources of
such revenues;

(5) the economic assumptions and objectives which underlie
each of the matters set forth in such concurrent resolution and
any alternative economic assumptions and objectives which the
committee considered;

(6) projections (not limited to the following), for the period of
five fiscal years beginning with such fiscal year, of the estimat-
ed levels of total budget outlays and total new budget author-
ity, the estimated revenues to be received, and the estimated
surplus or deficit, if any, for fiscal year in such period, and the
estimated levels of tax expenditures (the tax expenditures
budget) by major functional categories;

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

(8) information, data, and comparisons indicating the
manner in which and the basis on which, the committee deter-
mined each of the matters set forth in the concurrent resolu-
tion; and

(9) allocations described in section 302(a).

(f) ACHIEVEMENT OF GOALS FOR REDUCING UNEMPLOYMENT.—

(1) If, pursuant to section 4(c) of the Employment Act of
1946, the President recommends in the Economic Report that
the goals for reducing unemployment set forth in section 4(b)
of such Act be achieved in a year after the close of the five-

ear period prescribed by such subsection, the concurrent reso-
ution on the budget for the fiscal year beginning after the
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date on which such Economic Report is received by the Con-
gress may set forth the year in which, in the opinion of the
Congress, such goals can be achieved.

(2) After the Congress has expressed its opinion pursuant to
paragraph (1) as to the year in which the goals for reducing
unemployment set forth in section 4(b) of the Employment Act
of 1946 can be achieved, if, pursuant to section 4(e) of such Act,
the President recommends in the Economic Report that such
goals be achieved in a year which is different from the year in
which the Congress has expressed its opinion that such goals
should be achieved, either in its action pursuant to paragraph
(1) or in its most recent action pursuant to this paragraph, the
concurrent resolution on the budget for the fiscal year begin-
ning after the date on which such Economic Report is received
by the Congress may set forth the year in which, in the opin-
ion of the Congress, such goals can be achieved.

(3) It shall be in order to amend the provision of such resolu-
tion setting forth such year only if the amendment thereto also
proposes to alter the estimates, amounts, and levels (as de-
scribed in subsection (a)) set forth in such resolution in ger-
mane fashion in order to be consistent with the economic goals
(as described in section 3(aX2) and 4(b) of the Employment Act
of 1946) which such amendment proposes can be achieved by
the year specified in such amendment.

(g) EcoNOMIC ASSUMPTIONS.—

(1) It shall not be in order in the Senate to consider any con-
current resolution on the budget for a fiscal year, or any
amendment thereto, or any conference report thereon, that
sets forth amounts and levels that are determined on the basis
of more than one set of economic and technical assumptions.

(2) The joint explanatory statement accompanying a confer-
ence report on a concurrent resolution on the budget shall set
forth the common economic assumptions upon which such joint
statement and conference report are based, or upon which any
amendment contained in the joint explanatory statement to be
proposed by the conferees in the case of technical disagree-
ment, is based.

(3) Subject to periodic reestimation based on changed eco-
nomic conditions or technical estimates, determinations under
titles III and IV of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 shall
be based upon such common economic and technical assump-

tions.

(h) Bunger CoMMITTEE CONSULTATION WiTH CoMMITTEES.—The
Committee on the Budget of the House of Representatives shall
consult with the committees of its House having legislative jurisdic-
tion during the preparation, consideration, and enforcement of the
concurrent resolution on the budget with respect to all matters
which relate to the jurisdiction or functions of such committees.

[Section 301(i) expires on September 30, 1993; P.L. 99-177, section
275(bX2XB) as amended by P.L. 100-119.]
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(i) Maximum DEericit AMOUNT MAY Nor BE ExCcEEDED.—

(1XA) Except as provided in paragraph (2), it shall not be in
order in either the House of Kepresentatives or the Senate to
consider any concurrent resolution on the budget for a fiscal
year under this section, or to consider any amendment to such
a concurrent resolution, or to consider a conference report on
such a concurrent resolution, if the level of total budget out-
lays for such fiscal year that is set forth in such concurrent
resolution or conference report exceeds the recommended level
of Federal revenues set forth for that year by an amount that
is greater than the maximum deficit amount for such fiscal
year as determined under section 3(7), or if the adoption of
such amendment would result in a level of total budget outlays
for that fiscal year which exceeds the recommended level of
Federal revenues for that fiscal year, by an amount that is
greater than the maximum deficit amount for such fiscal year
as determined under section 3(7).

(B) In the House of Representatives the point of order estab-
lished under subparagraph (A) with respect to the consider-
ation of a conference report or with respect to the consider-
ation of a motion to concur, with or without an amendment or
amendments, in a Senate amendment, the stage of disagree-
ment having been reached, may be waived only by a vote of
three-fifths of the Members present and voting, a quorum
being present.

(2) (A) Paragraph (1) of this subsection shall not apply if a
declaration of war by the Congress is in effect.

(B) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to the consideration of any
concurrent resolution on the budget for fiscal year 1988 or
fiscal year 1989, or amendment thereto or conference report
thereon, if such concurrent resolution or conference report pro-
vides, or in the case of an amendment if the concurrent resolu-
tion as changed by the adoption of such amendment would pro-
vide for deficit reduction from a budget baseline estimate as
specified in section 251(a)X6) of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985 for such fiscal year (based on
laws in eifect on January 1 of the calendar year during which
the fiscal year begins) equal to or greater than the maximum
amount of unachieved deficit reduction for such fiscal year as
specified in section 251(aX3XA) of such Act.

(C) For purposes of the application of subparagraph (B), the
amount of deficit reduction for a fiscal year provided for in a
concurrent resolution, or amendment thereto or conference
report thereon, shall be determined on the basis of estimates
made by the Committee on the Budget of the House of Repre-
sentatives or of the Senate, as the case may be.

Skc. 302. (a) ALLOCATION OF TOTALS.—

(1) For the House of Representatives, the joint explanatory
statement accompanying 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 refort, of the appropriate levels of total
budget outlays, total new budget authority, total entitlement
authority, and total credit authority among each committee of
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the House of Representatives which has jurisdiction over laws,
bills and resolutions providing such new budget authority, such
entitlement authority, or such credit authority. The allocation
shall, for each committee, divide new budget authority, entitle-
ment authority, and credit authority between amounts provid-
ed or required by law on the date of such conference report
(mandatory or uncontrollable amounts), and amounts not so
provided or required (discretionary or controllable amounts),
and shall make the same division for estimated outlnys that
result from such new budget authority.

(2) For the Senate, the joint explanatory statement accompa-
nying 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, total
new budget authority and new credit authority among each
committee of the House of Representatives and the Senate
which has jurisdiciton over bills and resolutions providing such
new budget authority.

(b) RErporTs BY COMMITTEES.—AS soon as practicable after a con-
current resolution on the budget is agreed to—

(1) the Committee on Appropriations of each House shall,
after consulting with the Committee on Appropriations of the
other House, (A) subdivide among its subcommittees the alloca-
tion of budget outlays, new budget authority, and new credit
authority allocated to it in the joint explanatory statement ac-
companying the conference report on such concurrent resolu-
tion, and (B) further subdivide the amount with respect to each
such subcommittee between controllable amounts and all other
amounts; and

(2) every other committee 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)
subdivide such allocation among its subcommittees or among
programs over which it has jurisdiction, and (B) further subdi-
vide the amount with respect to each subcommittee or pro-
gram between controllable amounts and all other amounts.

Each such committee shall promptly report to its House the subdi-
visions made by it pursuant to this subsection.

(c) PoINT oF OrpER.—It shall not be in order in the House of Rep-
resentatives or the Senate to consider any bill or resolution, or
amendment thereto, providing—

(1) new budget authority for a fiscal year;,

(2) new spending authority as described in section 401(cX2)

for a fiscal year; or

(3) new credit authority for a fiscal year;
within the jurisdiction of any committee which has received an ap-
propriate allocation of such authority pursuant to subsection (a) for
such fiscal year, unless and until such committee makes the alloca-
tion or subdivision required by subsection (b), in connection with



119

the most recently agreed to concurrent resolution on the budget for
such fiscal year.

(d) SuBseQUENT CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS.—In the case of a con-
current resolution on the budget referred to in section 304, the allo-
cations under subsection (a) and the subdivision under subsection
(b) shall be required only to the extent necessary to take into ac-
count revisions made in the most recently agreed to concurrent res-
olution on the budget.

(e) ALTERATION OF ALLOCATIONS.—At any time after a committee
reports the allocations required to be made under subsection (b),
such committee may report to its House an alteration of such allo-
cations. Any alteration of such allocations must be consistent with
any actions already taken by its House on legislation within the
Committee’s jurisdiction.

(f) LEGISLATION SuUBJECT TO POINT OF ORDER.—

(1) IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.—After the Congress
has completed action on a concurrent resolution on the budget
for a fiscal year, it shall not be in order in the House of Repre-
sentatives to consider any bill, resolution, or amendment pro-
viding new budget authority for such fiscal year, new entitle-
ment authority effective during such fiscal year, or new credit
authority for such fiscal year, or any conference report on any
such bill or resolution, if— ,

(A) the enactment of such bill or resolution as reported,
(B) the adoption and enactment of such amendment; or
(C) the enactment of such bill or resolution in the form
recommended in such conference report,
would cause the appropriate allocation made pursuant to sub-
section (b) for such fiscal year of new discretionary budget au-
thority, new entitlement authority, or new credit authority to
be exceeded.

(2) IN THE SENATE.—At any time after the Congress has com-
pleted action on the concurrent resolution on the budget re-
quired to be reported under section 301(a) for a fiscal year, it
shall not be in order in the Senate to consider any bill or reso-
lution (including a conference report thereon), or any amend-

—  ment to a bill or resolution, that provides for budget outlays or
new budget authority in excess of the appropriate allocation of
such outlays or authority reported under subsection (b) in con-
nection with the most recently agreed to concurrent resolution
on the budget for such fiscal year.

(z) DETERMINATIONS BY BUDGET CoMMITTEES.—For purposes of
this section, the levels of new budget authority, spending authority
as described in section 401(cX2), outlays and new credit authority
for a fiscal year shall be determined on the basis of estimates made
by the Committee on the Budget of House of Representatives or the
Senate, as the case may be.
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CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE BUDGET MUST BE ADOPTED BEFORE
LEGISLATION PROVIDING NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY, NEW SPENDING
AUTHORITY, NEW CREDIT AUTHORITY, OR CHANGES IN REVENUES OR
THE PUBLIC DEBT LIMIT IS CONSIDERED

Sec. 303. (a) IN GENERAL.—It shall not be in order in either the
House of Representatives or the Senate to consider any bill or reso-
lution (or amendment thereto) as reported to the House or Senate
which provides—

(1) new budget authority for a fiscal year;
(2) an increase or decrease in revenues to become effective
during a fiscal year;
(3) an increase or decrease in the public debt limit to become
effective during a fiscal year;
(4) new entitlement authority to become effective during a
fiscal year; or
(5) new credit authority for fiscal year,
until the concurrent resolution on the budget for such fiscal year
has been agreed to pursuant to section 301.

: El)) ExcepTiONS.—Subsection (a) does not apply to any bill or re< -
ution—

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

(2) increasing or decreasing revenues which first become ef
fective in a fiscal year following the fiscal year to which the
concurrent resolution applies.

After May 16 of any calendar year, subsection (a) does not apply in
the House of Representatives to any general appropriation gill. or
amendment thereto, which provides new budget authority for the
fiscal year beginning in such calendar year.

(c) WAIVER IN THE SENATE.—

(1) The committee of the Senate which reports any bill or
resolution (or amendment thereto) to which subsection (a) ap-
plies may at or after the time it reports such bill or resolution
(or amendment), report a resolution to the Senate (A) providing
for the waiver of subsection (a) with respect to such bill or res-
olution (or amendment), and (B) stating the reasons why the
waiver is necessary. The resolution shall then be referred to
the Committee on the Budget of the Senate. That Commuittee
shall report the resolution to the Senate within 10 days after
the resolution is referred to it (not counting any day on which
the Senate is not in session) be¢inning with the day following
the day on which it is so referred, accompanied by that Com-
mittee’s recommendations and reasons for such recommenda-
tions with respect to the resolution. If the Committee does not
report the resolution within such 10-day period, it shall auto-
matically be discharged from further consideration of the reso-
lution and the resolution shall be placed on the calendar.

(2) During the consideration of any such resolution. debate
shall be limited to one hour, to be equally divided between, and
controlled by, the majority leader and minority leader or their
designees, and the time on any debatable motion or appeal
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shall be limited to twenty minutes, to be equally divided be-
tween, and controlled by, the mover and the manager of the
resolution. In the event the manager of the resolution is in
favor of any such motion or appeal, the time in opposition
thereto shall be controlled by the minority leader or his desig-
nee. Such leaders, or either of them, may, from the time under
their control on the passage of such resolution, allot additional
time to any Senator during the consideration of any debatable
motion or appeal. No amendment to the resolution is in order.

3) If, after the Committee on the Budget has reported (or
been discharged from further consideration of) the resolution,
the Senaie agrees to the resolution, then subsection (a) shall
not apply with respect to the bill or resolution (or amendment
thereto) to which the resolution so agreed to applies.

PERMISSIBLE REVISIONS OF CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS ON THE BUDGET

Skc. 304. (a) IN GENERAL.—At any time the concurrent resolution
on the budget for a fiscal year has been agreed to pursuant to sec-
tion 301, and before the end of such fiscal year, the two Houses
may adopt a concurrent resolution on the budget which revises or
reaffirms the concurrent resolution on the budget for such fiscal
year most recently agreed to.

[Section 304(b) expires on September 30, 1993; P.L. 99-177, section
275(bX2)B) as amended by P.L. 100-119.]

(b) Maximum DEericit AMouNT MAY Not BE Exceepep.—The pro-
visions of section 301(i) shall apply with respect to concurrent reso-
lutions on the budget under this section (and amendments thereto
and conference reports thereon) in the same way they apply to con-
current resolutions on the budget under section 301(i) (and amend-
ments thereto and conference reports thereon).

(c) EcoNomic Assumptions.—The provisions of section 301(g)
shall apply with respect to concurrent resolutions on the budget
under this section (and 2amendments thereto and conference reports
thereon) in the same way they apply to concurrent resolutions on
the budget under such section 301(g) (and amendments thereto and
conference reports thereon).

PROVISIONS RELATING TO THE CONSIDERATION OF CONCURRENT
RESOLUTIONS ON THE BUDGET

SEc. 305. (a) PROCEDURE IN HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES AFTER
Rerort oF COMMITIEE; DEBATE.—

(1) When the Committee on the Budget of the House of Rep-
resentatives has reported any concurrent resolution on the
budget, it is in order at any time after the fifth day (excluding
Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays) following the day on
which the report upon such resolution by the Committee on
the Budget has been available to Members of the House and, if
applicable, after the firsi day (excluding Saturdays, Sundays,
and legal holidays) following the day on which a report upon
such resolution by the Committee on Rules pursuant to section
301(c) has been available to Members of the House (even
though a previous motion to the same effect has been dis-
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agreed to) to move to proceed to the consideration of the con-
current resolution. 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.

(2) 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
majority and minority parties, plus such additional hours of
debate as are consumed pursuant to paragraph (3). A motion
further to limit debate is not debatable. 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 resolu-
tion is agreed to or disagreed to.

(3) Following the presentation of opening statements on the
concurrent resolution on the budget for a fiscal year by the
chairman and ranking minority member of the Committee on

.the Budget of the House, there shall be a period of up to four
hours for debate on economic goals and policies.

(4) Only if a concurrent resolution on the budget reported by
the Committee on the Budget of the House sets forth the eco-
nomic goals (as described in sections 3(aX2) and 4(b) of the Full
Employment Act of 1946) which the estimates, amounts, and
levels (as described in section 301(a)) set forth in such resolu-
tion are designed to achieve, shall it be in order to offer to
such resolution an amendment relating to such goals, and such
amendment shall be in order only if it also proposes to alter
such estimates, amounts, and levels in germane fashion in
order to be consistent with the goals proposed in such amend-
ment.

(5) Consideration of any concurrent resolution on the budget
by the House of Representatives shall be in the Committee of
the Whole, and the resolution shall be considered for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule in accordance with the appli-
cable provisions of rule XXIII of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives. After the Committee rises and reports the resolu-
tion back to the House, the previous question shall be consid-
ered as ordered on the resolution and any amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion; except that it
shall be in order at any time prior to final passage (notwith-
standing any other rule or provision of law) to adopt an
amendment (or a series of amendments) changing any f{igure or
figures in the resolution as so reported to the extent n+ cessary
to achieve mathematical consistency.

(6) Debate in the House of Representatives on the conference
report on any concurrent resolution on the budget shall be lim-
ited to not more than 5 hours, which shall be divided equally
between the majority and minority parties. A motion further
to limit debate is not debatable. A motion to recommit the con-
ference report is not in order, and it is not in order to move to
reconsider the vote by which the conference report is agreed to
or disagreed to. .

(7) Appeals from decisions of the Chair relating to the appli
cation of the Rules of the House of Representatives tc the pro-
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cedure relating to any concurrent resolution on the budget
shall be decided without debate.

(b) PROCEDURE IN SENATE AFTER REPORT OF COMMITTEE; DEBATE;
AMENDMENTS.—

(1) Debate in the Senate on any concurrent resolution on the
budget, and all amendments thereto and debatable motions
and appeals in connection therewith, shall be limited to not
more than 50 hours, except that with respect to any concur-
rent resolution referred to in section 304(a) all such debate
shall be limited to not more than 15 hours. The time shall be
equally divided between, and controlled by, the majority leader
and the minority leader or their designees.

(2) Debate in the Senate on any amendment to a concurrent
resolution on the budget shall be limited to 2 hours, to be
equally divided between, and controlled by, the mover and the
manager of the concurrent resolution, and debate on any
amendment to an amendment, debatable motion, or appeal
shall be limited to 1 hour, to be equally divided between, and
controlled by, the mover and the manager of the concurrent
resolution, except that in the event the manager of the concur-
rent resolution is in favor of any such amendment, motion, or
appeal, the time in opposition thereto shall be controlled by
the minority leader or his designee. No amendment that is not
germane to the provisions of such concurrent resolution shall
be received. Such leaders, cr either of them, may, from the
time under their control on the passage of the concurrent reso-
lution, allot additional time to any Senator during the consid-
eration of any amendment, debatable motion, or appeal.

(3) Following the presentation of opening statements on the
concurrent resolution on the budget for a fiscal year by the
chairman and ranking minority member of the Committee on
the Budget of the Senate, there shall be a period of up to four
hours for debate on economic goals and policies.

(4) Subject to the other limitations of this Act, only if a con-
current resolution on the budget reported by the Committee on
the Budget of the Senate sets forth the economic goals (as de-
scribed in sections 3(a)(2) and 4(b) of the Employment Act of
1946) which the estimates, amounts, and levels (as described in
section 301(a)) set forth in such resolution are designed to
achieve, shall it be in order to offer to such resolution an
amendment relating to such goals, and such amendment shall
be in order only if it also proposes to alter such estimates,
amounts, and levels in germane fashion in order to be consist-
ent with the goals proposed in such amendment.

(5) A 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 3, not counting any day on which the Senate is not in
session) is not in order. Debate on any such motion to recom-
mit shall be limited to 1 hour, to be equally divided between,
and controlled by, the mover and the manager of the concur-
rent resolution.
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(6) Notwithstanding any other rule, an amendment or series
of amendments to a concurrent resolution on the budget pro-
posed in the Senate shall always be in order if such amend-
ment or series of amendments proposes to change any figure or
figures then contained in such concurrent resolution so as to
make such concurrent resolution mathematically consistent or
so as to maintain such consistency.

(c) ActioN o CONFERENCE REPORTS IN THE SENATE.—

(1) The conference report on any concurrent resolution on
the budget shall be in order in the Senate at any time after
the third day (excluding Saturday, Sundays, and legal holidays)
following the day on which such conference report is reported
and is available to Members of the Senate. A motion to pro-
ceed to the consideration of the conference report may be made
even though a previous motion to the same effect has been dis-
agreed to.

(2) During the consideration in the Senate of the conference
report on any concurrent resolution on the budget, and all
amendments in disagreement, and all amendments thereto,
and debatable motions and aﬁpeals in connection therewith,
debate shall be limited to 10 hours, to be equally divided be-
tween, and controlled by, the majority leager and minority
leader or their designees. Debate on any debatable motion or
appeal related to the conference report shall be limited to 1
hour, to be equally divided between, and controlled by, the
mover and the manager of the conference report.

(3) Should the conference report be defeated, debate on any
request for a new conference and the appointment of conferees
shall be limited to 1 hour, to be equally divided between, and
controlled by, the manager of the conference report and the
minority leader or his designee, and should any motion be
made to instruct the conferees before the conferees are named,
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 amendment
to an{ such instructions shall be limited to 20 minutes, to be
equally divided between and controlled by the mover and the
manager of the conference report. In all cases when the man-
ager of the conference report is in favor of any motion, appeal,
or amendment, the time in opposition shall be under the con-
trol of the minority leader or his designee.

(4) In any case in which there are amendments in disagree-
ment, time on each amendment shall be limited to 30 minutes,
to be equally divided between, and controlled by, the magager
of the conference report and the minority leader or his desig:-
nee. No amendment that is not germane to the provisions of
such amendments shall be received.

(d) ReEQUIRED AcTioN BY CONFERENCE CommiITTEE.—If at the end
of 7 days (excluding Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays) after
the conferees of both Houses have been appointed to a committee
of conference on a concurrent resolution on the budget, the confer-
ees are unable to reach agreement with respect to all matters in
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disagx:eement 'between the two Houses, then the conferees shall
submit to their respective Houses, on the first day thereafter on
which their House is in session—

(1) a conference report recommending those matters on
which they have agreed and reporting in di.greement those
matters on which they have not agreed; or

(2) a conference report in disagreement, if the matter in dis-
agreement is an amendment which strikes out the entire text
of the concurrent resolution and inserts a su.bstitute text.

(e) CoNcuRRENT REsoLuTiION Must Be CONSISTENT IN THE
SENATE.—It shall not be in order in the Senate to vote on the ques-
tion of agreeing to—

(1) a concurrent resolution on the budget unless the figures
then contained in such resolution are mathematically consist-
ent; or

(2) a conference report on a concurrent resolution on the
budget unless the figures contained in such resolution, as rec-
ommended in such conference report, are mathematically con-
sistent.

LEGISLATION DEALING WITH CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET MUST BE
HANDLED BY BUDGET COMMITTEES

SEc. 306. No bill or resolution, and no amendment to any bill or
resolution, dealing with any matter which is within the jurisdiction
of the Committee on the Budget of either House shall be considered
in that House unless it is a bill or resolution which has been re-
ported by the Committee on the Budget of that House (or from the
consideration of which such committee has been discharged) or
unless it is an amendment to such a bill or resolution.

HOUSE COMMITTEE ACTION ON ALL APPROPRIATION BILLS TO BE
COMPLETED BY JUNE 10

Sec. 307. On or before June 10 of each year, the Committee on
Appropriations of the House of Representatives shall report annual
appropriation bills providing new budget authority under the juris-
diction of all of its subcommittees for the fiscal year which begins
on October 1 of that year.

REPORTS, SUMMARIES, AND PROJECTIONS OF CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET
ACTIONS

Sec. 308. (a) RErorTs ON LEGISLATION PrOVIDING NEwW BUDGET
AUTHORITY, NEW SPENDING AUTHORITY, OR NEW CREDIT AUTHORITY,
OR PROVIDING AN INCREASE OR DECREASE IN REVENUES OR TAx Ex-
PENDITURES.—

(1) Whenever a committee of either House reports to its
House a bill or resolution, or committee amendment thereto,
providing new budget authority (other than continuing appro-
priations), new spending authority described in section
401(cX2), or new credit authority, or providing an increase or
decrease in revenues or tax expenditures for a fiscal year, the
report accompanying that bill or resolution shall contain a
statement, or the committee shall make available such a state-

26-613 0 - 90 -- §
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ment in the case of an approved committee amendment which
is not reported to its House, prepared after consultation with
the Director of the Congressional Budget Office—

(A) comparing the levels in such measure to the appro-
priate allocations in the reports submitted under section
302(b) for the most recently agreed to concurrent resoln
tion on the budget for such fiscal year;

(B) including an identification of any new spending an
thority described in section 471(c)2) which is contained in
such measure and a justification for the use of such finane
ing method instead of annual appropriations; ,

(C) containing a projection by the Congressional Bruildest
Office of how such measure will affect the levels f «ncs
budget authority, budget outlays, spending authority. 1ove
nues, tax expenditures, direct loan obligations, or primars
loan guarantee comriitments under existing law for «ach
fiscal year and each of the four ensuing fiscal \eors, il
timely submitted before such report is filed; and .

(D) containing an estimate by the Congressional Rudguet
Office of the level of new budget authority for assist ynee 1
State and local governments provided by such mea<ine if
timely submitted before such report is filed.

(2) Whenever a conference report is filed in either House 0
such conference report or any amendment reported in i«
agreement or any amendment contained in the joint statement
of managers to be proposed by the conferees in the ca<~ ol
technical disagreement on such bill or resolution provides new
budget authority (other than continuing appropriations), new
spending authority described in section 401(cX2), or new credit
authority, or provides an increase or decrease in revenues for a
fiscal year, the statement of managers accompanying such con-
ference report shall contain the information described in para-
graph (1), if available on a timely basis. If such information is
not available when the conference report is filed, the commit-
tee shall make such information available to Members as soon
as practicable prior to the consideration of such conference

report.

() Up-To-DATE TABULATIONS OF CONGRESSIONAL Buncrr
ACTION.—

(1) The Director of the Congressional Budget Office shnll
issue to the committees of the House of Representatives and
the Senate reports on at least a monthly basis detailing and
tabulating the progress of congressional action on bills and res-
olutions providing new budget authority, new spending author-
ity described in section 401(cX2), or new credit authority, or
providing an increase or decrease in revenues or tax expendi-
tures for a fiscal year. Such reports shall include but are not
limited to an up-to-date tabulation comparing the appropriate
aggregate and functional levels (including outlays) included in
the most recently adopted concurrent resolution on the budget
with the levels provided in bills and resolutions reported by
committees or adopted by either House or by the Congress, and
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with the levels provided by law for the fiscal year preceding
such ﬁscaldr)ear.

(2) The Committee on the Budget of each House shall make
available to Members of its House summary budget scorekeep-
ing reports. Such reports—

(A) shall be made available on at least a monthly basis,
but in any case frequently enough to provide Members of
each House an accurate representation of ‘the current
status of congressional consideration of the budget;

(B) shall include, but are not limited to, summaries of
tabulations provided under subsection (bX1); and

(C) shall be based on information provided under subsec-
tion (b)(1) without substantive revision.

e chairman of the Committee on the Budget of the House of
‘presentatives shall submit such reports to the Speaker.

‘c) FivE-YEAR PROJECTION OF CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET .* CTION.—
As soon as gracticable after the beginning of each fiscal year, the
rector of the Congressional Budget Office shall issue a report
onjecting for the period of 5 fiscal years beginning with such fiscal
ar—

(1) total new budget avthority and total budget outlays for
each fiscal year in such period;

(2) revenues to be received and the major sources thereof,
and t;ihe surplus or deficit, if any, for each fiscal year in such
period;

(3) tax expenditures for each fiscal year in such period;

(3) entitlement authority for each fiscal year in such period;
an

(5) credit authority for each fiscal year in such period.

HOUSE APPROVAL OF REGULAR APPROPRIATION BILLS

Sec. 309. It shall not be in order in the House of Representatives
consider any. resolution providing for an adjournment period of
re than three calendar days during the month of July until the
yuse of Representatives has approved annual appropriation bills
oviding new budget authority under the jurisdiction of all the
bcommittees of the Committee on Appropriations for the fiscal
ar beginning on October 1 of such year. For purposes of this sec-
m, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the
»use of Representatives shall periodically advise the Speaker as
changes in jurisdiction among its various subcommittees.

RECONCILIATION

Sec. 310. (a) INcLusiON OF RECONCILIATION DiIrecTives IN CoN-
'RRENT RESOLUTIONS ON THE BUDGET.—A concurrent resolution on
e budget for any fiscal year to the extent necessary to effectuate
e provisions ang requirements of such resolution, shall—
(1) specify the total amount by which—
(A) new budget authority for such fiscal year;
(B) budget authority initially provided for prior fiscal
years;
(C) new entitlement authority which is to become effec-
tive during such fiscal year; an
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(D) credit authority for such fiscal year, contained in

" laws, bills, and resolutions within the jurisdiction of a com-

mittee, is to be changed and direct that committee to de-
termine and recommend changes to accomplish a change
of such total amount;

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

(3) specify the amounts by which the statutory limit on the
public debt is to be changed and direct the committee having
jurisdiction to recommend such change; or

(4) specify and direct any combination of the matters de-
scribed in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3).

(b) LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE.—If a concurrent resolution contain-
ing directives to one or more committees to determine and recom-
mend changes in laws, bills, or resolutions is agreed to in accord-
ance with subsection (a), and—

(1) only one committee of the House or the Senate is directed
to determine and recommend changes, that committee shall
promptly make such determination and recommendations and
report to its House reconciliation legislation containing such
recommendations; or

(2) more than one committee of the House or the Senate is
directed to determine and recommend changes, each such cor.-
mittee so directed shall promptly make such determination
and recommendations and submit such recommendations to
the Committee on the Budget of its House, which, upon receiv-
ing all such recommendations, shall report to its House recon-
ciliation legislation carrying out all such recommendations
without any substantive revision.

For purposes of this subsection, a reconciliation resolution is a con
current resolution directing the Clerk of the House of Represent:
tives or the Secretary of the Senate, as the case may be, to mak~
specified changes in bills and resolutions which have not been en
rolled.

(c) CoMPLIANCE WITH RECONCILIATION DIRECTIONS.—Any commit
tee of the House of Representatives or the Senate that is directed.
pursuant to a concurrent resolution on the budget, to determin:
and recommend changes of the type described in paragraphs ‘1
and (2) of subsection (a) with respect to laws within its jurisdiction.
shall be deemed to have complied with such directions—

(1) if—

(A) the amount of the changes of the type described in
paragraph (1) of such subsection recommended by such
committee do not exceed or fall below the amount of the
changes such committee was directed by such concurrent
resolution to recommend under such paragraph by mo«
than 20 percent of the total of the amounts of the chang=
such committee was directed to make under paragraphs (!
and (2) of such subsection, and




129

(B) the amount of the changes of the type described in
paragraph (2) of such subsection recommended by such
committee do not exceed or fall below the amount of the
changes such committee was directed by such concurrent
resolution to recommend under that paragraph by more
than 20 percent of the total of the amounts of the changes
such committee was directed to make under paragraphs (1)
and (2) of such subsection; and

(2) if the total amount of the changes recommended by such
committee is not less than the total of the amounts of the
changes such committee was directed to make under para-
graphs (1) and (2) of such subsection.

(d) LiMITATION OF AMENDMENTS TO RECONCILIATION BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.—

(1) It shall not be in order in the House of Representatives to
consider any amendment to a reconciliation bill or reconcilia-
tion resolution if such amendment would have the effect of in-
creasing any specific budget outlays above the level of such
outlays grovided in the bill or resolution (for the fiscal years
covered by the reconciliation instructions set forth in the most
recently agreed to concurrent resolution on the budget), or
would have the effect of reducing any specific Federal revenues
below the level of such revenues provided in the bill or resolu-
tion (for such fiscal years), unless such amendment makes at
least an equivalent reduction in other specific budget outlays,
an equivalent increase in other specific Federal revenues, or
an equivalent combination thereof (for such fiscal years),
except that a motion to strike a provision providing new
buéiget authority or new entitlement authority may be in
order.

(2) It shall not be in order in the Senate to consider any
amendment to a reconciliation bill or reconciliation resolution
if such amendment would have the effect of decreasing any
specific budget outlay reductions below the level of such outlay
reductions provided (for the fiscal years covered) in the recon-
ciliation instructions which relate to such bill or resolution set
forth in a resolution providing for reconciliation, or would
have the effect of reducing Federal revenue increases below
the level of such revenue increases provided (for such fiscal
years) in such instructions relating to such bill or resolutizn,
unless such amendment makes a reduction in other specific
budget outlays, an increase in other specific Federal revenues,
or a combination thereof (for such fiscal years) at least equiva-
lent to any increase in outlays or decrease to revenues provid-
ed by such amendment, except that a motion to strike a provi-
sion shall always be in order.

(3) Paragraphs (1) and (2) shall not apply if a declaration of
war by the Congress is in effect.

(4) For purposes of this section, the levels of budget outlays
and Federal revenues for a fiscal year shall be determined on
the basis of estimates made by the Committee on the Budget of
the House of Representatives or of the Senate, as the case may
be.
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(5) The Committee on Rules of the House of Representatives
may make in order amendments to achieve changes specified
by reconciliation directives contained in a concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget if a committee or committees of the House
fail to submit recommended changes to its Committee on the
Budget pursuant to its instruction.

(e) PROCEDURE IM THE SENATE.—

(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), the provisions of sec-
tion 305 for the consideration in the Senate of concurrent reso-
lutions on the budget and conference reports thereon shall also
apply to the consideration in the Senate of reconciliation bills
reported under subsection (b) and conference reports thereon.

(2) Debate in the Senate on any reconciliation bill reported
under subsection (b), and all amendments thereto and debata-
ble motions and appeals in connection therewith, shall be lim-
ited to not more than 20 hours.

(f) COMPLETION OF RECONCILIATION PROCESS.—

(1) IN GeNeErAL.—Congress shall complete action on any rec-
onciliation bill or reconciliation resolution reported under sub-
section (b) not later than June 15 of each year.

(2) POINT OF ORDER IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.—It
shall not be in order in the House of Representatives to consid-
er any resolution providing for an adjournment period of more
than three calendar days during the month of July until the
House of Representatives has completed action on the reconcil-
iation legislation for the fiscal year beginning on October 1 of
the calendar year to which the adjournment resolution per-
tains, if reconciliation legislation is required to be reported by
the concurrent resolution on the budget for such fiscal year.

(i) LIMITATION ON CHANGES TO THE SocCIAL SECURITY AcTt.—Not-
withstanding any other provisions of law, it shall not be in order in
the Senate or the House of Representatives to consider any recon-
ciliation bill or reconciliation resolution reported pursuant to a
concurrent resolution on the budget agreed to under section 301 or
304, or a resolution pursuant to section 254(b) of the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, or any amend-
ment thereto or conference report thereon, that contains recom-
mendations with respect to the old-age survivors, and disability in-
surance program established under title II of the Social Security

Act.

NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY, NEW SPENDING AUTHORITY, AND REVENUE
LEGISLATION MUST BE WITHIN APPROPRIATE LEVELS

Skc. 311. (a) LEGISLATION SUBJECT TO POINT OF ORDER.—Except as
provided by subsection (b), after the Congress has completed action
on a concurrent resolution on the budget for a fiscal year, it shall
not be in order in either the House of Representatives or the
Senate to consider any bill, resolution, or amendment providing
new budget authority for such fiscal year, providing new entitle-
ment authority effective during such fiscal year, or reducing reve-
nues for such fiscal year, or any conference report on any such bill
or resolution, if—
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(1) the enactment of such bill or resolution as reported;

(2) the adoption and enactment of such amendment; or

(3) the enactment of such bill or resolution in the form rec-
ommended in such conference report,

vould cause the appropriate level of total new budget authority or
'otal budget outlays set forth in the most recently agreed to con-
:urrent resolution on the budget for such fiscal year to be exceed-
'd, or would cause revenues to be less than the appropriate level of
total revenues set forth in such concurrent resolution or, in the
'S'Ic:ntate, would otherwise result in a deficit for such fiscal year
Lthat—

(A) for fiscal year 1989 or any subsequent fiscal year, exceeds
the maximum deficit amount specified for such fiscal year in
section 3(7); and

(B) for fiscal year 1988 or 1989, exceeds the amount of the
estimated deficit for such fiscal year based on laws and regula-
tions in effect on January 1 of the calendar year in which such
fiscal year begins as measured using the budget baseline speci-
fied in section 251(a)(6) of the Balanced Budget and Emergency
Deficit Control Act of 1985 minus $23,000,000,000 for fiscal
year 1988 or $36,000,000,000 for fiscal year 1989;

axcept to the extent that paragraph (1) of section 301(i) or section
104(b), as the case may be, does not apply by reason of paragraph
2) of such subsection.!?

(b) ExceprioN IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.—Subsection (a)
shall not apply in the House of Representatives to any bill, resolu-
tion, or amendment which provides new budget authority or new
antitlement authority effective during such fiscal year, or to any
:onferenre report on any such bill or resolution, if—

(1) the enactment of such bill or resolution as reported;

(2) the adoption and enactment of such amendment; or

(3) the enactment of such bill or resolution in the form rec-

ommended in such conference report,

would not cause the appropriate allocation of new discretionary
hudget Jauthority or new entitlement authority made pursuant to
section 302(a) for such fiscal year, for the committee within whose
jurisdiction such bill, resolution, or amendment falls, to be exceed-
ad.

(c) DETERMINATION OF BUDGET LEVELS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the levels of new budget authority, budget outlays, new enti-
tlement authority, and revenues for a fiscal year shall be deter-
mined on the basis of estimates made by the Committee on the
Budget of the House of Representatives or of the Senate, as the

case may be.

! The portion of section 311(a) that begins with “or, in the Senate” and ends with “paragraph
2) of such subsection)” expires on September 30, 1993; P.L. 99-177, section 275(bX2XB) as amend-
d by P.L. 100-119.

- -
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TITLE IV—ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS TO IMPROVE FISCAL
PROCEDURES

BILLS PROVIDING NEW SPENDING AUTHORITY

Skc. 401. (a) CONTROLS ON LEGISLATION PROVIDING SPENDING AU-
THORITY.—It shall not be in order in either the House of Represent-
atives or the Senate to consider any bill, resolution, or conference
report, as reported to its House which provides new spending au
thority described in subsection (cX2) (A) or (B) (or any amendment
which provides such new spending authority), unless that bill, reso-
lution, conference report, or amendment also provides that such
new spending authority as described in subsection (cX2) (A) or (B) is
to be effective for any fiscal year only to such extent or in such
amounts as are provided in appropriation Acts.

(b) LEGISLATION 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 authority described in subsection (cX2XC)
(or any amendment which provides such new spending author-
ity) which is to become effective before the first day of the
fiscal year which begins during the calendar year in which
such bill or resolution is reported.

(2) If any committee of the House of Representatives or the
Senate reports any bill or resolution which provides new
spending authority described in subsection (c)(2)(8) which is to
become effective during a fiscal year and the amount of new
budget authority which will be required for such fiscal year if
such bill or resolution is enacted as so reported exceeds the ap-
propriate allocation of new budget authority reported under
section 302(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 referred to the Committee on
Appropriations of that House with instructions to report it,
with the committee’s recommendations, within 156 calendar
days (not counting any day in which that House is not in ses-
sion) beginning with the day following the day on which it is so
referred. If the Committee on Appropriations of either House
fails to report a bill or resolution referred to it under this para-
graph within such 15-day period, the committee shall auto-
matically be discharged from further consideration of such bill
or resolution and such bill or resolution shall be placed on the
appropriate calendar.

(3) The Committee on Appropriations of each House shall
have jurisdiction to report any bill or resolution referred to it
under paragraph (2) with an amendment which limits the total
amount of new spending authority provided in such bill or res-

olution.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—

(1) For purposes of this section, the term ‘“new spending au-
thority”’ means spending authority not provided by law on the
effective date of this Act, including any increase in or addition
to spending authority provided by law on such date.
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’ (,2,) For purposes of paragraph (1), the term “spending author-
ity” means authority (whether temporary or permanent)—

(A) to enter into contracts under which the United
States is obligated to make outlays, the budget authority
S(:rtswhlch is not provided in advance by appropriation

Cis,

(B) to incur indebtedness (other than indebtedness in-
curred under chapter 31 of title 831 of the United States
Code) for the repayment of which the United States is
liable, the budget authority for which is not provided in
advance by appropriation Acts;

(C) to make payments (including loans and grants), the
budget authority for which is not provided for in advance
by 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
persons or governments wko meet the requirements estab-
lished by such law;

(D) to forgo the collection by the United States of propri-
etary offsetting receipts, the budget authority for which is
not provided in advance by appropriation Acts to offset
such forgone receipts; and

(E) to make payments by the United States (including
loans, grants, and payments from revolving funds) other
than those covered by subparagraph (A), (B), (C), or (D), the
budget authority for which is not provided in advance by
appropriation Acts.

Such term does not include authority to insure or guarantee
the repayment of indebtedness incurred by another person or

government.

(d) ExCEPTIONS.—

(1) Subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply to new spending
authority if the budget authority for outlays which will result
from such new spending authority is derived—

(A) from a trust fund established by the Social Security

Act (as in effect on the date of the enactment of this Act);

or

(B) from any other trust fund, 90 percent or more of the
receipts of which consist or will consist of amounts (trans-
ferred from the general fund of the Treasury) equivalent

to amounts of taxes (related to the purposes for which such
outlays are or will be made) received in the Treasury
undlfr specified provisions of the Internal Revenue Code of

1954.

(2) Subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply to new spending
authority which is an amendment to or extension of the State
and Local Fiscal Assistance Act of 1972, or a continuation of
the program 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.

(3) Subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply to new spending
authority to the extent that—
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.(A) the outlays resulting therefrom are made by an orga-
nization which is (i) a mixed-ownership Government corpo-
ration (as defined in section 201 of the Government Corpo-
ration Cpntrol Act), or (ii) a wholly owned Government
corporation (as defined in section 101 of such Act) which is
sYeclfically exempted by law from compliance with any or
all of the provisions of that Act, as of the date of enact-
ment of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Con-
trol Act of 1985; or

(B) the outlays resulting therefrom consist exclusively of
the proceeds of gifts or bequests made to the United States
for a specific purpose.

LEGISLATION PROVIDING NEW CREDIT AUTHORITY

Sec. 402. (a) CoNTROLS ON LEGISLATION ProviInING NEw CRFiUI1
AutHoriTY.—It shall not be in order in either the House of Repre-
sentatives or the Senate to consider any bill, resolution, or confer-
ence report, as reported to its House, or any amendment which
provides new credit authority described in subsection (bX1), unle<s
that bill, resolution, conference report, or amendment also provides
that such new credit authority is to be effective for any fiscal year
only to such extent or in such amounts as are providad in appro-
priation Acts.

(b) DeFINITION.—For purposes of this Act, the term ‘“new cred:
authority” means credit authority (as defined in section 3(10 .
this Act) not provided by law on the effective date of this section
including any increase in or addition to credit authority provided
by law on such date.

ANALYSIS BY CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE

Skc. 403. (a) The Director of the Congressional Budget Office
shall, to the extent practicable, prepare for each bill or resolution
of a public character reported by any committee of the House «f
Representatives or the Senate (except the Committee on Appropria
tions of each House), and submit to such committee—

(1) an estimate of the costs which would be incurred in cartv-
ing out such bill or resolution in the fiscal year in which 1t i<
to become effective and in each of the 4 fiscal years following
such fiscal year, together with the basis for each such estimate

(2) an estimate of the cost which would be incurred by State
and local governments in carrying out or complying with any
significant bill or resolution in the fiscal year in which it is to
become effective and in each of the four fiscal years foliowing
such fiscal year, together with the basis for each such estimate,

(3) a comparison of the estimates of costs described in para-
graphs (1) and (2), with any available estimates of costs made
by such committee or by any Federal agency; and

(4) a description of each method for establishing a Federal fi-
nancial commitment contained in such bill or resolution.

The estimates, comparison, and description so submitted shall be
included in the report accompanying such bill or resolution if
timely submitted to such committee before such report is filed.
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(b) For purposes of subsection (aX2), the term “local government”
has the same meaning as in section 103 of the Intergovernmental
Cooperation Act of 1968.

(c) For purposes of subsection (aX2), the term ‘‘significant bill or
resolution” is defined as any bill or resolution which in the judg-
ment of the Director of the gongressional Budget Office is likely to
result in an annual cost to State and local governments of
$200,000,000 or more, or is likely to have exceptional fiscal conse-
quentces for a geographic region or a particular level of govern-
ment.

JURISDICTION OF APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEES

Sec. 404. (a) AMENDMENT OF House RuLes.—Clause 2 of rule XI
of the Rules of the House of Representatives is amended by redesig-
nating paragraph (b) as paragraph (e) and by inserting after para-
graph (a) the following new paragraphs:

_ “(b) Rescission of appropriations contained in appropriation Acts
(referred to in section 105 of title 1, United States Code).

“(c) The amount of new spending authority described in section
401(c)2) (A) and (B) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 which
is to be effective for a fiscal year.

“(d) New spending authority described in section 401(c)2)(C) of
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 provided in bills and resolu-
tions referred to the Committee under section 401(b)(2) of the Act
(but subject to the provisions of section 401(b)(3) of that Act).”

(b) AMENDMENT OF SENATE RULES.—Subparagraph (c) of para-
graph 1 of rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the Senate is amend-
ed to read as follows:

“c) Committee on Appropriations, to which committee shall be
referred all proposed legislation, messages, petitions, memorials,
and other matters relating to the following subjects:

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

“2. Rescission of appropriations contained in appropriation Acts
(referred to in section 105 of title 1, United States Code).

“3. The amount of new spending authority described in section
401(cX2) (A) and (B) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 provid-
ed in bills and resolutions referred to the Committee under section
401(bX2) of that Act (but subject to the provisions of section
401(b)3) of that Act). ' .

“4, New advance spending authority described in section
401(c)2XC) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 provided in
bills and resolutions referred to the Committee under section
401(bX2) of that Act (but subject to the provisions of section
401(b)3) of that Act).”

STUDY BY THE GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICF. OF FORMS OF FEDERAL FI-
NANCIAL COMMITMENT THAT ARE NOT REVIEWED ANNUALLY BY
CONGRESS

Skc. 405. The General Accounting Office shall study those provi-
sions of law which provide spending authority as described by sec-
tion 401(cX2) and which provide permanent appropriations, and
report to the Congress its recommendations for the appropriate

— -
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(b) For purposes of subsection (a)}2), the term “local government”
has the same meaning as in section 103 of the Intergovernmental
Cooperation Act of 1968.

(c) For purposes of subsection (aX2), the term “significant bill or
resolution” is defined as any bill or resolution which in the judg-
ment of the Director of the Congressional Budget Office is likely to
result in an annual cost to State and local governments of
$200,000,000 or more, or is likely to have excelptional fiscal conse-
quentces for a geographic region or a particular level of govern-
ment.

JURISDICTION OF APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEES

Sec. 404. (a) AMENDMENT OF House RuLEs.—Clause 2 of rule XI
of the Rules of the House of Representatives is amended by redesig-
nating paragraph (b) as paragraph (e) and by inserting after para-
graph (a) the following new paragraphs:

“(b) Rescission of appropriations contained in appropriation Acts
(referred to in section 105 of title 1, United States Code).

“(c) The amount of new spending authority described in section
401(c)2) (A) and (B) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 which
is to be effective for a fiscal year.

“‘d) New spending authority described in section 401(c)X2)(C) of
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 provided in bills and resolu-
tions referred to the Committee under section 401(b)2) of the Act
(but subject to the provisions of section 401(b)3) of that Act).”

(b) AMENDMENT OF SENATE RuULEs.—Subparagraph (c) of para-
graph 1 of rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the Senate is amend-
ed to read as follows:

“(c) Committee on Appropriations, to which committee shall be
referred all proposed legislation, messages, petitions, memorials,
and other matters relating to the following subjects:

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

“2. Rescission of appropriations contained in appropriation Acts
(referred to in section 105 of title 1, United States Code). ‘

“3. The amount of new spending authority described in section
401(cX2) (A) and (B) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 provid-
ed in bills and resolutions referred to the Committee under section
401(bX2) of that Act (but subject to the provisions of section
401(b)(3) of that Act). . .

“4, New advance spending authority described in section
401(c)2XC) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 provided in
bills and resolutions referred to the Committee under section
401(bX2) of that Act (but subject to the provisions of section
401(b)3) of that Act).”

STUDY BY THE GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE OF FORMS OF FEDERAL FI-
NANCIAL COMMITMENT THAT ARE NOT REVIEWED ANNUALLY BY

CONGRESS

Sec. 405. The General Accounting Office shall study those provi-
sions of law which provide spending authority as described by sec-
tion 401(cX2) and which provide permanent appropriations, and
report to the Congress its recommendations for the appropriate
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BUDGET ACT POINTS OF ORDER IN THE SENATE

Section Descnphon Warver requirement Apphcation
301()... ... Protibits consideration of budget resolvt:  amendments Three-fifths Budget resolution.
thereto, or conference report therron, that contains Amendments.
deficit in excess of maxmum deficit amount. (also Conference report
applies to revised budget resolution via sec. 304(b)).
302(c)...... ..... Prohibits consideration of a committee’s legislation until Three-fifths Bill.
that committee has filed its sec. 302(b) report. Resolution
Amendments
302(f)(2) ... . Prohibxts consideration of legisiation providing budget au- Three-fifths Bill
thority or outlays in excess of committee's sec 302(b) Resolution
report. Amendments
Conference report
303(a) . . .. Prohibits legislation providing new budget authonty, change Majonty Bil
in revenues, change in public debt, new entitiement Resolution
authonty, or new credit authonty for a fiscal year until Amendments
the budget resolution for that year has been agreed to Conference report (by
recedent of Apr 10,
1978)
304(b) See section 301(1) . Three-fifths Revised Budget Resolution
Amendments
Conference report
305(b) (2) Prohibits nongermane amendments to budget resolution Three-fifths Amendments
(also apolies to reconciliation bills via sec 310(e) (1))
305(e) Prohibits consideration of budget resolution, or conference Majonty Budget resolution
report thereon, that 1s not mathematically consistent Conference report
306 Prohibits consderation of legislation within Budget Commit-  Three-fifths Bill
tee's junsdiction, unless the Budget Committee reported Resolution
it Amendments
310(d)(2).. ... Prohibits amendments to reconcihation bifls that are not Three-fifths Amendments
deficit neutral.
310(e)(1). .  See section 305¢(b)(2)... .. .. . Three-fifths Amendments
310(g) . . . Prohibits  consideration of reconcihation legislation that Three-fifths Bl
recommends changes in social security. Resolution.
Amendments
Conference report.
311(a) ....... ... Prohibats consideration of legisiation that would exceed Three-fifths Bl
outlay ceiling or revenue floor, or would cause deficit to Resolution
exceed maximum deficit amount Amendments
Conference report
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Section Descrption Warver requirement Application
401(a)........oc...... Prohibits consideration of legislation providing new contract Majority Bit
authority or new Lorrowing authonity that 1s not imited Resolution.
to appropriations. Amendments
Conference report
401(b)(1)....c..... Prohibits consideration of legislation providing new entitle- Majonty Bill
ment authority that becomes effective dunng the fiscal Resolution.
year that ends in the calendar year in which the bill 1s Amendments.
reported.
402 ... Prehibrts consideration of legislation prowding new credit Majority Bil
authonty that s not imited to appropriations Resolution
Amendments
Conference report
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THE BYRD RULE ON EXTRANEOUS MATTER IN
RECONCILIATION LEGISLATION

[Section 20001 of the Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconcilia-
tion Act of 1985, as amended by section 7006 of the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1986 and section 205 of the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Reaffirmation Act of 1987]

Sec. 20001. Miscellaneous Provisions

(a) When the Senate is considering a reconciliation bill or a rec-
onciliation resolution pursuant to section 310 of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, upon a point of order being made by any Sena-
tor against material extraneous to the instructions to a committee
which is contained in any title or provision of the bill or resolution
or offered as an amendment to the bill or resolution, and the point
of order is sustained by the Chair, any part of said title or provi-
sion that contains material extraneous to the instructions to said
Committee as defined in subsection (d) shall be deemed stricken
from the bill and may not be offered as an amendment from the
floor. An affirmative vote of three-fifths of the Members, duly
chosen and sworn, shall be required to sustain an appeal of the
ruling of the Chair on a point of order raised under this section, as
well as to waive or suspend the provisions of this subsection.

(b) No motion to waive or suspend the requirement of section
305(b)(2) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as it relates to
germaneness with respect to a reconciliation bill or resolution,
shall be agreed to unless supported by an affirmative vote of three-
fifths of the Members, duly chosen and sworn, which super-majori-
ty shall be required to successfully appeal the ruling of the Chair
on a point of orde: raised under that section, as well as to waive or
suspend the provisions of this subsection.

(c) This section shall become effective on the date of enactment
of tdhi? title and shall remain in effect until September 30, 1992.

(dX1)—

(A) Except as provided in paragraph (2), a provision of a rec-
onciliation bill or reconciliation resolution considered pursuant
to section 310 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 shall be
considered extraneous if such provision does not produce a
change in outlays or revenues, including changes in cutlays
and revenues brought about by changes in the terms and con-
ditions under which outlays are made or revenues are required
to be collected;

(143)
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(B) any provision producing an increase in outlays or de-
crease in revenues shall be considered extraneous if the net
effect of provisions reported by the Committee reporting the
title containing the provision is that the Committee fails to
achieve its reconciliation instructions;

(C) a provision that is not in the jurisdiction of the Commit-
tee with jurisdiction over said title or provision shall be consid-
ered extraneous;

(D) a provision shall be considered extraneous if it produces
changes in outlays or revenues which are merely incidental to
the non-budgetary components of the provision; and

(E) a provision shall be considered to be extraneous if it in-
creases, or would increase, net outlays, or if it decreases, or
would decrease, revenues during a fiscal year after the fiscal
years covered by such reconciliation bill or reconciliation reso-
lution, and such increases or decreases are greater than outlay
reductions or revenue increases resulting from other provisions
in such title in such year.

(2) A provision shall not be considered extraneous under para-
graph (1)(A) if the Chairman and Ranking Minority Member of the
Committee on the Budget and the Chairman and Ranking Minority
I\ﬁember of the Committee which reported the provision certify
that—

(A) the provision mitigates direct effects clearly attributable
to a provision changing outlays or revenues and both provi-
sions together produce a net reduction in the deficit;

(B) the provision will result in a substantial reduction in out-
lays or a substantial increase in revenues during fiscal years
after the fiscal years covered by the reconciliation bill or rec-
onciliation resolution;

(C) a reduction of outlays or an increase in revenues is likely
to occur as a result of the provision, in the event of new regu-
lations authorized by the provision or likely to be proposed,
court rulings on pending litigation, or relationships between
economic indices and stipulated statutory triggers pertaining
to the provision, other than the regulations, court rulings or
relationships currently projected by the Congressional Budget
Office for scorekeeping purposes; and

(D) such provision will be likely to produce a significant re-
duction in outlays or increase in revenues but, due to insuffi-
cientddata, such reduction or increaSe cannot be reliably esti-
mated.

(3) A provision reported by a committee shall not be considered
extraneous under paragraph (1)(C) if—

(A) the provision is an integral part of a provision or title,
which if introduced as a bill or resolution would be referred to
such committee, and the provision sets forth the procedure to
carry out or implement the substantive provisions that were
reported and which fall within the jurisdiction of such commit-
tee; or

(B) the provision states an exception to, or a special applica-
tion of, the general provision or title of which it is a part and
such general provision or title if introduced as a bill or resolu-
tion would be referred to such committee.
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Application of the Byrd Rule to Conference Reports

[S. Res. 286 (99th Congress, 1st Session), as amended by S. Res.
509 (99th Congress, 2d Session), which appears at 132 Cong. Rec. S
16416 (Oct. 16, 1986)]

The resolution (S. Res. 509) was agreed to, as follows:

S. RES. 509

That Senate Resolution 286 (99th Congress, 2d Session), adopted
December 19, 1985, is amended by striking out all after the resolv-
ing clause and inserting in lieu thereof the following:

“That (a) when the Senate is considering a conference report on,
or an amendment between the Houses in relation to, a reconcilia-
tion bill or reconciliation resolution pursuant to section 310 of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, upon—

“(1) a point of order being made by any Senator against ex-
traneous material meeting the definition of subsections
(d)1XA) or (dX1XD) of section 20001 of the Consolidated Omni-
bus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985, and

“(2) such point of order being sustained, such material con-
tained in such conference report or amendment shall be
deemed stricken, and the Senate shall proceed, without inter-
vening action or motion, to consider the question of whether
the Senate shall recede from its amendment and concur with a
further amendment, or concur in the House amendment with a
further amendment, as the case may be, which further amend-
ment shall consist of only that portion of the conference report
or House amendment, as the case may be, not so stricken. Any
such motion in the Senate shall be debatable for 2 hours. In
any case in which such point of order is sustained against a
conference report (or Senate amendment derived from such
conference report by operation of this resolution), no further
amendment shall be in order.

“() An affirmative vote of three-fifths of the Members, duly
chosen and sworn, shall be required to sustain an appeal of the
ruling of the Chair on a point of order raised under this resolution,
as well as to waive or suspend the provisions of this resolution.

“(c) The provisions of this resolution shall remain in effect until
the date of termination of section 20001 of the Consolidated Omni-
bus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985".
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TAX EXPENDITURES

A-11

Table C-1 ESTIMATES FOR TAX EXPENDITURES IN THE INCOME TAX

Vel yeers, @ wilices of dolers)
Ovtley Gquvaients fevene Lacs
[ Corporsheons Indwdaty
bt 1" i Im 1% 191 1999 1% 191
Nationa! detemsa
Exchusion of benefits and aBlowances to armed forces personnel 25| 225 2380 190 1965) 2040
International atfairs:
Exchusion of ncome earned abroad by United States crizens 1580 1,645 1,710 1158 | 1205 1,255
Exchusion of moome of foresgn sales corporaticns (FSC) 195 880 965 525 580 635
lnventory property sales source rules excephion 3000 3300 3630| 2000 22001 242
Certan nonfinancial mstidubons operations interest alocabion rules exc. Aon 100 130 135 65 8 ]
Defertal of ncome from controlied foreign corporations
Pre-1983 budge! method 1% 800 85 150 800 850
Post 1982 budget method
Total {atter mteractions) 6,225 6,755 1,29
Expensing of ch o expendit '
research and development ures
Pre-1983 budget method L1500 1750 1800{ 1720 1720 1770 3 30 30
Post 1982 budget method
Credit for mcreasing research actvines 1,590 1410 960! 1120 970 660 25 o] 15
Suspension of the atlocation of research and expenimentation expenditures * ‘
Total (atter mieractions) 3675 | 340! 2860
Energy
Expensing of exploration and development costs
Od and gas —65 110 365 -—6251 —4%0 -—280 560 600 645
Other fuels 35! 35 35 35 35 35
Excess of percentage over cost depleton : i |
Ol ond g2s | s0] s 565, 80 80{ 80| 310, 35 30
Other fuets poan a0 20y 15 [ 135 M0 10 10 :
Exclusion of interest on Stale and local mdustrial development bonds lor certai cnergy | | | {
facikbes Pow! sl owel o ows) sl w0
Aternatiee conservation and new technology credits { I i |
pply incentives N (R 1 [ 35 80 75 2
Conservation incentrves - ! . - . .
Alterative fuel production credit TS N TSR T 10 10 10
Alcohol fuel credit * ‘ LR T 155 | N 10
Erergy credit for wntercity buses i e _e, _e _e .| .
Special rles for muung feclanation resecves A YR YR L R 451 15 5 5 5
Exception from passive lass hmitation for working interests i od and gas oroperbes 135 15, 001 135 175 200
Tola (aher wteractons) ;9! onas| 1480 |
Natura: resources and emironment: I . | |
Expensing of exploration and development costs, nonfuel minerals | 40 40 40 35 35 35 5 5 5
Excess of percentage over cost depielion nonfuet minerals ! 315 330 3% 20 235 l €5 15 15 15
Exclusion of wnterest on State and local IDBs for poliution control and sewage and waste | ! |
disposal facikibes 1.905 ’ 1830 1760 | 1575 1,515 I 1455
Tax wcentives for preservation of hrstonc structures Mo 140 130 45 45 40 95 95 90
Expensing of muttipenod timber growng costs 310 360 400 180 205 | 225 130 155 175
Investment credit and seven-year for d 210 215 220 40 40 ’ L] 169 170 175
Totad (after nteractions) 2860 | 2855 2840 |
Agricutture.
Expensng of cetan caprat outlays o5 ags| 40| e0| &0 i sof  ws| 4| w0
of certan multipenod production costs 85 180 160 35 60 55 50 120 105
Treatment of loans forgven solvent farmers as of nsolvent ‘ 10| 10 10 | 10 10 0
Deferral of drought-related payments 19° 128 -85 25 ~15 I -10 165| 110 =15
Tola (atter mteractions) I oms; 5300 505
Commarce and housing credit:
Exemption of credit umon ncome 645 0 850 5 510 590
Excess bad debt reserves of financial sstitubions 45 25 20 45 25 0
Special merger rules for financiat mstitutions 56351 5720 4795| 3885 3945 3310
Exclusion of mierest on Kfe isurance savings 815t 9025! 10,040 145 40 350! 6085| 6680 7335
Special atternative tax on small property and casualty mswance companies 45 35 35 35 5 25
Tax exemption of certan wmswance compames 30 35 40 5 14 30
Small ife 105 105 1o 15 80 1]
Exemption of RIC expenses from muscefianeous deduction floor 385 20 600 300 325 470
Deductibaity of interes! on consumer credit 3945 2080 70 3945 2080 1m0
Exchesion of mterest on small issve mdustnal 30200 28401 2650| 2600 2445| 2280
Exclusion of sterest on State and local mortgage bonds for owner-occupred housing. 2195 2045) 1875 18950 1175 1625
Exclusion of mteest on State and local debt for rental housing 15101 L420( 13401 1220| L1S0| 1080
Deductibility of mortgage wntesest on owner-cocuped 34,190 | 39785 46,595 34,1901 39785| 46,595
Deductibility of property tax on owner-occupred homes 10,065 11,240 | 12,430 10065 11,240 ) 12430
Oefestal of ncome from post 1987 mstaliment sales 670 735 790 1 185 195 500 550 §9%
Ordinary come treatment of loss from small business corp stock sale 30 0 20 30 20 2
Deferral of caprtal gams on home sales 12,035 ( 1263551 13268 12035 12835 13,265
Exclusion of caprial gass on home sales for persons age 55 and over 41951 4. 4280 31901 32301 32%
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A-12 THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1991

Table C-1 ESTIMATES FOR TAX EXPENDITURES IN THE INCOME TAX—Continved

(Fcal yoors, m milions of dallers)
Odtay buunalesty Movense Lo
Oexrgton Curpartions vk
e il i 1 ) 1 =] 19 L]
Steg-up baus of capital gams at death 16635 | 18075 19640 12310 13315( 14535
Carryover basss of capal gas on pits - % 85 5 85 L]
MMMMMWS,MMGW,”BM.N
reforestabon expenditures 8560 | 5545| 375 5869] 4030) 2655 195 (1] 25
Accalerated depreciaton on renal housing,
Pre-1983 budget method 2410 2230! 2065| 1135] 1085 95 605 585 520
Post-1382 budget method
Accelerated deprecition of buddings other than rental housing
Pre-1983 budget method 98151 9475 9230 4995 4795| 4665) 1990( 1910| 1865
Post-1982 budget method
Accelerated depreciabon of machinery and equpment
Ore-1983 budget method AL590 | 33985| 28065 | 23145 1955 | 16055| 5660( 4370| 3365
Pust-1982 budget method
Safe harbor leasing rules N0y -0{ -NS| -Nnojy -Noj -NS
Amortizaton of start-up costs 230 05 265 30 35 35 130 135 145
Reduced rates on the first $100,000 of corporate icome- -
Pre-1983 budget method 4435 4980 5,160 28154 3235) 3NS5
Post-1982 budget method
Excepbon from the passve lass rules for $25,000 of rental losses. 420 S415) 6435 4210 5475 6435
Treatment of Alaska Natrve Corporations 660 15 170 660 235 170
Permanent exceptions from imputed wterest rules 140 160 170 . . ¢ 1i0 125 135
Total {after mteractions) 153,085 | 151,590 | 154,685
Transportation.
Deferral of tax on shppng companes 115 125 135 15 125 135
Extlusion of wterest on State and locat government bonds for mass comir sting vehicles 45 40 30 20 20 20
Total (atter wteractions) 160 165 165
Commeslty and regional development: |
Frve-year amotuzation for housing rehabitabon 15 10 5 10 5 -5 5 S *
Credit for luw-income housng investments 400 100 850 60 100 120 225 400 485
lavestment credit for rehablidabon of structures (other than histonc) 130 115 100 10 65 55 60 0 4
Exchuson of mterest on 1083 for asrports, docks and sports and coavention facihties 8715 860 840 ns 100 685
of certain mutuals and cooperatives’ income 1015 1,065 1120 125 160 800
Total (after interacbons) 2425) 2730 2895
Education, employment, and social services:
Exclysion of and lellowshyp ncome
Pre-1983 budget 17ethod 100 130 1o 640 665 100
Post- 1982 budget method
Exclusion of interest on State and focal student koan bonds 308 25 260 %0 %65 U0
Exclusion of interest on State and local debt for private nonprofit educational facilibes 35 305 300 200 265 255
Exclusion of interest on savings bonds transl ] * 20 15 * 15 60
Parental personal exemption for students age 19 or over 435 450 465 398 405 20
Deductibility t charttable contributions (educabon) 1135 1890) 2030 470 500 S25) 1100 1220 1320
Exchusion of employer provided educationa) assistance 235 25 95 1% 25 8
Total education (attes mteractons) 3765| 39%0 | 4,040
Exclusion of employer provided chwid care 260 320 | 380 200 wo %
Exciusion of employee meals and lodping (cther than mutitary) 190 830, 865 s 1% 80
Exclusion of contrutions to prepaid legal services plans. 5 GSI 30 65 10 20
kivestment credit for ESOPs L1198 115 65 145 85 0
Credit for chuld and dependent care expenses 48751 52100 5505 3IN0| 3895 4165
Targeted yobs cregit 340 335 215 300 300 5 L1 35 30
Total trasmng and employment (after interactions) 6635! 69% 7220
Expensang of costs of removing certain archtectural bamers to the handicapped 20 20 25 15 15 0 H 5 5
Deductibelity of charitable contributions, other than education and heatth 10795 | 11945 | 12,885 585 620 655| 10005| 1L,110! 12,000
Exciusion of certan fostes care payments 25 25 25 - 0 20 20
Exclusion of parsonage allowances U5 40 265 | 175 19% 215
Tolal social services (after interactions) 10965 12130 130%
Grand total (after wteractons) 21365 | 23110} 2435
Exclusion of employer contributions for medical insurance premums and medical care 4251 36465! 40945 26,550 | 29820 33450
Exclusion of untaxed Medicare benefits 12901 1685) 8325 5965| 6285) 63810
Deductibeity of medical expenses 2690 2860 3035 2690 2860 3035
Exclusion of mterest on State and local Jebt for private nonprofit health faciiibes 2805) 2725| 2615 2430 2310 2,305
Deductibity of chantable contribubons (health) 1515 1665) 1,785 20 305 325] 1125) 1250 135
Tax credit for orphan drug research . . N . . .
Special Blve Cross/Biue Stweld deduction 80 150 125 55 100 120
Total (after mteractions) 46,725 51400 56,765 .
Income security
Exclusion of rairoad retrement system benefits 25 25 300 5 295 300
Exchusion of workmen's compensation benefits 2760 2980! 322 2601 29801 3220
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TAX EXPENDITURES A-T8

Tavie C-1 ESTIMATES FOR TAX EXPENDITURES IN THE INCOME TAX—Continsed

(Focal yoars: s mllens of o)
Ovley Eivots o L
' 199 1 m I
1% 1% i 19 19% 1
Exchesion of public assstance benefits.
Pre- 1983 budget Axthod ... JR— - 40 355 315 - k1] 355 s
Post-1982 budget method... . . . S . . . .
Exchusion of special benefits for disabled ol maners - 110 110 110 110 10 110
Exchusion of mitary disabeity pensions .. _ 105 110 110 - 105 10 110
Net exclusion of pension contributions and eamings.
Employer plass ... _ _ ... 56,985 | 60,095 | 62,660 42805 | 45085} 46910
Indidual Retrement Accounts 7155 1820 8165 5440 59%0{ 6230
Neogh plans . .. - LS| 190] 2100 1325 14701 1,630
Exchusion of ncome eamed by voluntary employee beneficiary & other associations 410 “5 485 330 415
Exchusion of employer provided death benefits 25 25 F) 20 20 20
Exclusion of other employee benefits.
Premums on group term e msurance 31950 3335| 3480 2460 2565] 2680
Premms on acadent and disabiity snsurance 165 170 175 125 1 135
Income of trusts to finance supplementary unemployment benefits 30 30 30 3 k) 30
Special ESOP nes (other than wvestment credit) . 850 1,745 2125 580 1,200 1465 15 2 25
Additonal deduction for the biind 0 15 15 10 10 0
Additonal deduction for the elderly 1575 1885 2120 1,260 | 1505 1,695
Tax credit for the eiderly and Gisadled 95 105 115 15 85 90
Deductibity of casualty losses .. 170 205 180 140 165 150
Earned mcome credit * 2215| 2405 2720 1780 | 2,045 2400
Total (after mterachons) 75810 | 80670 84,690
Social Secerity
Exclusion of socal secuntty benefits.
OASI benefits for retred workers 14840 15680 164% 148401 15680 | 164%0
Drsabdity msurance benefits LI0S| 1145} 1195 1105} 15 LIS
Benefits for dependents and sunvors 29401 3N0| 3285 2940 30} 3285
Total (aftes mterachons) 18,885 19935} 20970
Veterans benefits and services:
Exclusion of veterans disability compensation 14901 1,500 1,5% 14901 1,500 1,5%
Exclusion of veterans pensions 80 15 5 80 15 15
Exclusaon of GI bell benefits 55 45 40 5 45 40
Exchusng of mterest on state and local debi for veterans housng 320 295 25 25 20 20
Total (after mterachons) 1945 1915( 198
General government:
Exclusion of mterest on public purpose State and local debt 13490 | 13520, 13865| 2075( 2100 2105 9035, 919 90
Deductibiity of nonbusiness State and local taxes other than on owner-occupred homes 18495 | 20,290 | 21860 18495 | 20,290 | 21860
Tax credit for corporabons recenang ncome froin dong business m United States
passessions . 2895| 3185 3505| 18107 2100{ 2310
Total (after witeractons) 34880 | 36995 39,230
interest:
Deferrat § wterest on savings bonds 960 1,070 1090 960 1070 109
Addendum—Aid to State and local governments.
Property taxes on owner-occupsed homes 10,065 | 11,240 | 12430 10065 | 11,240 12430
Nonbusiness Stale and locat taxes other than on owner-occuped homes 18495 | 20,290 | 21860 18495 | 20,290 | 21,860
Exclusion of interest on.
Public purpose State and local debt 13490 [ 135201 13865 2005' 2100 2105 9035 91% | 9240
108s for certan energy facikbes 380 405 40 315 o 360
1D8s for pollution control and sewage and waste disposal facikbes 1905 1830( 17601 155] 1515 1455
Small-ssue 1083 3020 2840 265 2600 2445| 2280
Owner-cocupeed mortgage revenue bonds 2095) 2045| 1878 1895 1L775( 1628
State and local debt for rental housing 15100 1420 13400 12207 1150 1,080
Mass commutig velucle 108s 45 40 30 20 20 20
1083 for aaports, docks, and sports and convention faclibes 875 860 840 715 100 685
State and local studest kan bonds 305 205 260 290 265 €40
State and local debt for private nonprofit educabonal faciibes 315 305 300 210 265 255
State and local debr for prvate nonprofit heaith facibes 2,805 2125 2,675 2430 2310 2305
State and local debt for veterans housing 0 295 205 255 A0 20
Tolal (after mteractons) 30901 22515 22365
?.‘.’L?.":."‘" o o b Bg Bl e 8 3 eketcn of 425 miicn m 1989 $A35 milice w 1990 aad 415 mulice ® 1981
-m..-..’."&‘:?.. T s rovid by ¢ 42 poome 157 ot l"h’d“u‘:ms TH9 ‘74005 min 1950 54195 mlln, 199) 0370 mbca
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OUTLAYS UNDER FINANCE COMMITTEE EXPENDITURE ACCOUNTS FOR FY 1991-1993

[CBO baseline projections—in millions of dollars)

Fiscal year—
1991 1992 1993 1991-93
Social Security (OASD).......ocovvvervveirenne. 266,771 283,681 301,485 851,937
Medicare ..., 118,702 133,437 149,676 401,815
Medicaid...............ccocovvrrererrerecriiene, 45,103 50,753 56,706 152,562
Maternal and Child Health......................... 639 673 702 2,014
Supplemental Security Income.................... 14,431 15,438 16,517 46,386
AFDC and Child Support ...........ccccvererrerenneee 12,920 13,495 14,087 40,502
AFDC work programs (WIN/JOBS)............ 570 660 670 1,900
Earned Income Tax Credit.............ccceovenneee 4,343 4,554 4,754 13,651
Foster Care/Adoption.............c.ccccvvvivrnrnnne 2,119 . 2,263 2,414 6,856
Child Welfare Services/Training.................. 276 240 240 756
SoCial SErviCes ...........covvvveruervrerereererernnnes 2,800 2,800 2,800 8,400
Unemployment Compensation...................... 18,091 18,682 19,464 56,237
Trade Adjustment ...........coooveereerveveninnnnes 220 223 227 670
Job Service........oveveeeee e 1,118 1,162 1,209 3,489
Puerto Rico Tax Rebates................cccou..... 205 205 205 615
Puerto Rico Customs Rebates..................... 134 139 145 418
Public Debt Administration................c.o....... 202 211 220 633
Interest on Public Debt...........ccccoovvnnnn..... 272318 287,470 303,898 863,686
Interest on Tax Refunds ............coovvervrnrennns 2,073 2,092 2,201 6,366
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corp. .................. (264) (254) (240) (758)
U.S. Trade Representative.................ccoeee. 19 20 20 59
International Trade Commission................... 39 41 43 123
Customs—general administration............... 1,193 1,187 1,241 3,621
Customs—air interdiction ............c..ccovvrnnee 220 238 253 711
Customs Refunds, Forfeitures, efc. ............. 54 56 98 168
TaxX COUMt ...t 29 31 32 92
Internal Revenue Service ............cccecounne.e. 5,830 6,083 6,347 18,260
Totals:
Social Security (0ASDI)........cccennn.. 266,771 283,681 301,485 851,937
Other (except interest)...........cocoue... 228,993 252,337 277,850 759,180
(155)
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