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Digitized from Box 39 of the Ron Nessen Papers at the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library

Remarks by Malcolm McLane ' Concord, New Hampshire
Former Mayor of Corncoxrd January 16, 1976

Having just ended six yéars as Mayor of Concord and twenty
years as a City Councilman, I have been curious about the proposal
of Governor Reagan to reduce Federal spending by $8l1 billion and
to transfer to\the states "authority and resources" for the programs
affected. Knowing how little the State of New Hampshire does ..
financially for local governmenf, I wondered what effect this
would have on municipal budgets.

Governor Reagan has assured us in New Hampshire that he doces

not intend that his proposal cause New Hampshire to adopt either a

-

sales or‘inCOme tax. In any case, since New Hampshire has a
constitutional p}ohibition against graduated taxes, the Legislature
could not adopt an effective substitute for these federal revenues
even if it wanted to, and Governor Thomson has assured us
repeatedly that he would veto any attempt to do so. Governor
Reagan speaks_vaguely of other tax sources, such as excise taxes.
I cannot imagine that state excise taxes replacing federal excise
taxes on such items as trucks, buses, trailers, their parts and
accessories, tires, firearms, fishing equipment, éirport and
airWay uses, travel, communications, highway uses, alcohol and
tobacco, would raise a fraction of the $100 million plus which New

Hampshire would lose in federal funds under the Reagan proposal.



This leaves us with the local property tax as the only
realistic source of such funds in New Hampshire. What would be
the impact on Concord's budget and tax rate? Certain proposed
reductions in federal spending would have an instantaneous impact
on Concord, fé; example, federal revenue sharing, budgeted at
~$504,000 for calendar year 1976 and Community Development funds
budgeted at $318,000. These two items alone are 13% of the
municipal budget. Revenue sharing and community development block
grants are the best things to_éome out of Washington in recent
years, the‘product of seven years of Republican administration.
It seems curious that Governor Reagan should be attacking the
most effective way found to date of raising funds, yet leaving
administrétion of programs like these at the local level.

-Governor Reagan's proposal would return welfare, food stamps
and Medicaid programs to the states ; in New Hampshire read to
"local government” for "state gqvernment." Medicaid pays for the
~essential medical expenses of those unable to pay. Food stamps
provide minimum standards of nutritibn to those unable to pay.

In New Hampshire welfare trys to meet the minimum living costs
of the elderly poor, the blind, the disabled and mothers with
dependent children. No able-bodied man is‘eligible for welfare in

New Hampshire. If the federal government gives up these programs,

we in New Hampshire do not intend to abandon these people in need.



What would the cost to local governments be as refiected in the

tax rate. Medicaid payments in New Hampshire total $20 million;
federal funding of food stamps comes to $12 m?llion; social
serVices, $9 million; rehabilitation services $3 million. These
alone total $4A million, to say nothing of the 60% federal funding
of all direct welfare payments. Concord's share of the above_is
roughly 4%, or $1.75 million, equal to an inc:ease of more than

25% in our municipalibudget and tax rate, And we have not begun

to talk about current federal programs and funds for educatién,
housing, highways, clean wateé and waste water treatment facilities,

none of which we want to abandon. Local tax dollars would have to

replace federal funds. -

Let's look at all this another way. Concord has a population
of about 33,000, say 4%‘of the State. We are neither richer nor
poorer than the rest of the State, say average. 1If federal funds
coming into New ﬁampshire are to be reduced by $100 million (some
pu£ the figure as high as $270 million’, and if tﬂe State does not
adopt taxes to finénce these programs, then Concord's share to be
raised on its property tax will be $4 million. Now our municipal
budget is $6 million and our échool budget is $10 million, a total

of $16 million. An increase of $¥million is a 25% increase.



Curiously enough Governor Reagan suggested that the income tax
saving across the country as proposed by him would be 23%. But
he would be cutting the taxes on big business —ow at 48%, and on
all income levels now paying from 14% to 70%. Here in Concord we
would be increasing the property tax on homeowners and small

business by 25%, enough to force them from their homes and shut

down their businesses.



‘enarks Dy Sen. Rob Trowbridge, Dublin Concord, N. II.
Senate Finance Chairman _ January 15, 1976

The plan of Cov. Reagan to reduce Federal spending by the amount of
$90 billion has created a2 major issue in the Republican primary campaign,
both here and elsewhere,

In December, Senator Alf Jacobsen invitcd Gov. Reagan to appecar
before the Senate Tinance Committece of New Hampshire to explain the
proposal and its impact on and implications for New llampshire. When
Sen, Jacobsen first issued the invitation, he notified me as Chainman
of the Finance Committec and asked me to study the Reagan proposal so
that we would be prepared to act intelligently and swiftly if Gov. Reagan
accepted tie ‘invitation. While we have never heard an answer to Sen.
Jacobsen's invitation, I have given considerable study to the Reagan provosal.

In making my study, it has been extremely difficult to find out the
details of the plan, liowever, one overriding calculation kecps coming up -
again and again.

If Gov. Reagan plans to cut $90 billion out of Federal expenditures
without touching what he considers to be national programs (i.e. Defense,
Social Security, Agriculture), then the cuts in the cuts in the non-national
(State administered) programs must be mammnoth.

New Hampshire has between .31% and .37% of all popuiation, business,
spending, ctc. within the U. S. cconomy. For purposcs of my calculations,
I used the figurc of .335% becing the most established indéx I know and
quite conservative, Lven if we calculate the total Reagan proposal at
only $81.5 billion because some cuts (i.e. airports, military pensions)

do not apply to New [lampshire, still New Hampshire's sharc of this Federal
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budget reduction would have to be $270 million in 1$76. R A
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Put another way, if the Reagan proposal does not climinate $270 million
of present Federal funding to New Hampshire (and proportional to the other
states) it cannot succeed in eliminating the Federal deficit of $60 billions,
payments on the national debt of $5 billions, or any tax cut.

I have placed my emphasis on the State budget allocations of Federal
funds because I am familiar with that area.and can recognize the programs
Gov. Reagan is proposing to cut. lowever, there are many Federal outlays™
which do not show up in our State budget. Tood Stamps are borne directly
by the Federal budget; our State budget only secs the administrative cost,
not the cost of the stamps for N. ll. people which amounts to $11 milli;n
per year.

Many of the Higher Education items in the Reagan proposal also go
directly to Univorsities and do not show up in the State budget. Grants
such as Legal Assistance go through Governor and Council and do not show
up in the budget.

but just looking at the N. I, Statec budget for 1976 as passed by
the 1975 Legislature and signed into law by Gov. Thomsen (Mr. Reagan's
plan is based on the 197C budget) it is clear that 70% of all Tederal
funds received by N. II. for purposes would be eliminated for a total loss
of $77,153,095 out of a total Federal allocation (highway and non-highway)
of $110,625,952,

On top of these figures which are identified in Schedule A attached,
Mr. Reagan would also remove the $6,683,753 of Revenue Sharing lunds used
by the State as an income item in our calculations (but not included in
the total of $110,0625,942) so that the total impact on the State budget
is a projected loss of $83,842,453.

W

Further, loss of Food Stamp support would mean a loss of $11,434,00007
(%3]

2

to the citizens of Hew Hampshire. The cities, towns, and counties would Y.
\o-._//

lose $13,376,000 in their own Revenue Shaxing Funds. Postal increase
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under the Reagan plan for State departments might come to $250,000,
The grand total by my calculation, thercfore, is $108,902,453. This
figure is far short of $270 million but it is identifiable, realistic,

and mammoth in and by itself.

The cuts in housing, water resources, higher education, and allowances

&
for energy tax cqualization are all not included in my fipgurcs because I
do not have figures on those projects.

New lampshire is a highly "federally dependent' state in the budget
sense,  Few major welfare programs exist without scme Federal participation.
Unlike Massachusetts, which for years had its own State-supported direct
relicf program, New Hampshire has purposely used the Federal program
which is 005 Iederally funded.

In 1972, New Hampshirc citizens péid $352 miliion in personal Federal
taxes with 255,000 individual returns, an average pavment of $1,377.

A recent report of the Community Services Administraticn allocates total
Federal spending in New lampshire at a figure of over 1 billion dollars.

I will concede that Federal tax payments have probﬁbly risen to $450 to

$500 million by 1976 and I will also concede that the &1 billion figure

is probably subject to some doubt bhecause it allocates items such as a
proportionate part of the Washington office ocost of the Veterans Administration
to New lampshire.

But it would be my conclusion that New llampshire is suprencly vulnerable
to Federal cutbacks and that the New llampshire citizen probably gets as
even a return on his Federal dollar as any person. When we were threatened
with impoundments at the Federal level, the entire State budget was put

in jeopardy. ‘ pn——
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Our mest recent estimate of what a sales tax would raisc in New Hampshire
is $8 to $9 million per percentage points after deducting essentials and
items already subject to sales tax (i.c. rooms and mcajs, beer, etc.).
Thus, we wculd require a 12% to 13% sales taﬁ to make up the $108 million
loss I have outiinqd. Also, in a rccent legislative income tax bill,
a 5% income tax was estimated to yield $70 million per year.

So far, I have dealt with figures and statistics. DBut it shouid
be cmphasizcd that between the AVDC program and Medicaid, over 49,000
New Hampshire citizens who use these programs would be affected. * The
Meals on Wheels, and School Lunchr programs affcct over 100,000 students
and elderly persons. The impact on people in this State from the combined
loss would be substantial

These are the issucs I would raise were Gov. Reagan to appear before
the Senate Finance Committee. If my calculations arc incorrect and the
figurcsxﬁerc reduced, then the next question would be -- Governor, how
do you cut $90 billion if you reduce my figures which only account specificallv

for $108 million out of the $270 million nceded from New Hanmshire.
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SCHEDULE A

Possible Fandine loss

A

Nutrition for the Elderly $1,000,000
(Meals on wheels)
Supplementary Food Program 166,100
Family Planning 328,639
Matemnal § Child Health 719,644
Development Disabilities 200,000
Comuunity Mantal Health 85,500
Hospital Construction ~ 1,200,000
Subtotal $3,699,833

Commumity Service

New England Regional Commission $ 366,487
(for Governor's Office)

Crime Comnission _ 3,712,760

Manpower grants 6,819,880

Comprehensive Planning 391,500

Comprehensive Health Planning 100,000
Subtotal N $12,0065,627
Welfare

Add to Families with Dependent Children $§11,482,672

Medicarc ‘ 20,925,824.
Subtotal 332,408,496
delcagi_gll_

Educational Grants, Elementary §

Secondary LESFA I, 111, IV, V $ 5,168,385
NDEA III § Program costs

Vocational Education 2,491,794

School Lunch Program 4,295,005

o
.



Rchabilitatiqg

Vocational Rehabilitation $3,804,231
Handicapped 202,527
Voc. Rehab, Teacher Training 66,740
Voc. Rehab. Work STudy 380,175

Subtotal $4,463,673

Hiphway (description of Reapan proposal says all non-interstate
highway construction) '

Fed. Aid Primary ©$ 3,412,850
Fed. Aid Secondary 1,950,260
Fed. Aid Urban - 792,300
Urbap D. 3,850,400
Spot Improvement 367,500
Paving 437,582
Bridge - 1,500,000
Economic Growth Centers .;_~322ﬁlﬁlm
Subtotal $12,560,832
TOTAL of the above | $77,153,695
ADD:  loss of Revenue Sharing to the $ 6,688,758
State '
Food Stamps - 11,434,000
Revenue Sharing to Cities
and Towns 13,376,000
Postage 250,000
GRAND TOTAL ‘ $108,902,453
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REMARKS BY
MERRIMACK COUNTY COMMISSIONER
PETER SPFAULDING

January 16, 1976

In the Merrimack County budget for 1976, Revenue
Sharing Funds amount to $298,632. These funds are
allocated for correctional officers' salariecs, welfare
department expenses and principal payments on outstanding

bond issues. These are all recurring expenditures.

We have prepared a budget for this year in which
the cities and towns will have to raise $2,367,493 on the
local property tax. This is, of course, exclusive of
local municipal and school district budgets which are
also funded by the local homeowner. The elimination of
only revenue sharing in this year would increase the

county burden on property taxes by over 12.6%.

Revenue sharing is an important and beneficial

source of revenue for N. H.'s ten counties.

The Pooplesr For D oepdic el Soward B Collaway, Choirnoon, Ioberg €0 Moct Jecavurer. A copy of our Bepait in fded woth
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COMCORD--Georga Roberts, speuker of the{e%&to Houss of
Re pressntutives, today challenged Ronald Reagan tb explain how
his tax proposals would affect New Hampshire.

Reagan has suggested that soms $90 billion in federal
programs be shifted to the states or 6l iminated from this ye&r's
budgst. , >

L

; R \

"It ie d ifficult for we &and many Other msmbers of the "/ o
Legisteture to_see how New KHampshire could maintein the sama
level of ssrvices without instituting a state income tex, & state - ,
salss tax or both," Roberts said. A R A & R A PN P
l"l— o ’l o ; /T ‘7, ] J

Any such shift from the fedsral governmsunt to the
states would have drastic ramifications on existing lsalth,
welfare, sducation, transportation, law enforcemsent and other
‘programs, he added.

"ilthough Mr. Reagan has not spellsd out his proposal
in any detail,™ Roberts said, "it would sesm that 1t would cost
the state of lew Hampshire-some § -~ ~———yserly to malntain
these programs at their existing lsvels." e

The prssent New Hampshire budget of $467,4917(1974) 1is
financed by tuxes on liocuor, room occupancy, betting, msals and
cigarettes.

"Po meset ths massive ircresse suggested by Mr. Reagun,"
Robsrts said, ™se would have thres alternutives. One would be
to institute new state taxes on incoms or sales. Another would be
to add to the local property tax burden. and the third would be
to eliminute these vital programs, "

Roberts seid hs didn't think New Hampshire legislators
oTr voters would approvse of any of these alternatives.

The speaker sugzested that Reagun provide the Legislature
with & detailed copy of his tax proposal, if ops exists. He also
proposed that Reagan hold a news conference to explain how the
plan works.

nor, " said Roberts, "I would be glad to nams & commnittee
-of lsgislators to discuss the subject of taxes with Mr. Reagan.”

- #



Prssident Ford's leadership on thres controversial
bills provided a vietory for ths amsrican psopls over powsrful
spscial interssts, Rep. Jumss Clsveland, R-N.H., saild ysstsrday.

"By successfully insisting that federal tax resductions be
tied to future ligits on federul spending,™ Cleveland said, "the
President has actsed forcefully to put the brakes on big goverrment

"By vetoing ths comuaon s itus picketing bill, the
President rightfilly considersd ths dangers of inflation and
unsmployunsnt over the desires of big labor.

"And by signing the energy bill, the Fresident hes put
the consumer, in New Englard and elsswhe re, ahsad of big business,
specifically the major domsstic oil caonpanies.”

Clsvs land said the President's positions show political
couruge as wsll as lsadership.

"Alresady they are costing him short-range support from
the special interests thaut would have berefitted hmd these
measures been resolved the othar way," ClaVelewd added.

Dot A

"But in the long run, the majority of vot®rs will
realize that ths President acted in their interests. And I
belisve one of the first plices where we will see their reaction
will be in ths New lHampshire primary on February 24."

Cleveland said the President's decisive action contrasts
with the# rhetoric of his opponsnts. :

He noted that Ronald Reagan was on record s saying he
wo.1ld veto ths ersrgy bill.

Cleveland also coumpared the President's successful
effort to put a 1id on federal spending with Reugun's record
in California. As governor, Reagan in eignt years saw the state
budget more than double from $4.6 tillion to $10.2 billion.

##
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MASS.

VERM.

ILL.

N.C.

January 14, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: , PETER KAYE aﬁk#
r
FROM: FRED SLIGHTéd
SUBJECT: FY 1975 Federal Outlays for

Major Programs for the

Elderly

’Indicated below are the actual Federal expenditures in fiscal

year 1975 for Medicaid, Social Security and Supplemental Security

Income (SSI) programs for Iowa, Massachusetts, Vermont,

and North Carolina.

MEDICAID SOCIAL SECURITY

' Disability Retirement

Survivor

$ 56,134,000| $ 82,807,000E $646,788,000
277,595,000 169,597,000!1,256,601,000
23,181,000 15,857,000% 96,668,000
376,879,000 321,896,000:2,168,688,000

|
134,172,000 209,140,000 803,217,000

:$211,874,000

Illinois

SS1I

$ 25,319,000

i
' 393,328,000/ 80,323,000
|
. 31,667,000 8,545,000
I
; 773,616,000/ 165,284, 070
1
' 334,416,000] 147,968,00"
s Tv( ":’ ‘,T\
‘\o Ry
\\ % . '
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tontact Jon Breen

Fresident Ford Commiitte

150 NORTH MAIN STREET. CONICRD,

H. 62301 (603) 228-0159

EMBARGOED FOR RELEASE
Monday, January 5, 19t

9:30 a.m.

REMARKS BY SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE, GEORGE B. ROBERTS, JR.

During the past several weeks,

January 5, 1976,

9:30 a.m.

Ramada Inn, Concord

a number of questions have

been raised concerning Ronald Reagan's proposal to reduce the Federal

budget by 90 bill

ion dollars. According to the former California

governor, this would be realized by shifting the burden of current

Federal programs

to the states, or by eliminating them altogether,

I submit that the time has come for Mr. Reagan to come down

from the lofty .peak of rhetoric and tell the people of New Hampshirc,

in specific terms, how he would implement his proposal. A campaiegn

for President of the United States is no place to engage in vague

generalities,

It is difficult for me and many other members of the

Legislature to see how New Hampshire could possibly maintain the same

put into effect.

Althoug

level of services as it is now providing, if the Regan proposal were

h Mr. Reagan has not spelled out his proposal in any

detail, it would seem that it would cost the people of New Hampshire

tens of millions of dollars just to maintain the existing mandated

programs al thelr
government to our
health, welfare,

sharing and other

prescnt Jevel., Any such shift from the Federal

state, would have drastic ramifications on existineg

education, transportation, law enforcement, revenuce

programs,

The current New Hampshire operating budget of 415.1 million

profits, rooms an

taxes and fecs.

dollars is being funded by liquor sales, taxes on cigarettes, busine

d meals, gambling, and a number of other special e

. T PN
To meet the increased revenue need suggested by /.7 Al
i

(MORE)
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ROBERTS REMARKS PAGE TWO

Mr. Reagan's proposal, it is quite evident that another approach to
state funding would be needed. It is further apparent that Mr., Rearan's

proposal would leave us with three alternatives:

one -- to eliminate many necessary programs;
two -- to add to the local property tax burden;
or three -- to institute a state sales tax, a

state income tax, or both.

Conservatives throughout our state should find it paradoxical
that several of Mr. Reagan's most vocal'supporters are the same people
who vehemently oppose the results that his program would lead to.

I feel it safe to say that, based on rccent votes of the
Legislature, the people of New Hampshire are opposed to the alterna-
tives that would result from Mr. Reagan's proposal.

I sincerely hope that Mr. Reagan will take advantage of his
planned 15 days of campaigning in New Hampshire to answer the many
questions that the people of our state have on just exactly how his
proposals would effect New Hampshire's revenues and tax structurec.

I suggest that his so-called "Citizens' News Conferences" would provide
‘excellent forums to answer these questions.

I would further suggest that Mr. Reagan provide the New
Hampshire Legislature with a detailed copy of his 90 billion dollar
>pién,"if such a plan really exists.

Senatc President Jacobson has suggested that Mr. Reagan mcet
with the Senate Finance Committece to discuss the ramifications of his
proposal. I concur with the suggestion, and I would ask that a copv
of that proposal be sent to the Jcint House and Senate Fiscal Commi: Luc

\.

the committec charged with monitoring the rate of state expenditures

and Federal funding.

Thank you ladies and gentlemen. Senator Jacobson and I

welcome your questions.



MASSACHUSETTS

FAPLATATION OF ANALYSTS

The attached analvsis of programs definitely or probably affected b

Ronald Reapan's proposed $90 billion budget reduction plan utilized
actual Federal outlays for the state for Federal [iscal vear 1975.

Several additional observations also are warranted:

a.  Reagan's proposal has been "floated"” but not released,
conscquently the specifics which are necessary for a
thorough and accurate analysis are non-existent.

b.  Our understanding of the proposal's elements is based
on news articles such as those authored by Stout, Otten..
and Buchanan.

c. Actual Federal outlays to the states for FY '7¢ will not
be available for almost another 12 months, therefore
Reagan's plan has been evaluated on the basis of its ap-
parent impact on the FY '75 disbursements.

Using the conclusions of the aforcmentioned writers, programs which
would appear to have been affected by the Reapan proposal wonld have
totalled 5 1,014,934 ,000 . This total amount mipht be Lroken down
into the followingy (wo categories:

L. Proprams terminated or drastically altered: $.262,164,00

2.7 Programs probably alfected in whole or in part: $752,82
Those programs that would appear to be directlv impacted on (item 1
immediately above) are indicated with an asterisik ().

Attacihunent

C0G
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I. EDUCATION, MARNPOWER & SOCIAL SERVICES (Continued)
Department of Health, Bducation & Wellfarc(cont'd)
Amount (cont "d) Program Category(cont'd)
121 000 Emergency Scnool Aid Act - urants to LEAS
146 000 Emergency School Aid Act - Special

Program Project
Emergency School Aid
School Assistance in

Act - Special Project

Q
L90, 000 Fed. Affected Areas

1,582,000

2,578,000 School Library Research Textbook Instruction
Material
2,658,000 Supp. Educ. Centers & Sve. - Guid.

Counselling & Test

10,477,000 Supp. LEducation Opportunity Grants

($17,752,000 - SUB-TOTAL)

$ 75,000 Higher Ed. - Personnel Dev. - Short Term
Training ‘
239,000 Higher Ed. - Land Grant colleges & Universitie~
851,000 Higher Ed. - State Post Secondary LEduc.
14,512,000 Higher Ed. - Work Study
361,000 Higher Ed. - Cooperative Education
572,000 Higher Ed. - Graduate Facilities
350,000 Higher Ed. - Strengthening Dcvelopment Insritu:
¥ 347,000 Special Services- Disadv.Students in Highor

Education
($17,307,000 - SUB-TOTAL)

SL1L1,97

($13, 846,000 - SUB-TOTAL)

$ 6,648,000

($6
5,000

Special Programs

OTAL HUE

, 048,000 - SUB-TOTAL)

U

$ 10,463,000 Vocational Ed.-- Basic Grants to States
830,000 Vocational Ed.- Consumer and lomemaking
435,000 Vocational Ed. - Cooperative Education
344,000 Vocational Ed. - Innovation

- 566,000 Vocational Ed. - Research

489,000 Vocational Ed. - Special Needs
102,000 Vocational Ed. - State Advisory
263,000 Vocational Ed. - Work Study
120,000 Vocational Ed. - Pers. Development Awards
184,000 Vocational Ed. - Curriculium Development

for Aping

o,



II.
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COMMUNITY

Amount

$

4,000
268,000

3,756,000

275,000
493,000

3,284,000

$ 8,080,000

Amount

$
$

174,000
174,000

AND REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Department of Commerce

Program Category

Econ. Dev. Adm. -- District Operational
Assistance

Econ. Dev. Adm. -- Grants to States

Econ. Dev. Adm. -- Grants & Loans Public
Works & Dev. Facilities

Econ. Dev. Adm. -- State & Local Econ.
Development Planning

Econ. Dev. Adm. -- Technical Assistance

Regional Action Planning Commissions

TOTAL

ACTTION

Program Category

Volunteers in Service to America (VISTA)

TOTAL

Community Services Adminstration

Amount

$ 8,996,000

2,081,000

408,000
339,000

3,352,000

165,000
230,000
455,000
906,000

$16,882,000

Program Category

Community Action

Community Economic Development
Community Food and Nutrition
Emergency Energy Conservation

Legal Services

Older Persons Opportunities/Services
State Economic Offices

Summer Youth Recreation

Community Action Program

Depavtment of licalth, BEducation & Welfare

Amount
S 150,000
81,000

231,000

Program Catepory

Indian Education -- Special Programs &
Projects )
Indian Health Facilities

TOTAL

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘



ITL.

Ly -

COMMERCE AND TRANSPORTATION

Amount

$ 4,872,000
85,973,000

$90,845,000

Amount
$384,782,000
$384,782,000

Amount
S 58,000
S 58,000

Amount

S 18,000
54,000
111,000
234,000
614,000
228,000
548,000
108,000

$ 1,915,000

Department of Transportation

Program Category

Grants in Aid for Airports, A/A Trust Fund
Urban Mass Transportation Fund

.S. Postal Service

Program Category

Postal Service

Department of the Interior

Program Category

Construction, Corps of Engineers (Civil)

TOTAL

Department of Agriculture

Program Category

Resource Conservation and Dev. Oper.
Resource Conservation and Dev. Planning
Resource Conservation and Development
River Basin Survey and Investigation
Soil and Water Conservation

Soil Survey

Watershed/Flood Prevention

Watershed Planning



v, INCOME

Amount

*  $68,779
® 29,975
690

® 188
2,000
2,503
4,400

942

3 T4

$109,551,

Amount

S 125,
S 125,

SECURLTILES

Department of Agriculturc

Propgram Categdry

, 000 Food Stamp Bonus Coupons

, 000 Mational School Lunch Program

,000 Nonfood Assistance to Schools

,000 ' Other Food Stamp Programs

, 000 School Breakfast Program

, 000 Special Food Svc. Program for Children
, 000 Special Milk Program

, 000 Supp. Food -- VWomen, Infants & Children
,000 Admin. Expenses -- Food Stamp Program
000 ------ TOTAL

Department of Labor

Program Category
000 Food Stamp Assistance

000 -=---- TOTAL

V. LAW ENFORCEMENT AND JUSTICE

Amount

* §22,698,
$22,698,

VI. REVENUE

Amount:

$194,716,
$194,716,

VIL.NATIONAL

(Dollar

Department of Justice

Program Category

000 Grants [or LEAA
000 ------ TOTAL
SHARING

Department of the Treasury

Program Category

000 Fiscal Assistance to State and Local Governmer:

000 -=----- TOTAL

DEFENSE

amounts in this category not capable of being calculaced.)
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HEALTH

Department of Health, Education & Wellare

Amount

226,000
4,185,000

Propgram Catepory

Alcohol Demonstration Programs
Alcohol Formula Grants

($4,411,000 - SUB-TOTAL)

98,000
2,099,000
24,000
1,892,000

. Family Medicine - Training Grants

Family Medicine Projects
Family Planning Service - Training Grants
Follow Through

($4,113,000 - SUB-TOTAL)

15,000
497,000
981,000

1,374,000
251,000
83,000
976,000
595,000
348,000
5,675,000

248,000
1,257,000
1,211,000

210,000
5,693,000
5,593,000

(525,007,000 -

175,000
69,000
5,845,000
1,833,000
6,214,000
6,929,000
477,000

.Mental Health

Nurse Scientist Graduate Training Grants
Nurse Training Improvement - Special Projects
Nurse Traineeships

Nurse Capitation Grants

Nursing Scholarships

Nursing Schools Financial Distress

Nursing Student Loans

Professional Health Traineeships

Health Professions-Financial ‘Distress Grants
Health Professions Capitation Grants

Health Professions Scholarships

Health Professions Student Loan

Health Professions Special Projects

Health Professions Start-Up Asst.

Health Secrvice-Development and Projects
Health Services-R & E

SUB-TOTAL)

Mental Health - Hospital Staff Development Grarnt
Mental Health - Fellowships

Mental Health Training Grants

Mental Health - Children Secrvices

Mental Health Comm. Mental Health Centers
Rescarch Grants

Rescrve Manpower Fellowship Prog.

i

Mental Health

(21,542,000 - SUB-TOTAL)

106,000
690,000
688,000
, 814,000

(67,298,000

148,000

($148,000 -

Dirug Abuse Education

Drug, Abuse Prevention - Incentive Program
Alcohol, Drug Abuse and llental Health
Narcotic Addict Rehab.

SUB-TOTAL)
Migrant Health Grants

SUB-TOTAL) : =



VLILL.,  HLEALTH (Continucd)
Department of Health, Education & Welfare (cont'd)

Amount (cont'd) Program Category (cont'd)
S 124,000 Health Facilities Construction Grants
* 523,000 Mental Health - Hospital Improvement Grants

($647,000 - SUB-TOTAL)

S 5,626,000 Child Health Research
294,000 Maternal/Child Health Rescarch
3,863,000 ’ Maternal/Child Health Services

($9,783,000 - SUB-TOTAL)

§$72,949,000 ~---- TOTAL FOR I1.1E.W.






