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99tH CONGRESS
Ist Session HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES [ 99-97

NATIONAL FOUNDATION OF THE ARTS AND THE
HUMANITIES AMENDMENTS OF 1985

" May 15, 1985.—Corafhitted to thé Committee of the Whole House on the State of the

Union and ordered to be printed

Mr. Hawkins, from the Committee on Education and Labor,
submitted the following

REPORT
together with
SUPPLEMENTAL AND DISSENTING VIEWS

{To aécompany H.R. 2245]
[Including cost estimate of the Congressional Budget Office]

The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom was referred
the bill (H.R. 2245) to authorize appropriations for fiscal year 1986
for the National Endowment for the Arts and the National Endow-
ment for the Humanities, and for other purposes, having consid:
ered the same, report favorably thereon with an amendment and
recommended that the bill as amended do pass.

The amendment strikes out all after the enacting clause of the
bill and inserts a new text which appears in italic type in the re-
ported blll

BACkGROUND AND HisTory

‘BACKGROUND

The National Endowment for the Arts (NEA) provides funds and
services to non-profit orgnizations and individuals in dance, design
arts, folk arts, literature, media arts, museums, opera and musical
theater, theater and visual arts. The National Endowment for the
Humamtles (NEH) is the only federal agency dedicated to support-
ing the humanities, including elementary and secondary education,
colleges, universities, the media, museums, historical societies, li-
braries, individual scholarships, and community groups. —
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The Institute of Museum Services (IMS) provides general operat-
ing support and other grants to museums. It is the sole federal
source of support for such operating expenses as climate control,
lights, guards, etc. It provides support for living collections such as
zoos, botanical gardens, and natural history collections.

HISTORY

The. National Foundation on the Arts and the Humanities was
established in 1965, by P.L. '89-209. The original Act, the first of its
kind in our nation’s history, was thereafter amended in 1967 by
Public Law 90-83; in 1968 by Public Law 90-348; in 1970 by Public
Law 91-346; in 1973 by Public Law 93-133; in 1976 by Public Law
94-462 and Public Law 94-555; in 1980 by Public Law 96-496; and
in 1984 by Public Law 98-306. The 1965 legislation established the
National Foundation on the Arts and the Humanities and two of
its cooperating entities, the National Endowment for the Arts and
the National Endowment for the Humanities. Each Endowment
has a Chairman and Council, appointed by the President, to over-
see the awarding of grants. Most of the grants which the two En-
dowments: are authorized to make must be matched. The appoint-
ments of members of the National Council .on the Humanities and
the National Council on the Arts are subject to the advice and con-
sent of the Senate.

The Act also established the Federal Council on the Arts and the
Humanities which has responsibilities to coordinate, study, and
report on the state of the arts and humanities:

The Museum Services Act was first enacted as Title II of the
Arts, Humanities and Cultural Affairs Act of 1976 (Public Law 94-
462). The Act, was thereafter amended in 1980 by Public Law 96-
496 and in 1984 by Public Law 98-306. The Institute has a Director,
who, with policy direction from the National Museum Services

Board, administers the programs and oversees the awarding of

grants which the Institute is authorized to make. The Director and
members of the Board are appointed by the President and are sub-
ject to the advice and consent of the Senate.

LEGISLATIVE CONSIDERATION:

H.R. 2245 was introduced on April 25, 1985. The Subcommittee
on Select Education and the Subcommittee on Postsecondary Edu-
cation held joint hearings on H.R. 2245 on May 2, 1985. Members of
the subcommittees heard from the Chairs of the endowments, rep-
resentatives of the state arts agencies and humanities councils, and
individuals representing arts and humanities service organizations.
"The bill was discharged from the subcommittees and considered by
the Committee on: Education and Labor. On May 8, 1985, the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor ordered H.R. 2245 reported with an
amendment in the nature of a substitute by a vote of 27 to 1.

‘SUCCESSES

This year is the twentieth anniversary of the National Founda-
tion on the Arts and the Humanities. The Committee noted' the tre-
mendous success that the NEA, NEH, and the IMS in recent years
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has had in supporting an infrastructure of state and local activi-
ties, encouraging artists and scholars, supporting arts institutions:
-and museums, and acting as a catalyst for non-governmental expe-
ditures on the arts and the humanities which, in 1983, were esti-
mated at $4.08 billion. An important theme of the hearing was to
maintain the flexibility in these programs which have allowed
them to respond to the changing demographics of our population
and the growth of the arts and humanities in America. At the
hearing, witnesses associated NEA, NEH, and IMS'’s activities with
the increase in artists, the growth in audiences, and the expansion
of art agencies and institutions. They sought an ultimate five-year
reauthorization of the programs to allow for stability of planning
and to reiterate a strong federal commitment to the arts, human-
ities, and museums. -

'PROBLEMS

\/ In addition to indentifying NEA, NEH, and IMS's accomplish-

ments, the witnesses also identified some problems and some issues
for future consideration. Several recommendations were made to.
increase the flexibility of the programs including allowing states to
be recipients of Challenge and Treasury grants, granting NEH au-
thority to use funds for construction as well as renovation, and al-
lowing states to certify matching grants. Witnesses and committee
members also discussed the desirability for future reviewing of the
cultural priorities and direction of the Endowments, the peer review
system and grant accountability, and the ability of these programs
to meet future needs. Witnesses expressed the need for continued
and increasing federal support of these programs.

ONE-YEAR EXTENSION

‘The authorizations of NEA, NEH, and IMS expire on September
30, 1985. The Committee decided to reauthorize these programs for
a one-year period to provide the Committee with an opportunity to
conduct a more in-depth analysis of the functioning and future of
the NEA, NEH, and IMS during hearings which will include a va-
riety of groups and explore their concerns about NEA, NEH, and
IMS. These issues should be analyzed to determine: which, if any,
stem from: the legislation and ‘are thereby susceptible to a congres-
sional solution. The Committee also wants to ensure that these pro-
grams are as well able to serve the needs of the next twenty years
as they have the past twenty years. In so doing, the Committee
wanted .an opportunity to explore in greater detail current needs,
the appropriate federal role in this changing world, and future di-
rections; in. the arts and humanities—seeking additional ways to:
make these programs even more flexible.

AUTHORIZATION LEVEL

For FY 1985 these programs were authorized' at “such sums as
may be necessary”. In prior years, specific dollar amounts had been
authorized for NEA, NEH, and IMS in the legislation. The Commit-
tee decided for this year to continue the practice of authorizing at
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“such sums as may be necessary” and include for the first time the
administrative budgets of the Endowments.

_ ErrFEcTIVE DATE
This legislation is effective upon enactment.

CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE ESTIMATE

In compliance with clause 2(1X3)c) of rule XI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, the estimate prepared by the Congres-
sional Budget Office pursuant to section 403 of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, submitted prior to the filing of this report, is
set forth as follows:

U.S. CONGRESS,
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE,
Washington, D.C., May 9, 1985.
Hon. Aucustus F. HAWKINS,
Chairman, Committee on Education and Labor, U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, Washington, DC. .

DeEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The Congressional Budget Office has pre-
pared the attached cost estimate for H.R. 2245, the National Foun-
dation on the Arts and the Humanities Amendments of 1985, as or-
dered reported by the House Committee on Education and Labor
on May 8, 1985.

If you wish further details on this estimate, we will be pleased to
provide them.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,
JAMES BLum,
(For Rudolph G. Penner).

CoNGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE CosT ESTIMATE

1. Bill number: H.R. 2245.

2. Bill title: National Foundation on the Arts and the Human-
ities Amendments of 1985.

3. Bill status: As ordered reported by the House Committee on
Education and Labor on May 8, 1985.

4. Bill purpose: This bill authorizes appropriations for the Na-
tional Endowments for the Arts and the Humanities and the Insti-
tute of Museum Services in fiscal year 1986.

5. Estimated cost to the Federal Government:

[By fiscal years, in milfions of dollars]

1886 1987 1988 1989 1990

Nationa! Endowment for the Arts:

Estimated authorization level 171

Estimated outiays. 58 13
Nationa! Endowment for the Humanities -

Estimated authorization level 146

Estimated outiays 66 80
Imﬁtutedlmmm:

Estimated authorization level 3

1986 1987 1988 199 1990

Estimated outlays 21 2
Total estimated:
Authorization fevel 340

Total outlays 145 195

The costs of the bill fall within function 500.

Basis of estimate: This bill authorizes appropriations of such
sums as may be necessary for the National Endowments for the
Arts and the Humanities and the Institute of Museum Services in
fiscal year 1986. This estimate assumes the CBO baseline for the
authorization levels under the such sums language. The outlays are
based on historical spending patterns for these programs.

6. Estimated cost to state and local government: The National
Endowments for the Arts and Humanities provide grants to both
individuals- and institutions. Eligible institutions include schools,
museums, state and regional organizations, and state and local gov-
ernments. About 10 percent of the funds are grants to state and
local governments.

7. Estimate comparison: None.

8. Previous CBO estimate: None .

9. Estimate prepared by: Stacey Sheffrin.

10. Estimate approved by: C.G. Nuckols, (for James L. Blum, As-
sistant Director for Budget Analysis).

CoMMITTEE ESTIMATE

With reference to the statement required by clause 7(a)(1) of Rule
XIII of the Rules of the House of Representatives, the Committee
aogfz_ees with the estimate prepared by the Congressional Budget

ice.

INFLATIONARY IMPACT STATEMENT

With reference to the statement required by clause 2(1)(4) of Rule
XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives, the Committee ex-
pects that the enactment of H.R. 2245 will have no inflationary
impact on prices and costs in the operation of the national econo-
my. It is the judgment of the Committee that there is no inflation-
ary impact of this legislation as a component of the federal budget.

CommiTTeE FINDINGS

With reference to the statement required by clause 2(1(3)A) of
Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives regarding any
findings or recommendations pursuant to this Committee’s over-
sight reviews or studies, the Subcommittee on Select Education and
the Subcommittee on Postsecondary Education in recent years
have conducted oversight and legislative hearings on the NEA,
NEH and IMS. Testimony from many sources has confirmed the
value, both to individuals and to society, of these activities.
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OVERSIGHT REPORTS

With reference to the statement required by clause 2(1X3XD) of
Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Representatives, no oversight
findings or recommendations of the Committee on Government Op-
erations concerning the subject matter addressed by H.R. 2245
have been presented to this Committee.

SECTION-BY-SECTION ANALYSIS

SECTION 1

This section sets forth the short title of the bill as the “National
Foundation on the Arts and the Humanities Amendments of 1985”.

SECTION 2

Subsection (a) of Section 2 extends the authorization for fiscal
year 1986 at such sums as may be necessary for program grants to
the National Endowment for the Arts and the National Endow-
ment for the Humanities.

Subsection (b) of Section 2 extends the authorization for fiscal
year 1986 at such sums as may be necessary for Treasury and Chal-
lenge grant funds authorized to match non-federal funds for the
National Endowment for the Arts and the National Endowment for
the Humanities.

Subsection (c) of Section 2 extends the authorization for fiscal
year 1986 at such sums as may be necessary for the administrative
expenses of the National Endowments.

SECTION 3

This section extends the authorization for fiscal year 1986 at
such sums as may be necessary for the Institute of Museum Serv-
ices.

SECTION 4

This section contains technical amendments.

CHANGES IN ExisTING LAW MADE BY THE BiLL, AS REPORTED

In compliance with clause 3 of rule XIII of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill,
as reported, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omit-
ted is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italic,
existing law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman):

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES ACT OF
1965

[TITLE I-ENDOWMENTS FOR ARTS AND HUMANITIES]

SHORT TITLE

SectioN 1. This [title] Act may be cited as the “National Foun-
dation on the Arts and the Humanities Act of 1965”.

* * ] * * L *
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AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS .

Sec. 11. (a)1XA) For the purpose of carrying out section 5(¢),
there are authorized to be appropriated to the National Endow-
ment for the Arts [$115,500,000 for fiscal year 1981, $127,000,000
for fiscal year 1982, $140,000,000 for fiscal year 1983, $128,500,000
for fiscal year 1984, and] such sums as may be necessary for
[fiscal year 1985] the fiscal years 1985 and 1986. Of the sums so
appropriated for any fiscal year, not less than 20 per centum shall be
for carrying out section 5(g).

*® * * * » ] *

(B) For the purpose of carrying out section 7(c), there are author-
ized to be appropriated to the National Endowment for the Hu-
manities [$114,500,000 for fiscal year 1981, $126,000,000 for fiscal
year 1982, $138,500,000 for fiscal year 1983, $127,000,000 for fiscal
year 1984, and] such sums as may be necessary for [fiscal year
1985.] the fiscal years 1985 and 1986. Of the sums so appropriated
for any fiscal year, not less than 20 per centum shall be for carry-
ing out section T(f).

(2XA) There are authorized to be appropriated for each fiscal
year ending before October 1, [1985,] 1986, to the National En-
dowment for the Arts an amount equal to the sum of—

(i) the total amounts received by such Endowment under sec-
tion 10(aX2), including the value of property donated, be-
queathed, or devised to such Endowment; and

(ii) the total amounts received by the grantees of such En-
dowment from non-Federal sources, including the value of
property donated, bequeathed, or devised to such grantees, for
use in carrying out projects and other activities under para-
graph (1) through paragraph (5) of section 5(c);

except that the amounts so appropriated to the National Endow-
ment for the Arts shall not exceed [$18,500,000 for fiscal year
1981, $18,500,000 for fiscal year 1982, $18,500,000 for fiscal year
1983, $10,000,000 for fiscal year 1984, and] such sums as may be
necessary for [fiscal year 1985.] the fiscal years 1985 and 1986.

(B) There are authorized to be appropriated for each fiscal year
ending before October 1, [1985,] 1986, to the National Endowment
for the Humanities an amount equal to the sum of—

(i) the total amounts received by such Endowment under sec-
tion 10(a}2), including the value of property donated, be-
queathed, or devised to such Endowment; and

(ii) the total amounts received by the grantees of such En-
dowment from non-Federal sources, including the value of
property donated, bequeathed, or devised to such grantees, for
use in carrying out activities under paragraph (1) through
paragraph (7) of section 7(c);

except that the amounts so appropriated to the National Endow-
ment for the Humanities shall not exceed [$12,500,000 for fiscal
year 1981, $14,000,000 for fiscal year 1982, $15,000,000 for fiscal
year 1983, $11,500,000 for fiscal year 1984, and] such sums as may
be necessary for [fiscal year 1985.] the fiscal years 1985 and 1986.
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(3XA) There are authorized to be appropriated for .each fiscal
year ending before October 1, {1985,;{] 1986, to the National En-
dowment for the Arts an amount equal to the sum of—

(i) the total amounts received by such Endowment, including
the value of property donated, bequeathed, or devised to such
Endowment, for the purposes set forth in section 5(1)X1) pursu-
ant to the authority of section 10(a)(2); and
- (i) the total amounts received by the grantees of such: En-
dowment from non-Federal sources, including the value of
property donated, bequeathed, or devised to such graritees, for
use in carrying out activities: under subparagraph /(A) through
subparagraph (F) of section 5(1)(1);

except that the amounts so appropriated to such Endowment shalll
not exceed [$27,000,000 for fiscal year 1981, $30,000,000 for fiscal
year 1982, $32.500,000: for fiscal year 1983, $28,000,000 for fiscal
year 1984, :and] such sums as may be necessary for [fiscal year
1985.7| the fiscal years 1985 and 1946. ,

(B) There are authorized to be appropriated for each fiscal year
ending before October 1, [1985,] 1986, to the National Endowment
for the Humanities an amount equal to the sum of—

(i) the total amounts received by such Endowment, including
the value of property donated, bequeathed, or devised to:such
Endowment, for the purposes set forth in section 7(h)(1) pursu-
ant to the authority of section 10(a)(2); and

(i) the total amounts received by the grantees of such En-

dowment from non-Federal sources, including the value of

property donated, bequeathed, or devised to such grantees, for
use in carrying out activities under subparagraph (A) through
'subparagraph (F) of section 7(h)1);
except that the amounts so appropriated to such Endowment shall
not exceed [[$30:000,000 for fiscal year 1981, $33;000,000 for fiscal
year 1982, $36,000,000 for fiscal year 1983, $20,000,000 for fiscal
year 1984, and] such sums as may be necessary for [fiscal year
1985.] the fiscal years 1985 and 1986. '

»* * x * * * *

(c)1) There are authorized to be appropriated to the National En-
dowment for the Arts [$14,000,000 for fiscal year 1981, $15,000,000
for fiscal year 1982, $16,000:000 for fiscal year 1983, $17,000,000 for
fiscal year 1984, and] $18,000,000 for fiscal year 1985, and such
sums:-‘as: may ‘be necessary for fiscal year 1986, to administer the
provisions of this Act, or any other program: for which the Chair-
man of the National Endowment for the Arts is responsible, includ-
ing not to exceed $35,000 for each such fiscal year for official recep-
tion and representation expenses. The total amount which may be
obligated or expended for such expenses for any fiscal year through
the use of appropriated funds or any other source of funds shall not
exceed $35,000: _ '

(2) There are authorized to be appropriated to the National En-
dowment for the Humanities [$13,000,000 for fiscal year 1981,
$14,500,000 for fiscal year 1982, $15,500,000 for fiscal year 1983,
$16,500,000 for fiscal year 1984, and] $17,500;000 for fiscal year
1985, and such sums as may be necessary for ﬁ’iscal_ year 1986, to ad-
minister the provisions of this Act, or any other program for which
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the Chairman of the National Endowment for the Humanities is
responsible, including not to exceed $35,000 for each such fiscal
year for official reception and representation expenses. The total

amount. which may be oligated or expended. for such expenses for
any fiscal year through the use of appropriated funds or any other
source of funds shall not exceed $35,000. :

L3 - L] [ * * »

(d) No grant shall be made [under this title] to a workshop

(other than a workshop conducted by a school, college; or universi-

ty) for a production for which direct or indirect admission charge is
asked'if the proceeds, after deducting reasonable costs, are used for
purposes other than assisting the grantee to develop high stand-
ards of artistic excellence or encourage greater appreciation of the

arts.and humanities by our citizens.

‘SectioN 209 oF THE MUSEUM SERVICES ACT
AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

Sec. 209. (A) For the purpose of making grants under section
206(A), there are authorized to be appropriated [$25,000,000 for
fiscal year 1981, $30,000,000 for fiscal year 1982; $35,000,000 for fiscal
year 1983, $20,150,000 for fiscal year 1984, and] such sums as:mayibe
necessary for [fiscal year 1985.] the fiscal years 1985 and 1986.

L L] ] kX £ ] 2



SUPPLEMENTAL VIEWS ON H.R. 2245

We support the one-year extension of the National Endowment
fo; the .Arts and the National Endowment for the Humanities con-
tained in H.R. 2245, the National Foundation on the Arts and Hu-
manities Amendments of 1985. The Federal Endowment funds
function as a catalyst to generate significant amounts of non-feder-
al support for the arts and humanities. In order to receive federal
funding, applicants must demonstrate or ensure one non-federal
dollar for each federal dollar received. In addition, in some Endow-
ment programs the matching requirement is higher. For example,
to participate in the Challenge Grant Program, an applicant must
ensure $3 non-federal dollars for each Challenge dollar received.

Over their 20 year history the Endowments programs have
proven cost-efficient, reflecting an appropriate federal role in the
arts and the humanities. One concern we would like to raise in
regard to thq Endowments in H.R. 2245, is the failure to set specif-
ic authorization ceilings for FY 1986. An amendment was offered to
cap the FY 1986 authorization ceilings at the FY 1985 appropria-
tion levels. The amendment was not adopted, thus “such sums” in
H.R. 2245 is the only direction provided to the Budget and Appro-
priations Committees.

Some of us have a second concern about H.R. 2245. While we
strongly endorse public support, specifically federal support for our
museums through the National Endowment for the Arts and the
Nat_lonal'Endowment for the Humanities, there appears to be little
justification for the Institute of Museum Services (IMS), an inde-
pendent federal agency that provides general operating support to
museums, support which represents only 2% of the operating budg-
etsAof museums.

n amendment was offered during the Full Committee mark-u
of H.R. 2245 to phase out IMS by the end of FY 1986, Messrs. Gooé)-
ling, Coleman, Roukema, Gunderson; Bartlett, Chandler, McKer-
nan, and Armey supported the amendment, but it was defeated.

The current economic climate requires us to make difficult
choices. Although, we may have varied views on some issues relat-
ed to the arts and humanities, we are unanimous in our commit-
ment to a one-year freeze on spending for these programs. It is es-
sential that such a freeze be adopted. An amendment to authorize
at_freeze at FY 1985 levels will be offered during floor consider-
ation.

STEVE BARTLETT.
BiLL GOODLING.
STEVE GUNDERSON.
Jack McKERNAN, Jr.
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SUPPLEMENTAL VIEWS ON H.R. 2245

Although we support the reauthorization of the National Endow-
ment for the Arts and Humanities, we regret to say that it is with
?olxge reluctance that we support H.R. 2245. Our concerns are two-
old.

First, H.R. 2245 provides for a one year rather than five year re-
authorization of the programs. On Thursday, May 2, 1985 a joint
hearing of the Subcommittee on Select Education and Postsecond-
ary Education was held to discuss reauthorization of the National
Endowment for the Arts and Humanities. At the hearing we heard
testimony from Frank Hodsoll, Chairman of the National Endow-
ment for the Arts, John Agresto, Acting Chairman of the National
Endowment for the Humanities and various representatives from
the art and humanities communities. Without exception, the wit-
nesses before us recommended that the Congress renew the author-
ization of programs under the National Endowment for the Arts
and Humanities for five fiscal years, with relatively few minor and
technical changes to the Act.

In 1965, Congress wisely enacted a statute that has allowed these
agencies the necessary flexibility to serve the needs of the arts and
humanities disciplines. The reauthorizations which have followed
have consisted of relatively minor revisions to the Act. It is our
view, as well as the consensus position of the Administration and
the arts and humanities communities that the current legislation
in its present form, works well and is not in need of substantive
revision. Therefore, we believe that this Committee should reau-
thorize the National Endowment for the Arts and Humanities for
not one year as set forth in H.R. 2245, but follow the long standing
tradition of a five year reauthorization.

Secondly, we are concerned that H.R. 2245 fails to provide for au-
thorization ceilings for FY 1985, instead providing a “guch sums”
authorization. We believe that is the responsibility of this Commit-
tee to provide leadership and direction in the appropriations proc-
ess by including reasonable authorization levels.

It is our hope that the Committee will conduct hearings over the
next few months and move expediently to produce legislation
which would reauthorize the National Endowment for the Arts and
Humanities for five years by the time the current authorizing legis-
lation expires. This year marks the 20th Anniversary of the estab-
lishment of the Endowment. The Federal government has been an
important and constructive presence in financing arts and human-
ities in this country. We believe that Congress should send a clear
signal of support for these programs by reauthorizing them for five
years.

Tom COLEMAN.
JiM JEFFORDS.
PauL B. HENRY.

a1



DISSENTING VIEW OF RICHARD ARMEY

The authorization for the National Endowment for the Arts, and.
the National Endowment for the Humnanities as reported by the
full committee, not only provides a perfect exarnple of why Wwe
cannot control our federal budget, but also sliggests that we are not
serious about making sure those various programs operate in a le-
gitimate, or indeed; respectable manner.

The NEA has serious administrative flaws. Chief among them
are the methods in which grants are given. In too many instances,
grants have been given to NEA board members, close friends of
board members, and others within a very close kit circle. The
NEA admits that it has taken no strong action to insure that this
practice is discontinued. This practice is not only unethical, biit it
prohibits worthy artists from receiving funds. The NEA adminis-

tration is typical of the arrogance with which these agencies opet-

ate, expressing no concern that taxpayers’ money is being misused.
Furthermore, the National Endowment for thé Arts has provided
grants for poetry, stories, and other writing that is extremely por-
nographic in nature. )
As [ pomted out in committee mark-up, the pomography that

by NEA is far worse than anything found even in ‘the most explicit
of the “sex” magazines sold t,oday “Becausé of these abuses, I think
it is appropriate that we at least “freeze” funding at FY 85 levels,
and I would prefer a cut of 5% to 10% to voice Congress’ displeas:
ure with NEA’s funding ‘practices.

Instead the committee voted to authorize “such sums as may be
provide for longer than a simple one year extension. When a com-
mittee refuses to limit funding for a program that is certainly not

one of the highest priorities of the.federal goverhment, and then

refuses to be concerned about abuses in that program, it makes a
strong statément that this committee is not serious about getting
the budget under control.

Dick ArMEY.
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