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commence at 4:30 p.m., Eastern
Standard Time, and will continue until
the conclusion of the Committee’s
agenda.
LOCATION: F. William McCalpin
Conference Center, Legal Services
Corporation Headquarters Building,
3333 K Street, NW., Washington, DC
20007.
PUBLIC OBSERVATION: Members of the
public who are unable to attend but
wish to listen to the public proceedings
may do so by following the telephone
call-in directions provided below but
are asked to keep their telephones
muted to eliminate background noises.
From time to time the presiding Chair
may solicit comments from the public.
CALL-IN DIRECTIONS FOR OPEN SESSIONS:
• Call toll-free number: 1 (866) 451–
4981;
• When prompted, enter the
following numeric pass code:
5907707348
• When connected to the call, please
immediately ‘‘MUTE’’ your telephone.
STATUS OF MEETING: Open.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 1. Approval
of Agenda.
2. Approval of minutes of the
Committee’s meeting of January 20,
2012.
3. Discussion of the LSC President’s
self-evaluation for 2011.
4. Discussion of Committee members’
self-evaluations for 2011 and the
Committee’s goals for 2012.
5. Public comment.
6. Consider and act on other business.
7. Consider and act on adjournment of
meeting.
CONTACT PERSON FOR INFORMATION:
Katherine Ward, Executive Assistant to
the Vice President & General Counsel, at
(202) 295–1500. Questions may be sent
by electronic mail to
FR_NOTICE_QUESTIONS@lsc.gov.
ACCESSIBILITY: LSC complies with the
American’s with Disabilities Act and
Section 504 of the 1973 Rehabilitation
Act. Upon request, meeting notices and
materials will be made available in
alternative formats to accommodate
individuals with disabilities.
Individuals who need other
accommodations due to disability in
order to attend the meeting in person or
telephonically should contact Katherine
Ward, at (202) 295–1500 or
FR_NOTICE_QUESTIONS@lsc.gov, at
least 2 business days in advance of the
meeting. If a request is made without
advance notice, LSC will make every
effort to accommodate the request but
cannot guarantee that all requests can be
fulfilled.
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Dated: February 6, 2012.
Victor M. Fortuno,
Vice President & General Counsel.
[FR Doc. 2012–3032 Filed 2–6–12; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 7050–01–P

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET
2011 Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act
Annual Report
Office of Management and
Budget (OMB).
ACTION: Notice.
AGENCY:

This report is being published
as required by the Statutory Pay-AsYou-Go (PAYGO) Act of 2010, 2 U.S.C.
931 et seq. The Act requires that OMB
issue (1) an annual report as specified
in 2 U.S.C. 934(a) and (2) a
sequestration order, if necessary.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patrick Locke. (202) 395–3945.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
report and additional information about
the PAYGO Act can be found at
http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/
paygo_default.
SUMMARY:

Authority: 2 U.S.C. 934.
David Rowe,
Deputy Assistant Director for Budget.

This Report is being published
pursuant to section 5 of the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go (PAYGO) Act of 2010,
Public Law 111–139, 124 Stat. 8, 2
U.S.C. 934, which requires that OMB
issue an annual PAYGO report,
including a sequestration order if
necessary, within 14 working days after
the end of a Congressional session.
This Report describes the budgetary
effects of all legislation enacted during
the first session of the 112th Congress
and presents the 5-year and 10-year
PAYGO scorecards maintained by OMB.
Because neither the 5-year nor 10-year
scorecard shows a debit for the budget
year, which for purposes of this Report
is fiscal year 2012,1 a sequestration
order under subsection 5(b) of the
PAYGO Act, 2 U.S.C. 934(b), is not
necessary.
There was no legislation designated as
emergency legislation under section 4(g)
of the PAYGO Act, 2 U.S.C. 933(g)
enacted during the first session of the
112th Congress. In addition, the
scorecards include no current policy
adjustments made under section 4(c) of
the PAYGO Act, 2 U.S.C. 933(c), for
legislation enacted during the first
session of the 112th Congress. For these
1 References to years on the PAYGO scorecards
are to fiscal years.
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reasons, the Report does not contain any
information about emergency legislation
or a description of any current policy
adjustments.
I. PAYGO Legislation With Budgetary
Effects
PAYGO legislation is authorizing
legislation that affects direct spending
or revenues; and appropriations
legislation that affects direct spending
in the years beyond the budget year or
affects revenues in any year.2 For a more
complete description of the Statutory
PAYGO Act, see the OMB Web site,
http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/
paygo_description, and Chapter 14,
‘‘Budget Process,’’ of the Analytical
Perspectives volume of the 2012 Budget,
http://www.gpoaccess.gov/usbudget/
fy12/index.html.
The 5-year PAYGO scorecard shows
that PAYGO legislation enacted in the
first session of the 112th Congress was
estimated to have PAYGO budgetary
effects that increase the deficit by
$1,880 million each year from 2012
through 2016. 3 However, balances
carried over from the second session of
the 111th Congress result in net savings
being shown on the 5-year scorecard for
years 2012 through 2015. The 10-year
PAYGO scorecard shows that PAYGO
legislation for this session of Congress
decreased the deficit by $710 million
each year from 2012 through 2021.
Balances from the prior session further
increase the savings in years 2012
through 2020.
In the first session of the 112th
Congress, 33 laws were enacted that
were determined to constitute PAYGO
legislation. Of the 33 enacted PAYGO
laws, 6 were estimated to have PAYGO
budgetary effects (costs or savings) in
excess of $500 million over one or both
of the 5-year or 10-year PAYGO
windows. These acts were:
2 Provisions in appropriations acts that affect
budget authority for direct spending in the years
beyond the budget year (also known as ‘‘outyears’’)
or affect revenues in any year are scorable for the
purposes of the PAYGO scorecards except if the
provisions produce outlay changes that net to zero
over the current year, budget year, and the four
subsequent years. As specified in section 3 of the
Statutory PAYGO Act, off-budget effects are not
counted as budgetary effects. Off-budget effects
refer to effects on the Social Security trust funds
(Old-Age and Survivors Insurance and Disability
Insurance) and the Postal Service.
3 As provided in section 4(d) of the PAYGO Act,
2 U.S.C. 933(d), budgetary effects on the PAYGO
scorecards are based on Congressional estimates for
bills including a reference to a Congressional
estimate in the Congressional Record, and for which
such a reference is indeed present in the Record.
Absent such a Congressional cost estimate, OMB is
required to use its own estimate for the scorecard.
No bill enacted during the first session of the 112th
Congress had such a Congressional estimate and
therefore OMB was required to provide an estimate
for all PAYGO laws enacted during the session.
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• Comprehensive 1099 Taxpayer
Protection and Repayment of Exchange
Subsidy Overpayments Act of 2011,
Public Law 112–9;
• Department of Defense and FullYear Continuing Appropriations Act,
2011, Public Law 112–10;
• Budget Control Act of 2011, Public
Law 112–25;
• An Act to Extend the Generalized
System of Preferences, and for other
purposes, Public Law 112–40;
• An Act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the
imposition of 3 percent withholding on
certain payments made to vendors by
government entities, to modify the
calculation of modified adjusted gross
income for purposes of determining
eligibility for certain healthcare-related
programs, and for other purposes,
Public Law 112–56; and
• Consolidated Appropriations Act,
2012, Public Law 112–74.
In addition, 10 laws were enacted that
were estimated to have PAYGO
budgetary effects (costs or savings)
greater than zero but less than $500
million over one or both of the 5-year
or 10-year PAYGO windows. These acts
were:
• Restoring GI Bill Fairness Act of
2011, Public Law 112–26;
• Leahy-Smith America Invents Act,
Public Law 112–29;
• Continuing Appropriations Act,
2012, Public Law 112–33;
• Child and Family Services
Improvement and Innovation Act,
Public Law 112–34;
• Veterans Health Care Facilities
Capital Improvement Act of 2011,
Public Law 112–37;
• United States-Korea Free Trade
Agreement Implementation Act, Public
Law 112–41;
• United States-Colombia Trade
Promotion Agreement Implementation
Act, Public Law 112–42;

• United States-Panama Trade
Promotion Agreement Act, Public Law
112–43;
• Consolidated and Further
Continuing Appropriations Act, 2012,
Public Law 112–55; and
• National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2012, Public Law 112–
81.
Finally, in addition to the laws
identified above, 17 laws enacted in the
first session were estimated to have
negligible budgetary effects. The
budgetary effects of these laws were
estimated to fall below $500,000 in each
year and in the aggregate from 2012
through 2021.
II. Budgetary Effects Excluded From the
Scorecard Balances
One law enacted in the first session of
the 112th Congress had estimated
budgetary effects on direct spending and
revenues that were not included in the
calculations for the PAYGO scorecards
due to an exclusion required by law.
Section 512 of Public Law 112–78, the
Temporary Payroll Tax Cut
Continuation Act of 2011, provides that
‘‘[t]he budgetary effects of this Act shall
not be entered on either PAYGO
scorecard maintained pursuant to
section 4(d) of the Statutory Pay-AsYou-Go Act of 2010.’’ For this reason,
the budgetary effects of this law were
not included in the PAYGO scorecards.4
III. The Budget Control Act
The Budget Control Act of 2011
(BCA), Public Law 112–25, made
changes in higher education programs,
set limits on future discretionary
spending, provided for increases in the
statutory limit on Federal debt, and
created a process for enacting further
deficit reduction. The PAYGO effects
shown on the scorecard for the BCA are
limited to those effects due to changes
made to higher education programs. In

setting limits on total annual
discretionary appropriations,5 for the
years 2012 through 2021, the BCA
established enforcement mechanisms on
discretionary spending to ensure that
those limits would not be breached.
Because the discretionary caps and the
related enforcement provisions applied
only to future levels of discretionary
appropriations and did not affect
appropriations already enacted, these
provisions of the BCA were determined
not to have budgetary effects under the
PAYGO Act. The BCA also established
a process for achieving at least $1.2
trillion in deficit reduction over the
2012 to 2021 period, backed by
automatic measures for achieving the
$1.2 trillion in deficit reduction in the
event that the process did not produce
deficit reduction of at least that amount.
The process involved the establishment
of a joint House and Senate committee,
the ‘‘Joint Select Committee on Deficit
Reduction,’’ and the enactment of a bill
recommended by the Joint Committee
by January 15, 2012. The automatic
measures involved sequestration of
discretionary spending for 2013,
reductions to the discretionary spending
caps for 2014 through 2021, and a
sequestration of non-exempt direct
spending accounts beginning in 2013.
The automatic measures to enforce
deficit reduction pursuant to the Joint
Committee process—which were
designed to influence future
Congressional action, rather than to
change authorizations for specific direct
spending programs or to change the
level or purpose of enacted
discretionary appropriations—were
determined, for scoring purposes, to be
enforcement measures and therefore
were not included in the entry for the
BCA on the PAYGO scorecards.
IV. PAYGO Scorecards

STATUTORY PAY-AS-YOU-GO SCORECARDS
[In millions of dollars; negative amounts portray decreases in deficits]
2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

2020

2021

¥2,685

¥7,118

¥929

¥2,840

¥2,867

¥4,791

¥5,071

9,399

................

................

................

................

Net PAYGO
Impact ....................................

83

3,836

12,432

2,852

Totals .............................

................

................

................

1,880

1,880

1,880

1,880

1,880

1,880

¥11,035

¥11,035

¥11,035

¥11,035

¥11,035

0

2011–2016

2011–2021

¥7,099
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Five-year PAYGO
Scorecard
Current Congressional session ....................................
Balances from prior session

4 If this law had been entered on the scorecard,
the budgetary effects of the law included in the
scorecard totals would have been reduced by a
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current policy adjustment for the bill’s provisions
relating to the Medicare physician payments under
the Sustainable Growth Rate system.
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................

................

................

5 Discretionary spending is spending controlled
by annual appropriations acts.
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STATUTORY PAY-AS-YOU-GO SCORECARDS—Continued
[In millions of dollars; negative amounts portray decreases in deficits]

Total, five-year scorecard .............................
Ten-year PAYGO Scorecard
Current Congressional session ....................................
Balances from prior session
Total, ten-year scorecard

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

¥9,155

¥9,155

¥9,155

¥9,155

¥9,155

¥710
¥6,371

¥710
¥6,371

¥710
¥6,371

¥710
¥6,371

¥7,081

¥7,081

¥7,081

¥7,081

The total net budgetary effects of all
PAYGO legislation enacted during the
first session of the 112th Congress are
shown on the line labeled ‘‘net PAYGO
impact’’ in the above table. The total
five-year net impact was a cost of $9,399
million which is averaged over the years
2012 to 2016 on the 5-year PAYGO
scorecard, resulting in a cost of $1,880
million in each year. Savings carried
over from the prior session of the
Congress more than offset these costs,
resulting in a savings of $9,155 million
each year in 2012 through 2015. The
five-year PAYGO window extended
only through 2015 in the last session of
the prior Congress so, there were no
five-year savings to carry over into 2016.
The total 10-year net impact of
legislation enacted during the first
session of the 112th Congress was a
savings of $7,099 million. The 10-year
PAYGO scorecard shows the total net
impact averaged over the 10-year
period, resulting in $710 million in
savings every year. Balances from the
prior session increase the savings in
years 2012 through 2020 to $7,081
million.
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V. Sequestration Order
As shown on the scorecards, the
budgetary effects of PAYGO legislation
enacted in the first session of the 112th
Congress, combined with the balances
left on the scorecard from the previous
session of Congress, resulted in net
savings on both the 5-year and the 10year scorecard in the budget year, which
is 2012 for the purposes of this Report.
Because the costs for the budget year, as
shown on the scorecards, do not exceed
savings for the budget year, there is no
‘‘debit’’ on either scorecard under
section 3 of the PAYGO Act, 2 U.S.C.
932, and there is no need for a
sequestration order.
The savings shown on the scorecards
for 2012 will be removed from the
scorecards that are used to record the
budgetary effects of PAYGO legislation
enacted in the second session of the
112th Congress. The totals shown in
2013 through 2021 will remain on the
scorecards and will be used in
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2016

2017

2018

2019

2020

2021

1,880

................

................

................

................

................

¥710
¥6,371

¥710
¥6,371

¥710
¥6,371

¥710
¥6,371

¥710
¥6,371

¥710
¥6,371

¥710
0

¥7,081

¥7,081

¥7,081

¥7,081

¥7,081

¥7,081

¥710

determining whether a sequestration
order will be necessary at the end of
future sessions of the Congress.
[FR Doc. 2012–1871 Filed 2–7–12; 8:45 am]

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION
[NRC–2012–0033; Docket No. 55–33166;
License No. OP–31438; IA–11–061]

BILLING CODE P

In the Matter of Edward G. Johnson;
Confirmatory Order (Effective
Immediately)
NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT
CORPORATION
Notice of Sunshine Act Meeting; Audit
Committee of the Board of Directors
11:30 a.m., Thursday,
February 9, 2012.

TIME AND DATE:

1325 G Street NW., Suite 800,
Boardroom, Washington, DC 20005.

PLACE:

STATUS:

Open.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:

Erica Hall, Assistant Corporate Secretary
(202) 220–2376; ehall@nw.org.
AGENDA:

I. CALL TO ORDER
II. External Auditor’s Presentation
III. Executive Session with External
Auditors
IV. Executive Session with Internal
Audit Director
V. Executive Session Related to Pending
Litigation
VI. Internal Audit Report with
Management’s Response
VII. Internal Audit Status Reports
VIII. National Foreclosure Mitigation
Counseling (NFMC)/Emergency
Homeowners Loan Program (EHLP)
Update
IX. OHTS Watch List
X. Adjournment
Erica Hall,
Assistant Corporate Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2012–3064 Filed 2–6–12; 4:15 pm]
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I
Mr. Edward G. Johnson is the holder
of Reactor Operator License No. OP–
31438 issued by the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (NRC or
Commission) pursuant to the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the
Energy Reorganization Act of 1974, as
amended (Public Law 93–438), effective
July 18, 2008. The license authorizes
Mr. Johnson to manipulate the controls
of the Palisades Nuclear Plant, Facility
License No. DPR–20.
This Confirmatory Order is the result
of an agreement reached during an
Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR)
mediation session conducted on
December 20, 2011.
II
On December 7, 2010, the NRC Office
of Investigations (OI) initiated an
investigation (OI Case No. 3–2011–003)
associated with Mr. Johnson’s apparent
violation of procedure requirements as
an at-the-controls reactor operator at the
Palisades Nuclear Plant, by removing
himself from his watch standing
responsibilities without proper turnover
and approval from the Control Room
Supervisor on October 23, 2010. Entergy
Nuclear Operations, Inc. (Entergy) is the
facility licensee for the Palisades
Nuclear Plant.
Based on the results of the OI
investigation, the NRC identified one
apparent violation. The apparent
violation involved Mr. Johnson, as an atthe-controls reactor operator, leaving the
at-the-controls area of the Control Room
without providing a turnover to a
qualified individual and obtaining
permission from the Control Room
Supervisor. Mr. Johnson’s actions were
contrary to Palisades Technical
Specification 5.4.1.a, as implemented
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