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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES-Monday, May 19, 1997 
The House met at 2 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem­
pore [Mr. PEASE]. 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be­
fore the House the following commu­
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
May 19, 1997. 

I hereby designate the Honorable EDWARD 
A. PEASE to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

NEWT GINGRICH, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, Reverend James David 

Ford, D.D., offered the following pray­
er: 

We pray, graciOus God, that in all 
our relationships and in our efforts to 
improve the quality of life for every 
person, we would be impatient with in­
justice but patient with each other. 
Help us never to lose our zeal for right­
ing the wrongs that trouble our land 
nor weakening our desire to help the 
neediest among us. While we may differ 
in our paths to achieving justice, may 
we never fade in our respect for each 
other. Unite us , 0 God, in our common 
goals so that justice will flow down as 
waters and righteousness like an 
everflowing stream. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day 's proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I , the Jour­
nal stands approved. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore . Will the 

gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WOLF] 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. WOLF led the Pledge of Alle­
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub­
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible , with liberty and justice for all. 

MOST-FAVORED TRADING STATUS 
FOR CHINA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker's announced policy of Jan-

uary 7, 1997, the gentleman from Vir­
ginia [Mr. WOLF] is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major­
ity leader. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
bring to the attention of the body and 
of all Members an issue with regard to 
most-favored-nation trading status, 
and we just got a call from the White 
House saying that the President in 
what he called the opening firing shot 
is expected to announce today that 
they will renew favorable trade bene­
fits for China, most-favored-nation 
trading status for China. 

Mr. Speaker, over the weekend I hap­
pened to have the opportunity, some­
body gave me the film that was put out 
by the Boeing Co. showing their lob­
bying effort on this whole issue of 
MFN. After watching the film I was 
somewhat sickened to see that all the 
emphasis was on the question of dollars 
and selling things and no emphasis, not 
even a little bit, on the question of 
human rights and religious freedom. So 
today I am sending a letter, and I am 
going to read the letter that I am send­
ing to the chairman and chief execu­
tive of the Boeing Corp. , Mr. Philip 
Condit with regard to after watching 
the film that they are promoting 
around the country in support of MFN, 
and here is the letter that I am sending 
to Mr. Condit today. 

" Dear Mr. Condit, I recently watched 
the Boeing video series on China which 
portrays the long and profitable rela­
tionship that your company has devel­
oped with the Chinese. As one who has, 
for years, been concerned about re­
pressed people in countries around the 
world; from Romania to Russia, China, 
East Timor and others, urging their 
governments to adopt a policy of basic 
regard for human rights and individual 
freedom, I respectfully wish to com­
ment on what I saw in the video. 

"I mean no personal criticism in any 
of my comments. I strongly believe 
that you are a good and decent person 
as are your board members and top 
management. My purpose is not to con­
demn but only to present to you a dif­
ferent view of this issue-a look 
through the eyes of someone with a dif­
ferent perspective. 

" As I watched in the video ," put out 
by the Boeing Corp., " some of the 
meetings and events which included 
Premier Li Peng, it was hard for me to 
forget that it was he, " Li Peng, " who 
ordered the 1989 brutal crackdown and 
arrest of the dissident students at 
Tiananmen Square , some of whom are 
imprisoned still today. " 

Parenthetically, I visited Beijing 
Prison No. 1 where I saw 40 Tiananmen 
Square demonstrators who were ar­
rested by Mr. Peng who are still in jail 
working on socks which were meant for 
export to the United States. I wondered 
if anyone from Boeing thought about 
that. 

As I watched former Secretary of 
State Kissinger in the film; Mr. Kis­
singer is speaking to a Chinese group 
in the film, " As I watched former Sec­
retary of State Kissinger address the 
group and observe that America's 'na­
tional style ' has a missionary aspect of 
which he did not favor , I thought he 
was, in a sense, apologizing for or even 
diminishing our Nation's zeal to secure 
basic human rights and freedoms for 
all men and women-to come to the de­
fense of the little guy. Perhaps I mis­
interpreted his remarks, but that is 
how they seemed to me. And I won­
dered if he or others listening remem­
bered the Chinese Government 's organ 
transplant program where prisoners 
are executed and their healthy organs 
are harvested for sale even before the 
bodies have time to cool. 

" During the cruise down the Yangtze 
River, " in the video again, " did anyone 
remember the Catholic bishops and 
priests imprisoned for decades simply 
for living their religion? Do you sup­
pose the Chinese Government policy of 
slamming shut the doors of house 
churches came to mind? You do know 
that house churches crop up because 
free and open worship is banned. People 
come together to worship in secret be­
cause there is no other way. 

" Was Harry Wu's name mentioned? 
Jailed for 17 years for exposing China's 
terrible human rights record, Mr. Wu 
was tossed out of the country. Later, as 
a U.S. citizen traveling on a U.S. pass­
port, he was again jailed on specious 
charges. Was there concern over how 
American citizens can be treated by 
the Chinese Government-much less 
their own people?'' 

And watching the video put out by 
Boeing, I note that there was a note of 
pride in Boeing's relating its com­
pany's efforts working with Li Peng, 
again who was the butcher of Beijing 
and his regime in securing 1996 most­
favored-nation trading status for 
China. 

" Could one sense a rush of confidence 
in the air as Boeing's plans for dealing 
with the new administration and the 
new Congress to again prevail on the 
question of 1997 MFN were unveiled. 

OThis symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 01407 is 2:07 p.m. 

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor . 
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" I personally, " Mr. Condit , " looked 
in vain for even a hint of embarrass­
ment as your spokesman talked of Boe­
ing, in order to bury those in the China 
MFN debate who wonder about human 
rights, again signing on with the same 
folks who tried to sell assault weapons 
and even shoulder held missiles to LA 
street gangs. 

''And as Boeing informed the video 
audience ," which was quite shocking 
when they said, and I quote, 737 's , 
" when their 737's, 747 's, 757's and 767's 
flew to China, they were just 'coming 
home,' because so much of each plane 
had been manufactured there, was I the 
only one who wondered about the 
American men and women-moms and 
dads-who no longer have a job and 
about the additional jobs that are 
going to be lost in the United States? 

" I think it is good that Boeing has 
developed such a solid and profitable 
relationship with China. It certainly 
offers you an opportunity to address 
the concerns of the American people­
indeed the concerns of all freedom lov­
ing people around the globe-in your 
meetings and gatherings with the Chi­
nese. And I wonder, is there not an ob­
ligation for those of you who run Boe­
ing to think about these things, and 
maybe to speak out? 

" If, as so many who favor most-fa­
vored-nation trading status for China 
argue , free trade provides a forum for 
dialog and discussion for them to learn 
about democracy, self-determination 
and freedom, who is to conduct the dia­
log and discussion if not those involved 
in the trade?" 

That is Boeing. 
" Reasonable men and women can dif­

fer over issues. My wish here has been 
to present a differing perspective for 
your consideration." 

And then I close with this request , 
and, Mr. Condit, " In our own country, " 
Mr. Condit, " as you drive past a 
church, I hope you will think about the 
Chinese Catholic bishops and priests 
and Protestant pastors who have been 
in prison and tortured for their faith. 
When you drive by a mosque , think 
about the Moslems who are being per­
secuted in the northwest part of China. 
When someone speaks of the beauty of 
Tibet, please think about the Buddhist 
monks and nuns who have been killed 
for their faith and their temples de­
stroyed. When you hear of 
Solzhenitsyn's book, 'Gulag Archi­
pelago ,' I hope you will remember the 
political and human rights activists 
such as Wei Jingsheng who languish in 
China's logai because of their desire for 
freedom and liberty that Thomas Jef­
ferson wrote so eloquently on in our 
Declaration of Independence. 

" Thank you. Best wishes to you, to 
Boeing and to your employees. Sin­
cerely, Frank R. Wolf. " 

I hear all the companies and in the 
Boeing articles that I read, that I will 
submit in the RECORD of their major 

lobbying efforts. In fact , there was an 
article that I will submit for the 
RECORD entitled " New China Lobby Is 
Big Business. " 

No one talks about human rights. In 
the video you never heard anything 
about human rights. In order to sen­
sitize the Congress and not the Amer­
ican people because the Members 
should know that in the latest surveys 
done, the last two surveys on this 
issue, 60-some percent of the people of 
the United States felt that we should 
take away MFN and that human rights 
should be important, whereas only 21 
percent thought of the other side. 

So the American people are where we 
always know they always have been, 
standing for freedom of religion and 
press and all those things. But where 
does the business community and 
where does Boeing stand? 

This picture here was presented in a 
testimony to a Senate committee, For­
eign Relations , on May 13 of this year 
of 1997. This is a picture of a nun. Her 
name is Tsering Lhamo. This is a nun, 
the person testifying went on to say, 
who was tortured in Tibet when she 
was 19 years old. She took part in a 
nonviolent demonstration for Tibetan 
human rights in Llasa. She spent 3 
years in a prison where she was repeat­
edly tortured, particularly with elec­
tric cattle prods, which are manufac­
tured purely for human torture. 

I have seen those that have been 
smuggled out of Tibet and have held 
them in my hand, an American cattle 
prod that might be used by a rancher 
in the State of Montana, is this large, 
and this person indicated how large, 
and it is for whacking the back of a 
steer. These are about this big, and he 
again showed the size , and you can see 
that they are just used to torture 
human beings. 

D 1415 
She was raped with a cattle prod, and 

she had it shoved in her mouth. She is 
now dying of the effects of the torture. 
And then it ends by saying, U.S. hu­
manitarian aid has been brought in to 
help her and she is doing better. 

So when we talk in terms of MFN, 
which is most-favored-nation trading 
status for China, will the people of Boe­
ing think in terms of the individuals 
that are being tortured in Tibet and 
the monks and the nuns that are being 
killed in Tibet and how many have 
been imprisoned? I hope so. I hope so. 
And I hope President Clinton will also 
think in terms of them as he makes the 
feeble argument for granting MFN 
again. 

I now put up another photo, and I 
would ask people that are supporting 
MFN to think in terms of this photo. 
In China, they have an organ donor 
program, or what they do is they take 
prisoners, some who have done bad 
things and others who have not, out 
and they shoot them. This is a picture 

of what they do. They tie them up, 
they shoot them, and after they die , 
they then take their kidneys out and 
they sell them for transplants. Doctors 
are there on the scene. The kidneys are 
immediately taken out, and we even 
have one report where kidneys were 
taken out even before the man died. 
They are then harvested for transplan­
tation and for sale to those in the 
West. 

So when we think of MFN, most-fa­
vored-nation, trading status for China, 
think in terms of these men who are 
shot and then their kidneys are taken 
for sale for sometimes up to $35,000 to 
$50,000. 

This is a picture of a slave camp. I 
am sure everyone knows, but if they do 
not, the Members of this body should 
know that there are more gulags, slave 
camps in China than there were in the 
Soviet Union. Now, we all know, as I 
have referred to in the letter to Mr. 
Condit, that Solzhenitsyn wrote the 
book Gulag Archipelago, which is an 
amazing book that most Americans 
read, it sensitized to the United States, 
the people in the West, what was going 
on. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been to one of 
those gulags, the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. SMITH] and I visited Perm 
camp 35 in the foothills of the Ural 
Mountains during communism where 
we interviewed Scharansky's cellmate 
and many other people. It is a very un­
pleasant place. Well , we should know, 
all who favor granting MFN, that there 
are more gulags , slave camps, in China 
than there were in the Soviet Union. Of 
course , Ronald Reagan, to his credit, 
and a bipartisan group of Republicans 
and Democrats, did not give MFN to 
the Soviet Union because of what they 
were doing, but we are going to give it , 
some people hope , and I hope we do 
not, to China. But as we do , it says the 
slaves, in a chemical processing room 
of a hide and garment factory , and the 
chemical eats into their naked bodies. 

In fact, as there are people in the 
West, there are people that are watch­
ing this event who are wearing some 
clothing or have some item, they do 
not know about it , that has been made 
by slave labor and people that are in 
gulags. So as people are anxious to give 
MFN to China, they ought to think 
about the thousands, the millions, in 
the Chinese gulags. 

I have a book here that has just been 
published called " In The Lion's Den", a 
shocking account of the persecution 
and martyrdom of Christians today by 
Nina Shea. In it she documents a lot of 
the activities that are taking place in 
China. So as we are anxiously await­
ing, the Clinton administration at 2:15 
today and others in Congress that are 
going to give MFN to China, think 
about what this book said and what 
Nina Shea says. In China today there 
are more Christians in prison because 
of religious activities than in any other 
nation in the world. 
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Mr. Speaker, Protestants are ar­

rested and tortured for holding prayer 
meetings, teaching and distributing Bi­
bles without the state approval. Roman 
Catholic bishops and priests are in pris­
on for celebrating mass and adminis­
trating the sacraments without official 
authorization. 

I would urge that, when Members in 
our country approach the communion 
table to take the sacraments, whether 
it be this Sunday or whatever Sunday 
it is or whatever opportunity, as they 
approach the communion table to take 
the bread and the wine in this country , 
they think in terms of the men, Catho­
lic priests, Catholic bishops, Protes­
tant pastors who have been in prison 
for serving holy communion in China; 
and then say, do we really want to give 
this country and this government the 
most-favored-nation trading status. 
Think of this when approaching the 
communion table, do we want to do it 
when there are priests and bishops and 
ministers in jail for trying to do the 
same thing that everyone in this coun­
try takes for granted. 

Nina Shea went on to say, while Chi­
na's closed penal system makes it dif­
ficul t to obtain accurate numbers, 
Freedom House has a list of names of 
about 200 Christian clergy and church 
leaders who are in prison or under 
some form of detention or restrictions 
in mid-1996 because of religious activi­
ties. There are thought to be thousands 
of Christians now in prison for their 
faith in China's religious gulag. In sev­
eral recent dragnet operations, hun­
dreds of Christians were arrested. Some 
are serving sentences up to 12 years or 
more for , quote, counterrevolutionary 
charges . But the fact is , they were in­
carcerated for practicing their faith. 

Many prisoners, she goes on to say, 
are forced to work in the laogai, that is 
the gulag, the reform labor camps 
where prisoners must toil and slave for 
12 hours a day, 7 days a week in auto­
motive and chemical factories , brick­
making plants, mines, and on farms. 
According to American Christians 
working in China in 1996, 1996, last 
year , the record that we are basing 
whether we give MFN to China, accord­
ing to most Americans , Christians 
working in China in 1996, it has been, 
and I quote , the most repressive period 
for Catholics and Protestants since the 
late 1970's. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not understand 
why. Why would we give most-favored­
nation trading status to China when it 
has been the most repressive period in 
1996. It did not say 1976, it said 1996. 
That was last year. We did not grant it 
to the Soviet Union; we did not grant 
it to the Eastern Bloc nations. Ronald 
Reagan, God bless him, even signed a 
bill to take it away from Ceausescu in 
Romania, and the Clinton administra­
tion and some in Congress want to give 
it to China when it has been the most 
repressive year for Christians. 

Nina Shea went on to say, Catholics 
who choose to stay loyal to the Vati­
can and Protestant Christians who 
meet in unauthorized underground or 
house churches encounter severe perse­
cution, including fines , arrest, and im­
prisonment. She says, one of the most 
well-known house churches in the 
country, that of pastor Allen Yuan, in 
Beijing was closed in the fall of 1996. 
The United States-based dissident jour­
nal China Focus quotes Pastor Yuan as 
saying, and I quote , we have only one 
room and we do not even have any 
property, but the authorities still look 
at us as if we are monsters. All they 
want is to control us. 

The popular pastor served 22 years in 
China's laogai for his faith. The Far 
Eastern Economic Review reported on 
June 6, 1996, that police have destroyed 
at least 15,000 unregistered temples, 
churches, and tombs between February 
and June 1996 in Zhejiang Province 
alone. 

Let me just go back so we can think 
in terms of that, when we all get so ex­
cited about MFN and the President 
rolls out the red carpet for the Chinese 
butchers who will be visiting the coun­
try later on, we will go slowly, now. He 
says that the police had destroyed at 
least 15,000 unregistered temples and 
churches and tombs between February 
and June 1996 in only one province. 
What is taking place in the other prov­
inces? 

Victims of the crackdown are legion. 
At least three evangelicals were killed 
by Chinese authorities during the first 
quarter of 1996, according to reports 
from the Voice of America, and Com­
pass Direct. One Zhang Xiuju, a 36-
year-old woman, on the night of May 
26, 1996, she was dragged out of her 
home by police in Hunan Province and 
beaten to death, beaten to death. 

Do we think Ronald Reagan would 
have given the Chinese MFN? I cannot 
say whether we would have or not, but 
I do know that Ronald Reagan, who 
gave the famous speech in Orlando, the 
Evil Empire speech where he de­
nounced the Soviet Union and talked 
about spiritual values and stood on be­
half of those who were being persecuted 
in the Soviet Union, those of the Jew­
ish faith and many other faiths and 
those who were Jewish and wanted to 
emigrate , Ronald Reagan stood in soli­
darity for them. He made a difference. 
So I do not think he would have given 
MFN to China. 

I do know this. While I cannot say 
that he would not have given MFN to 
China, I do know that he signed the bill 
to take away MFN for Ceausescu and 
the brutal Romanian administration in 
1987. So I personally do not think that 
Ronald Reagan would have. 

For those on my side of the aisle , we 
talk about our values and we talk 
about what do we want to stand for. 
The Republican Party ought not only 
be the party of free trade, and I am a 

free trader, I voted for NAFTA, the Re­
publican Party not only should be an 
economic party, but we should be a 
party that cares about these funda­
mental values of human rights and re-
ligious freedom. · 

Nina Shea goes on to say on page 62 
of the book, In the Lion's Den, another 
brutal incident occurred in March 1996 
when five evangelical women were ar­
rested, it seems like evangelicals can 
just be the target around the world 
today. It almost seems that if one is an 
evangelical or Catholic priest or Catho­
lic bishop, they can be the target and 
nobody will really care. In fact , I do re­
member during the debate last year 
when we extended it, people talked 
about we need engagement. After they 
got their MFN, there was no engage­
ment at all , they continued to get their 
MFN and no body did anything. 

Here are five evangelical women ar­
rested and detained in western 
Xinjiang Province after a raid on a 
house church in a predominantly Mus­
lim region. A total of 17 church mem­
bers were initially arrested, and 12 
were released when 5 women accepted 
responsibility for the gathering. Police 
severely beat several of the Christians, 
knocking out one woman's front tooth 
and poured scalding water on those 
who resisted orders. The five women 
were imprisoned. 

Catholics too have felt great pressure 
in 1996. Believers within the Roman 
Catholic Church are forced to affiliate 
with the government-sanctioned 
Catholic Patriotic Church, which does 
not recognize the ultimate earthly au­
thority of the Pope. 

She goes on to say, the Connecticut­
based Cardinal Kung Foundation re­
ports that security troops conducted a 
series of raids in spring 1996 throughout 
the Baoding Diocese in Hebei Province 
which has a significant population. 
Priests , including two bishops, were ar­
rested, churches were forced to register 
with the Catholic Patriotic Associa­
tion, and at least 4,000 Catholics were 
forced to recant their faith publicly . 

D 1430 
She goes on, and has a picture here of 

Bishop Su. The 64-year-old auxiliary 
bishop of Baoding was arrested in a se­
ries of raids against Catholics in Hebei 
Province in the spring of 1996. Bishop 
Su had already spent a total of 15 years 
in prison because of his religious activ­
ity. 

Once he was beaten by security po­
lice until the board they were using 
was reduced to splinters. Not satisfied, 
the police then dismantled a wooden 
door frame in order to continue the 
beatings, which soon splintered as well. 
On another occasion the bishop was 
bound by the wrists and suspended 
from the ceiling while beaten. His head 
received numerous blows, causing per­
manent loss of hearing. 

In still another prison episode, and 
what a man of faith Bishop Su is, he 
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was placed in a closet-sized room filled 
with water at varying levels, from 
ankle deep to hip deep. He was left 
there for several days, unable to sit or 
sleep. We have films showing that it is 
a wonderful thing to give the most-fa­
vored-nation trading status to China. 

Let me read on a little bit more. In 
January 1996, Reverend Guo Bo Le, a 
Roman Catholic priest from Shanghai, 
was sentenced to 2 years of imprison­
ment at a " reform through labor" 
camp because of his illegal religious 
activities. He was arrested while cele­
brating mass on a boat for about 250 
fishermen. 

Guo 's other illegal activities in­
cluded administering the Sacrament of 
the Sick, establishing underground 
evangelical church centers, organizing 
catechism institutes, teaching Bible 
classes, and boycotting the Catholic 
Patriotic Association, the nonrecog­
nized church. Fifty-eight-year-old Guo 
has already spent 30 years, over half of 
his life, in a Chinese prison camp be­
cause of his faith. Thirty years in a 
China's prison camp, and the Boeing 
Corp. cannot even speak out on these 
issues? 

As I maintained in the letter, reason­
able men and women can differ on this 
issue, but those who said they wanted 
MFN said that this would enable us to 
engage , constructive engagement was 
their word, engage the Chinese. Well , 
would not the Chinese Government 
really listen to Boeing more than they 
would listen to me? I am against MFN. 
Boeing is for MFN. Would not the Chi­
nese Government be more sympathetic 
to Boeing if Boeing were to speak out 
on behalf of this Roman Catholic 
priest? 

I just wonder if Boeing has in their 
files any letters that they have ever 
sent to Li Peng asking for the release 
of Catholic priests or the release of 
Catholic bishops, or the release of Bud­
dhist monks or the release of Buddhist 
nuns or the release of Protestant pas­
tors. 

I will end with the last comment she 
makes, and there are many, many 
more in the book, " In the Lion's Den. " 
She said another cause for religious 
persecution stems from China's draco­
nian one-child-per-family and eugenics­
based population control plan. Those 
defying the population controls, in­
cluding Christians motivated by con­
science , are harshly punished by tor­
ture, imprisonment, fines , and forcible 
abortions and sterilizations. 

This really is a pro-life issue, too. 
When the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. SMITH] and I were in China we 
talked to people and they told the sto­
ries of women in China who were 
tracked down by the Chinese Govern­
ment officials in those villages and 
forced to have an abortion because 
they have the one-child policy. I am 
sure most people in this country would 
not want to have the one-child policy. 

They would be very upset with regard 
to that. 

Mr. Speaker, there is much, much 
more that I could say today on this 
issue. I would like to just close by 
reading a portion of Ronald Reagan's 
speech that he gave in Orlando, that 
wonderful speech in 1983. In the speech 
Ronald Reagan quoted from the famous 
author, C.S. Lewis. He said the fol­
lowing. He said, " It was C.S. Lewis 
who, in his unforgettable Screwtape 
Letters, wrote 'The greatest evil is not 
done now in those sordid dens of crime 
that Dickens loved to paint. It is not 
even done in concentration camps and 
labor camps. In those we see its final 
result. But it is conceived in order and 
moved and seconded and carried out in 
clear, carpeted, warm and well-lit of­
fices by quiet men with white collars 
and cut fingernails and smooth-shaven 
cheeks who do not need to raise their 
voices. '" 

He went on to say, " Because these 
men do not raise their voices and be­
cause they sometimes speak in sooth­
ing tones of brotherhood and peace, be­
cause , like other dictators before them, 
they are always making ' their final 
territorial demand,' some would have 
us accept them at their word and ac­
commodate ourselves to their aggres­
sive impulses. " 

But if history teaches anything, it 
teaches that " the simple-minded ap­
peasement or wishful thinking about 
our adversaries is folly. It means the 
betrayal of our past and the squan­
dering of our freedom," the betrayal of 
our past and the squandering of our 
freedom. 

What he meant is , when Ronald 
Reagan was very firm and we were in a 
bipartisan way on this issue , Ronald 
Reagan met with Gorbachev and Ron­
ald Reagan met with Brezhnev, but he 
al ways raised the cases of the dis­
sidents. Our Secretary of State , Jim 
Baker and Schultz and others , used to 
meet with the dissidents in the Amer­
ican Embassy as an act of solidarity, so 
they knew that we stood with them. 

The fact is in the 1980's 250,000 people 
rallied on the Mall one Sunday because 
of the persecution of those of the Jew­
ish faith; 250,000 people came from all 
over the country in solidarity of those 
who were being persecuted in the So­
viet Union. 

How times have changed. Who says it 
does not make a difference who is in 
political office? Who says it does not 
make a difference what values they 
have? Now, after looking at what has 
taken place in China in 1996, not 1976 
but in 1996, we still see those who con­
tinue to want to give MFN to the 
butchers who say that they are going 
to change or they are going to do this , 
but we also saw that even when the 
leaders of China say they are going to 
change, 1996 was the worst year since 
the 1970's. We know that when Andre 
Sakharov was under house arrest and 

Nathan Scharansky, that hero, so when 
he was released from Perm Camp 35, 
through the good effect of the Reagan 
administration when he came to the 
Glienicker Bridge in East Berlin to go 
into West Berlin, the communists told 
Scharansky to walk straight across the 
bridge, and Scharansky refused. When 
he broke loose from the Communist au­
thorities he walked zig-zagged, this 
way and back, to defy them, to let 
them know that freedom was impor­
tant, and he was a free man, that he 
did not have to do what they do. 

We need that same activism today. In 
fact, Scharansky said if it had not been 
for Ronald Reagan and the denial of 
MFN and the pressure that this Con­
gress used to put on, he may never 
have gotten out of jail. 

So many hear the words that we will 
all hear again repeated over and over 
as we come to the July 4th period, the 
Declaration of Independence, written 
by Thomas Jefferson from the State of 
Virginia that I am proud to represent, 
where Thomas Jefferson said, " We hold 
these truths to be self-evident, that all 
men, " and women, " are created equal, 
endowed by their creator with 
unalienable rights: Life, liberty and 
the pursuit of happiness. '' 

That was not only for the people in 
Charlottesville, he wrote it when he 
was actually in Philadelphia, it was 
not only for the people of Philadelphia 
and the United States, it was for all of 
the people of all the world. 

That is why the people in Tiananmen 
Square had the Statue of Liberty and 
quoted those words, and now they won­
der, now they wonder, have we lost our 
will in the West? Has the Congress lost 
its will? Has a Republican Congress 
lost its will, the Republicans who used 
to boldly proclaim in the 1980's on 
these things, have we lost our will? 

I had an opportunity with the gen­
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] , 
when we visited Perm Camp 35, we 
brought a TV camera in and we inter­
viewed some of these prisoners. Do 
Members know what they told us? Here 
we are in the Ural Mountains, under 
communism, in a brutal camp, they 
told us that they knew of the actions of 
the Reagan administration on behalf of 
human rights and religious freedom. 
They knew of the activities of the Con­
gress. 

I remember hearing that when the 
Congress denied MFN by a vote in 1987 
and we took away MFN from Romania, 
peasants in little villages and all 
through Romania heard of the fact 
that the people 's House , the House of 
Representatives, had stood firm and 
had struck a blow for freedom by deny­
ing MFN, and they knew that someone 
in the West cared. 

Now what will they hear today? They 
will hear that Clinton has granted 
MFN again this year. They will see 
that maybe the Congress has not done 
anything, and that we do not really 
care and we do not really act. 
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In closing, I would just urge all of my 

colleagues to be with the American 
people, be with the American people in 
the Harris-Teeter poll in the Wall 
Street Journal on May 1, 1997, which 
said as follows: that 67 percent said 
they demand human rights policy 
changes, and 27 percent said to con­
tinue trade relations. 

The American people are where they 
always have been. The question is, will 
the Congress, will the Congress be with 
the American people? 

Mr. Speaker, I include for the 
RECORD an article from the Seattle 
Times of Monday, May 12, 1997. 

The article referred to is as follows: 
[From the Seattle Times, May 12, 1997] 

NEW CHINA LOBBY IS BIG BUSINESS 
(By Sara Fritz, Los Angeles Times) 

WASHINGTON.-Jolinda Resa, owner of 
Square Tool and Machine in El Monte, Calif., 
was receptive last year when a Boeing rep­
resentative showed up at her plant with an 
unusual request. 

The visitor asked Resa, whose company 
supplies Boeing with machines for its manu­
facturing plants, if she would assist the 
giant airplane manufacturer in a drive to 
urge Congress to renew most-favored-nation 
trade status for China. 

Resa gladly agreed to contact her con­
gressman, Rep. David Dreier, R-Calif., and 
she arranged for local business leaders to at­
tend a luncheon with a speaker rec­
ommended by Boeing. She did it, she says, 
because she realized that the future of her 
company depends on Boeing orders from air­
plane sales to China. 

" In order to keep my 70 employees work­
ing," she explained. " I felt I should do every­
thing I could." 

Thus was the tiny Square Tool and Ma­
chine recruited into what experts call " the 
new China lobby"-a broad-based, highly so­
phisticated army of U.S. corporate execu­
tives, lobbyists and consultants who use 
their considerable economic and political in­
fluence to press the U.S. government into 
maintaining good trade relations with China, 
whose market is the fastest growing in the 
world. 

$20 MILLION LOBBYING EFFORT 
Last year, major U.S. corporations doing 

business with China spent an estimated $20 
million on a state-of-the-art lobbying drive 
that relied heavily on small-business sup­
pliers such as Resa. Congress ultimately ap­
proved another one-year renewal for China 
for the low tariffs and other preferences for 
U.S. trading partners who have MFN status. 

This year, however, China's reliance on 
U.S. companies to lobby on its behalf for an­
other one-year MFN extension has taken on 
a more sinister coloration as a result of alle­
gations that the Chinese may have made ille­
gal donations to the U.S. presidential cam­
paign last year. 

Opponents of unfettered U.S.-China trade, 
including labor unions, human-rights groups 
and conservative Christians, are demanding 
to know why China seems to command more 
loyalty from U.S. business than do other for­
eign countries. 

The Chinese government has made no se­
cret in recent years of its determination to 
influence U.S. government policy. Among 
other things, it has established a Politburo­
level Working Committee on the U.S. Con­
gress, which monitors actions in Washington 
and regularly hosts U.S. lawmakers in Bei­
jing. 

American companies insist that they are 
representing their own interests-not those 
of China-when they lobby for MFN status. 
They note that the Chinese repeatedly have 
declared that business with U.S. companies 
will be halted if MFN status for China is re­
voked or if Congress makes it contingent on 
democratic reforms in China. 

Cindy Smith, spokeswoman for Boeing, 
says the Chinese are in no way directing, fi­
nancing or influencing the pro-MFN lobbying 
effort by big American companies. Yet she 
admits that her company knows the Chinese 
are paying close attention to Boeing's lob­
bying activities. 

"Did (the Chinese) ask us to do it? Never! " 
Smith said. "Are they happy and pleased? Of 
course. " 

CHINA IS THE FUTURE 
As Boeing officials explain it, big U.S. cor­

porations believe that their economic future 
depends on preserving trade with China. Boe­
ing estimates that China will buy 1,900 air­
planes valued at S124 billion over the next 20 
years-sales that will go to other countries if 
Congress raises barriers to trade with China. 

Many American companies not only de­
pend upon sales to Beijing, but they also 
have made sizable investments in Chinese 
plants. Motorola, for example, estimates 
that it has invested at least Sl billion in 
China; making it the largest U.S. investor. 

American companies are sensitive to criti­
cism of their lobbying expenditures on behalf 
of China, particularly since the news media 
began reporting on possible illegal Chinese 
donations to U.S. political candidates. As a 
result, these companies refuse to discuss 
their lobbying activities in detail or to dis­
close how much money they are spending on 
it. 

Nevertheless, experts say corporate lob­
bying expenditures on MFN status far sur­
pass the amount spent by business on any 
other issue. 

Groups established to lobby for unre­
stricted U.S.-China trade include the U.S.­
China Business Council, made up of 300 cor­
porations; the Emergency Committee for 
American Trade, a group of 55 chief execu­
tives; the Business Coalition for U.S.-China 
Trade, an organization of trade associations; 
and the China Normalization Initiative, a 
loosely organized state-by-state effort run by 
a few big companies such as Boeing and Mo­
torola. 

MFN REQUEST DUE ON JUNE 3 

Although this year's political battle over 
MFN status may not begin formally until 
June 3-the date by which President Clinton 
must request renewal-all these groups are 
lobbying hard. Top corporate executives 
have been calling on members of Congress 
for several weeks, and the "captains" of 
more than 30 state-level MFN campaigns 
were introduced to their Congress members 
at a well-attended party on Capitol Hill last 
week. 

By all accounts, the ability of major Amer­
ican corporations to enlist their suppliers as 
lobbyists was seen as the secret to their vic­
tory last year. Members of Congress respond 
more readily to the concerns of small-busi­
ness owners in their own districts than to 
high-pressure pitches from big-business lob­
byists. 

PR Watch, a small newsletter that covers 
the lobbying and public relations industries, 
recently published a secret map that cor­
porations used in last year's MFN campaign. 
It shows how each big company in the coali­
tion was assigned a state or region of the 
country where it was expected to recruit 

small-business people to press for MFN sta­
tus. 

Square Machine and Tool was part of the 
California campaign, which the map shows 
to be the primary responsibility of execu­
tives from IBM and TRW. Resa was one of 
1,200 Boeing suppliers across the nation who 
got involved in the campaign, according to 
the company. For her effort, she received a 
large framed photo of a Boeing 737 taking off 
in a scenic area of China. 

Critics see problems with the corporate 
tactics. 

By enlisting small businesses to partici­
pate in the MFN lobbying campaign, says 
Representative Nancy Pelosi, D-Calif. , the 
big companies create a false appearance of 
"grass-roots" support for MFN status when 
in fact the support is more like "Astroturf­
the kind of grass that you buy." 

Pelosi and Fiedler, among others, demand 
that members of the new China lobby dis­
close more details of their legislative strate­
gies and their sources of income. 

Registered foreign agents must file regular 
public reports. But many of the high-profile 
companies and professional consultants who 
represent Chinese interests in Washington­
including former secretaries of State Henry 
Kissinger and Alexander Haig-escape the re­
quirement because they work for companies 
that do business in China, not for the Chi­
nese government itself. 

Fiedler says some of the lobbyists have 
" crossed the line" between representing 
their own business interests and propagan­
dizing on behalf of the Chinese government. 

KISSINGER AND BOEING 
He cites a half-hour video titled " China 

and Boeing Working Together" that the 
company distributes to the news media. The 
video, replete with misty Chinese scenery 
and sentimental music, records a speech in 
Beijing by Kissinger defending the policies of 
the Chinese government and condemning 
Americans who want to use trade sanctions 
to force changes in China. 

Fiedler and other critics say these consult­
ants are intellectual hostages of the Beijing 
regime and speak out favorably for China, to 
arrange meetings for their clients with top 
leaders in Beijing. 

"There is a direct quid pro quo in terms of 
access," Pelosi said. "They get access in ex­
change for speaking out. " 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempo re (Mr. 

PEASE). Pursuant to clause 12 of rule I, 
the House stands in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 42 min­
utes p.m.) , the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 

D 2009 

AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 

was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. Goss) at 8 o 'clock and 9 
minutes p.m. 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO­
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLU­
TION 84, THE BALANCED BUDGET 
AGREEMENT OF 1997 
Mr. SOLOMON, from the Committee 

on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
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(Rept. No. 105-102) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 152) providing for consideration of 
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
84) establishing the congressional budg­
et of the U .S . Government for fiscal 
year 1998 and setting forth appropriate 
budgetary levels for fiscal years 1999, 
2000, 2001, and 2002, which was referred 
to the House Calendar and ordered to 
be printed. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House , following the legis­
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Member (at the re­
quest of Mr. WOLF) to revise and extend 
her remarks and include extraneous 
material: ) 

Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN, for 5 minutes, on 
May 21. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

revise and extend remarks was granted 
to : 

(The following Members (at the re­
quest of Mr. WOLF) and to include ex­
traneous matter: ) 

Mr. FORBES. 
Mr. GEKAS. 
Mr. BEREUTER. 
Mr. RADANOVICH. 
Mr. TAUZIN. 
Mrs. FOWLER. 
Mr. STOKES. 
Mr. LANTOS. 
Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. ROGAN. 
Mr. SHUSTER in two instances. 
Mr. QUINN. 
Mr. PACKARD. 
Mr. MARTINEZ. 
Mr. SANDLIN. 
Mr. MOAKLEY. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to ; accord­
ingly (at 8 o 'clock and 10 minutes 
p.m. ), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues­
day, May 20, 1997, at 10:30 a.m. for 
morning hour debates. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu­
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred as fol­
lows: 

3358. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Maintenance of 
and Access to Records Pertaining to Individ­
uals [49 CFR Part 10] (RIN: 2105--AC57) re­
ceived May 15, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)( l )(A); to the Committee on Govern­
ment Reform and Oversight. 

3359. A letter from the Assistant Adminis­
trator for Fisheries, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, transmitting 
the Administration' s final rule-Endangered 
and Threatened Species; Threatened Status 
for Southern Oregon/Northern California 
Coast Evolutionarily Significant Unit (ESU) 
of Coho Salmon and Withdrawal of Proposed 
Rule to List Oregon Coast Coho Salmon ESU 
[Docket No. 950407093-6298-03; I.D. 012595AJ 
received May 9, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
80l(a )(l )(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

3360. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Inspection and 
Copying of Department of Transportation 
Opinions, Orders, and Records and Imple­
mentation of the Consumer Credit Protec­
tion Act With Respect to Air Carriers and 
Foreign Air Carriers [14 CFR Part 310 and 
374] (RIN: 2105--AC64) received May 15, 1997, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 80l(a )(l )(A); to the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc­
ture. 

3361. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Inflatable Life­
rafts (U.S. Coast Guard) [CGD 85--205] (RIN: 
2115--AC51) received May 15, 1997, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

3362. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Qualifications 
for Tankermen and for Persons in Charge of 
Transfers of Dangerous Liquids and Lique­
fied Gases (U.S . Coast Guard) [CGD 79--116] 
(RIN: 2115--AA03) received May 15, 1997, pur­
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l )(A); to the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc­
ture . 

3363. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Special Local 
Regulations; Memphis in May Sunset Sym­
phony Lower Mississippi River Mile 735.0---
736.0, Memphis, TN (U.S. Coast Guard) 
[CGD08-97--015] (RIN: 2115--AE46) received 
May 15, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a )(l )(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

3364. A letter from the General Counsel , 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Safety Zone; 
Annapolis, Maryland, Severn River, Weems 
Creek (U.S. Coast Guard) [CGD05--97-010] 
(RIN: 2115--AA97) received May 15, 1997, pur­
suant to 5 U.S.C. 80l(a)( l)(A); to the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc­
ture. 

3365. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 747 Series Air­
planes (Federal Aviation Administration) 
[Docket No. 97-NM-12-AD; Arndt. 39--10027; 
AD 96-2~52Rl] (RIN: 2120--AA64) received 
May 15, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S .C. 
80l(a )(l )(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

3366. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting 
the Service's final rule-Changes in Account­
ing Periods and In Methods of Accounting 
[Rev. Proc. 97-27] received May 9, 1997, pursu­
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a )(l )(A); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

3367. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting 
the Service 's final rule-Extension of Test of 
Employment Tax Early Referral Procedures 
for Appeals [Announcement 97-52] received 
May 9, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a )(l )(A); 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

[Pursuant to the order of the House on May 16, 
1997, the following report was filed on May 18, 
1997] 

Mr. KASICH: Committee on the Budget. 
House Concurrent Resolution 84. Resolution 
establishing the congressional budget for the 
U.S. Government for fiscal year 1998 and set­
ting forth appropriate budgetary levels for 
fiscal years 1999, 2000, 2001 , and 2002 (Rept. 
105--100). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HYDE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H.R. 911 . A bill to encourage the States to 
enact legislation to grant immunity from 
personal civil liability, under certain cir­
cumstances, to volunteers working on behalf 
of nonprofit organizations and governmental 
entities; with an amendment (Rept. 105--101 
Pt. 1). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SOLOMON: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 152. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the concurrent resolu­
tion (H. Con. Res. 84) establishing the con­
gressional budget for the U.S. Government 
for fiscal year 1998 and setting forth appro­
priate budgetary levels for fiscal years 1999, 
2000, 2001, and 2002 (Rept. 105--102). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED 
BILL 

Pursuant to clause 5 of rule X the fol­
lowing action was taken by the Speak­
er: 

H.R. 911. Referral to the Committee on 
Ways and Means extended for a period ending 
not later than May 21 , 1997. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under Clause 5 of rule X and clause 4 
of rule XXII, 

Mr. CRANE (fo r himself and Mr. MATSUI) 
introduced a bill (H.R. 1660) to amend the 
Trade Act of 1974 to extend the Generalized 
System of Preferences until May 31, 2007; 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 4 of rule XXII , sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu­
tions as follows: 

H.R. 165: Mr. MICA, Mr. ENGLISH of Penn­
sylvania, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. KENNEDY of 
Massachusetts, and Ms. CHRISTIAN-GREEN. 

H.R. 195: Mr. GOODE and Mr. WOLF. 
H.R. 450: Mr. JEFFERSON. 
H.R. 475: Mr. MANTON and Mr. ROTHMAN. 
H.R. 491: Mr. BACHUS and Mr. SHAYS. 
H.R. 551: Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 805: Mr. HOSTETTLER and Mr. CAL­

VERT. 
H.R. 956: Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mr. BE­

REUTER, and Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 1126: Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. GOODLATTE, 

Mr. FORBES, and Mr. GEPHARDT, 
H.R. 1161: Ms. SLAUGHTER and Mr. MICA. 
H.R. 1162: Mr. WICKER. 
H.R. 1285: Mr. KLINK. 
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R.R. 1327: Mr. SENSENBRENNER and Mr. 

GRAHAM. 
H.R. 1375: Mr. OBERSTAR. 
R.R. 1377: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. 
R.R. 1432: Mr. FLAKE and Mr. DIXON. 
R.R. 1492: Mr. ARCHER and Mr. BONO. 
R .R. 1496: Mr. RADANOVICH and Mr. 

MCKEON. 
R.R. 1515: Mr. STUMP, Mr. COOK, Mr. 

BLAGOJEVICH, Mr. FORBES, Mr. GUTIERREZ, 
Mr. PICKERING, Mr. BARR of Georgia, Mr. 
DOOLEY of California, Mr. CHAMBLISS, and 
Ms . Ros -LEHTINEN. 

R.R. 1539: Mr. WAMP, Mr. JONES, Mr. FIL­
NER, Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma, Mr. KENNEDY 
of Rhode Island, Mr. ADERHOLT, and Mr. 
THORNBERRY. 

H. Con. Res. 47: Ms. BROWN of Florida, Ms. 
FURSE, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. 
MARTINEZ, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. 
SCHIFF, and Mr. KENNEDY of Massachusetts. 

H. Res. 138: Mr. ACKERMAN. 

AMENDMENTS 
Under clause 6 of rule XX.III, pro­

posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H. CON. RES. 84 
OFFERED BY: Ms. WATERS 

(Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute) 
AMENDMENT No. 1: Strike all after the re­

solving clause and insert the following: 
SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE 

BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998. 
The Congress declares that the concurrent 

resolution on the budget for fiscal year 1998 
is hereby established and that the appro­
priate budgetary levels for fiscal years 1999 
through 2002 are hereby set forth. 

TITLE I-LEVELS AND AMOUNTS 
SEC. 101. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 

AMOUNTS. 
The following budgetary levels are appro­

priate for the fiscal years 1998, 1999, 2000, 
2001 , and 2002: 

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.-For purposes of 
the enforcement of this resolution: 

(A) The recommended levels of Federal 
revenues are a s follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,241,721,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1 ,295,692,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1,358,192,000,000. 
Fiscal y ear 2001: $1 ,421 ,796,000,000. 
Fiscal yea r 2002: $1,466,331,000,000. 
(B) The amounts by which the aggregate 

levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
are a s follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $36,142,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $44 ,250,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $54 ,953,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $60,198,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $45,352,000,000. 
(2) NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.-For purposes 

of the enforcement of this resolution, the ap­
propriate levels of total new budget author­
ity are a s follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,390,471 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1 ,460,826,000,000. 
Fiscal y ea r 2000: $1,505,659,000,000. 
Fiscal y ea r 2001: $1,544,830,000,000. 
Fiscal y ear 2002: $1 ,591 ,266,000,000. 
(3) BUDGET OUTLAYS.- For purposes of the 

enforcement of this resolution, the appro­
pr ia t e levels of total budget outlays are a s 
follows : 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,377,266,000,000. 
Fiscal y ear 1999: $1,445,118,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1,495,407,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,517,370,000,000. 
Fiscal y ear 2002: $1,564,726,000,000. 
(4) DEFICITS.- For purposes of the enforce­

ment of this resolution, the amounts of the 
deficits are a s follows : 

Fiscal year 1998: $135,545,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $147,426,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $137,215,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $95,534,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $98,395,000,000. 
(5) PUBLIC DEBT.-The appropriate levels of 

the public debt are as follows: 
Fiscal year 1998: $5,556,100,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $5,803,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $6,037,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $6,241,600,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $6,466,700,000,000. 
(6) DIRECT LOAN OBLIGATIONS.-The appro­

priate levels of total new direct loan obliga­
tions are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $33,829,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $33,378,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $34, 775,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $36,039,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $37,099,000,000. 
(7) PRIMARY LOAN GUARANTEE COMMIT­

MENTS.-The appropriate levels of new pri­
mary loan guarantee commitments are as 
follows : 

Fiscal year 1998: $315,472,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $324,749,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $328,124,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $332,063,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $336,141,000,000. 

SEC. 102. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES. 
The Congress determines and declares that 

the appropriate levels of new budget author­
ity, budget outlays, new direct loan obliga­
tions, and new primary loan guarantee com­
mitments for fiscal years 1998 through 2002 
for each major functional category are : 

(1) National Defense (050): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $237,067,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $245,233,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $588,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $233,589,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $233,746,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $757,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $233,861,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $232,174,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $235,829,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $227,453,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $1,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $224,717,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $221,137,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
(2) International Affairs (150): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $21,545,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,726,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,966,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $12,751 ,000 ,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $17,533,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $16,510,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,021,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $13,093,000,000. 
Fiscal y ear 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $18,647,000,000. 

(B) Outlays, $17,376,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,077 ,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,434,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $18,759,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $17,166,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,122,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,826,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $18,696,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $17,001 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,178,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $14,217,000,000. 
(3) General Science, Space, and Technology 

(250): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A ) New budget authority, $16,522,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $17,042,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,503,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,745,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,322,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $16,314,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,311,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,271 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authori ty, $16,302,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,291 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(4) Energy (270): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,550,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1 ,731 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,050,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $3,094,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,078,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,725,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $1 ,822,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,109,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,425,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1 ,484,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,141,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $2,330,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,312,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,174,000,000. 
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(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $0. 
(5) Natural Resources and Environment 

(300): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,765,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $21,352,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $30,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,214,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $21,550,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $32 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $21,495,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $21,780,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $32,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $21,974,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $22,362,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,614,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,767,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(6) Agriculture (350): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,757,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11 ,465,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$7 ,620,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $6,365,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,061 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $10,543,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11 ,047,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

m ents, $6,436,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,637,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,069,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11,071 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,509,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,444,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $8 ,937,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10' 960' 000' 000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,583,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,300,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8,720,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,965,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,660,000,000. 
(7) Commerce and Housing Credit (370): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,724,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $828,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$4 , 739,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $245,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,117,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,357,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,887 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $253,450,000,000. 

Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,216,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,820,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,238,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $255,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,226,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $12,264 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,574,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $257,989,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,642,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,481,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,680,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $259,897,000,000. 
(8) Transportation (400): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $43,663,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $39,261 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$155,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $45,737,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $38,652,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$135,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $45,422,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $37,640,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $46,698,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $38,022,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $48 ,098,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $38,665,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $15,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0 . 
(9) Community and Regional Development 

(450): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $11 ,550,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,567,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,867 ,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,385,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,818,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,803,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,943,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,406,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,366,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $10,352,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,020,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,429,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,537,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,606,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,098,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $2,452,000,000. 

Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,707,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,165,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,180,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $2,415,000,000. 
(10) Education, Training, Employment, and 

Social Services (500): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $87,088,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $74,799,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$12,328,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $20,665,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $91,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $88,488,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,032,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $21,898,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $95,876,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $93,114,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,926,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $23,263,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $95,876,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $93,114,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , 

$14 ,701,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $24,517 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $99,897,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $97,336,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$15,426,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $25,676,000,000. 
(11) Health (550): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $138,580,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $138,347,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $85,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $152,463,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $152,307,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $112,258,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $162,025,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $172,747,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $172,314,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $184,519,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $183,955,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(12) Medicare (570): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $205,685,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $205,808,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $225,366,000,000. 
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(B) Outlays, $224,825,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $241,420,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $245,382,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $261,614,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $256,765,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $283,933,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $283,140,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(13) Income Security (600): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $245,866,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $255,468,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $45,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $260,828,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $265,255,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $75,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $277,750,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $279,066,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$110,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $284 ,544,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $254,127 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$145,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $298,580,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $297,014,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$170,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
(14) Social Security (650): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $11 ,472,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,547,000,000. 
CC) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $12,111,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,231 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primar y loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,858,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,918 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,115,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,116,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,513,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,513,000,000. 

(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $41,235,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $41,885,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,029,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $27,096,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,047,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,184,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,068,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $26,671,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,477,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $44,312,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,177,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $26,201,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,855,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,105,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,249,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,609,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $43,301,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $43,361 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,277 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $25,129,000,000. 
(16) Administration of Justice (750): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $26,165,000,000. 
CB) Outlays , $24,009,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $26,161,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $25,378,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,573,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $26,541 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $25,556,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $27,042,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
CA) New budget authority , $25,576,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $25,451 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(17) General Government (800): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
CA) New budget authority, $14,898,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $14,040,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,639,001,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,490,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $0. 
Fiscal yea r 2000: 

(A) New budget authority, $14,222,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $14,625,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,014,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,405,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,122,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14 ,060,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(18) Net Interest (900): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $295,593,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $295,593,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $301,972,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $301,972,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $300,590,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $300,590,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $297,107,000,000. 
CB) Outlays, $297,107,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget author ity, $295,816,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $295,816,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(19) Allowances (920): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, - $11 ,864 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $5,369,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, -$4,093,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, -$3,734 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, -$3,935,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $3,672,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, - $4,370,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, - $41,244,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $41 ,244,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
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(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, -$32,858,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, -$32,858,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, -$36,516,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $36,516,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, -$38,845,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $38,845,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, - $41,331,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $41 ,331,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
TITLE II-RECONCILIATION 

INSTRUCTIONS 
SEC. 201. RECONCILIATION. 

(a) SUBMISSIONS.-Not later than August 1, 
1997, the House committees named in sub­
section (b) shall submit their recommenda­
tions to the House Com.mi ttee on the Budget. 
After receiving those recommendations, the 
House Committee on the Budget shall report 
to the House a reconciliation bill carrying 
out all such recommendations without any 
substantive revision. 

(b) lNSTRUCTIONS.-
(1) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.-The House 

Committee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $396,058,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $592,292,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $2,724,790,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.-(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and Means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
diction such that the total level of direct 
spending for that committee does not ex­
ceed: $397,268,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
1998, $535,924,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $2,692,944 ,000,000 in outlays in fiscal 
years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction sufficient to increase revenues 
as follows: by $36,142,000,000 in revenues for 
fiscal year 1998, by $45,352,000,000 in revenues 
for fi scal year 2002, and by $240,895,000,000 in 
revenues in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(C) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term " direct spending" has the 
meaning g iven to such term in section 
250<cH8l of the Balanced Budget and Emer­
gen cy Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

H. CON. RES. 84 
OFFERED BY: MR. DOOLITTLE 

(Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute) 

AMENDMENT No. 2: Strike all after the re­
solving clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 
SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE 

BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998. 
The Congress declares that the concurrent 

resolution on the budget for fiscal year 1998 
is hereby established and that the appro­
priate budgetary levels for fiscal years 1999 
through 2002 are hereby set forth. 

TITLE I-LEVELS AND AMOUNTS 
SEC. 101. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 

AMOUNTS. 
The following budgetary levels are appro­

priate for the fiscal years 1998, 1999, 2000, 
2001, and 2002: 

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.- For purposes of 
the enforcement of this resolution: 

(A) The recommended levels of Federal 
revenues are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,198,979,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,241,859,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,285,559,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,343,591,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,407,564,000,000. 
(B) The amounts by which the aggregate 

levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: -$11,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: - $25,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: - $43,900,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: -$56,100,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: - $55,900,000,000. 
(2) NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.-For purposes 

of the enforcement of this resolution, the ap­
propriate levels of total new budget author­
ity are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,378,600,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1 ,430,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1,475,100,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,509,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1 ,530,100,000,000. 
(3) BUDGET OUTLAYS.-For purposes of the 

enforcement of this resolution, the appro­
priate levels of total budget outlays are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,368,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,409,800,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1,446,600,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,468,100,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1 ,480,100,000,000. 
(4) DEFICITS.-For purposes of the enforce­

ment of this resolution, the amounts of the 
deficits are as follows : 

Fiscal year 1998: $172,800,000.000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $182,300,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $183,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $157,800,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $108,500,000,000. 
(5) P UBLIC DEBT.-The appropriate levels of 

the public debt are as follows: 
Fiscal year 1998: $5,592,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $5,834,900,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $6,081,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $6,298,300,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $6,474,400,000,000. 
(6) DIRECT LOAN OBLIGATIONS.-The appro­

priate levels of total new direct loan obliga­
tions are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $33,829,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $33,378,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $34 ,775,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $36,039,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $37 ,099,000,000. 
(7) PRIMARY LOAN GUARANTEE COMMIT­

MENTS,.-The appropriate levels of new pri­
mary loan guarantee commitments, are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $315,472,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $324,749,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $328,124,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $332,063,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $335,141,000,000. 

SEC. 102. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES. 
The Congress determines and declares that 

the appropriate levels of new budget author­
ity, budget outlays, new direct loan obliga­
tions, and new primary loan guarantee com­
mitments, for fiscal years 1998 through 2002 
for each major functional category are: 

(1) National Defense (050): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $268,197,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $265,978,000,000. 

(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $588,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $270,784,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $265,771,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $757,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $274,802,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $268,418,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $281 ,305,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $270,110,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $289,092,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $272,571 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1,050,000,000. 
(2) International Affairs (150): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $15,400,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,600,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,966,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $12,751 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,100,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,021 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $13,093,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $14,200,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,000 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,077,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $13,434 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $16,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,000,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,122,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $13,826,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $17,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $14,900,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,178,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $14,217,000,000. 
(3) General Science, Space, and Technology 

(250): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,600,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,300,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,900,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,000,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
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(A) New budget authority, $15,800,000,000. 

(same) 
(B) Outlays , $15,400,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $17,100,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,500,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(4) Energy (270): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,600,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,500,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,050,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,800,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,078,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $3,300,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,500,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,109,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,600,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,500,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,141,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,200,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2 ,800,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

Sl ,171,000,000. 
(D) New primary loa n guarantee commit­

men ts, $0. 
(5) Natural Resources and Environment 

(300 ): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
<A) New budget authority, $22,200,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $22,800,000,000. 
(Cl New direct loan obligations, $3,000,000. 
(D l New primar y loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $21,700,000,000. 
(Bl Outlays, $22,500,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $32,000,000. 
CD) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $21,300,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,000,000,000 . 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $32,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001 : 
(A ) New budge t authority, $22,300,000,000. 
(Bl Outlays, $22,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget author ity, $23,400,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $23,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(6) Agr iculture (350): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,133,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11 ,872,000,000. 

(C) New direct loan obligations, 
$9,620,000,000. 

(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-
ments , $6,365,000,000. 

Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,200,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $10,700,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11,047 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,436,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,900,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11,071,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,509,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,700,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,000,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,960,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,583,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,200,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,965,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,660,000,000. 
(7) Commerce and Housing Credit (370): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,700,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , - $900,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$4,739,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $245,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,000,000.000. 
(B) Outlays, $4 ,200,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,887 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $253,450,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,700,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,400,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,238,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $255,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,574 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $257 ,989,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $17,100,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,000,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,680,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $259,897,000,000. 
(8) Tr ansportation (400): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $46,700,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41 ,000,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$155,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

m ents, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $50,600,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$135,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 

(A) New budget authority, $53,600,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $55,600,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $54,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41 ,200,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(9) Community and Regional Development 

(450): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,600,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,867 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,385,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,300,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $9,900,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,943,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,406,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $7,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $9,200,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,020,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,429,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8 ,500,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,098,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,452,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,400,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8 ,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,180,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $2 ,475,000,000. 
(10) Education, Tra ining, Employment, and 

Social Ser vices (500): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $56,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $55,400,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$12,328,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $20,665,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $57,000,000,000. 
(B) Out lays, $56,400,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,092,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $21 ,899,000,000. 
Fiscal yea r 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $56,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $57,800,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,926,000,000. 
(D) New pr imary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $23,263,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $61,400,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $59,800,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$14, 701,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $24,517 ,000,000. 
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Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $62,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $61 ,200,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$15,426,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,676,000,000. 
(11) Health (550): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $136,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $137,100,000,000. 

· (C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $85,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $143,100,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $143,500,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $151,600,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $151 ,700,000,000. 
(C ) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $162,600,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $161,500,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $173,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $171,500,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(12) Medicare (570): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $201 ,700,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $201,800,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $212,200,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $211 ,700,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0 . 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $225,700,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $225,600,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $239,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $238,900,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $251 ,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $251 ,000,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(13) Income Security (600): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $238,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $244,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $45,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $251,300,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $252,700,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $75,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $264,500,000,000. 

(B) Outlays, $261,000,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$110,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $271,100,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $270,600,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$145,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $286,700,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $282,000,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$170,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
(14) Social Security (650): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,400,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,200,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $12,100,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,900,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,600,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,900,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,500,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $39,600,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $40,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,029,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $27,096,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $39,300,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $39,700,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,068 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $26,671,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $38,200,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $38,600,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,177 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $26,202,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $40,700,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $40,600,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,249,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,609,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $43,300,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $43,200,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,277,000,000. 

(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-
ments, $25,129,000,000. 

(16) Administration of Justice (750): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,400,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $24,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,200,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $24,700,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,300,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,200,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,600,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $25,500,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $24,800,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(17) General Government (800): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,600,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $14,400,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $14 ,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,400,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,700,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $14,400,000 ,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(18) Net Interest (900): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $296,549,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $296,549,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $304,567,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $304,567,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $304,867,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $304,867,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
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(A) New budget authority, $303,659,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $303,659,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $303,754,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $303,754,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(19) Allowances (920): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, -$0. 
(B) Outlays, - $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, - $0. 
(B) Outlays, -$0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, - $0. 
(B) Outlays, -$0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, -$12,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , - $16,500,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, -$36,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , -$36,800,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, -$48,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $48,800,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , - $44,400,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $44,400,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, -$46,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , - $46,000,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, - $50,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , - $50,000,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, - $64,100,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $64,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
TITLE II-RECONCILIATION 

INSTRUCTIONS 
SEC. 201. RECONCILIATION. 

(a) PURPOSE.-The purpose of this section 
is to provide for two separate reconciliation 
bills: the first for entitlement reforms and 
the second for tax relief. In the event Senate 
procedures preclude the consideration of two 
separate bills, this section would permit the 
consideration of one omnibus reconciliation 
bill. 

(b) SUBMISSIONS.-
( ! ) ENTITLEMENT REFORMS.-Not later than 

June 12, 1997, the House committees named 
in subsection (c) shall submit their rec­
ommendations to the House Committee on 
the Budget. After receiving those rec­
ommendations, the House Committee on the 
Budget shall report to the House a reconcili­
ation bill carrying out all such recommenda­
tions without any substantive revision. 

(2) TAX RELIEF AND MISCELLANEOUS RE­
FORMS.-N ot later than June 13, 1997, the 
House committees named in subsection (d) 
shall submit their recommendations to the 
House Committee on the Budget. After re­
ceiving those recommendations, the House 
Committee on the Budget shall report to the 
House a reconciliation bill carrying out all 
such recommendations without any sub­
stantive revision. 

(c) INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO ENTITLE­
MENT REFORMS.-

(1) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.-The 
House Committee on Agriculture shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $34,571,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $37,008 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $211 ,443,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND FINANCIAL 
SERVICES.-The House Committee on Bank­
ing and Financial Services shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $8,435,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $5,091 ,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $50,306,000,000 in outlays 
in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.-The House 
Committee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $393,770,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $507,315,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $2,619,820,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK­
FORCE.-The House Committee on Education 
and the Workforce shall report changes in 
laws within its jurisdiction that provide di­
rect spending such that the total level of di­
rect spending for that committee does not 
exceed: $17,718,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 1998, $18,167,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 2002, and $106,050,000,000 in outlays in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
OVERSIGHT.-(A) The House Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $68 ,975,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $81 ,896,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $443,061 ,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

CB) The House Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight shall report changes 
in laws within its jurisdiction that would re­
duce the deficit by: $214,000,000 in fiscal year 
1998, $621 ,000,000 in fiscal year 2002, and 
$1,829,000,000 in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN­
FRASTRUCTURE.-The House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $18,287,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $17,483,000,000 in out-

lays for fiscal year 2002, and $107 ,615,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS.-The 
House Committee on Veterans' Affairs shall 
report changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $22,444,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $24,845,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $140,197,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.-(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and Means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
diction such that the total level of direct 
spending for that committee does not ex­
ceed: $397,463 ,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
1998, $506,377,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $2,621,195,000,000 in outlays in fiscal 
years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction such that the total level of reve­
nues for that committee is not less than: 
$1,168,336,000,000 in revenues for fiscal year 
1998, $1,346,679 ,000,000 in revenues for fiscal 
year 2002, and $7 ,384,496,000,000 in revenues in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(d) INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO TAX RELIEF 
AND MISCELLANEOUS REFORMS.-

(! ) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.- The 
House Committee on Agriculture shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $34,571 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $37,008,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $211,443,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND FINANCIAL 
SERVICES.-(A) The House Committee on 
Banking and Financial Services shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $8,435,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $5,091 ,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $50,306,000,000 in outlays 
in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.- The House 
Committee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $393,770,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $507,315,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $2,619,820,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK­
FORCE.-The House Committee on Education 
and the Workforce shall report changes in 
laws within its jurisdiction that provide di­
rect spending such that the total level of di­
rect spending for that committee does not 
exceed: $17,718,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 1998, $18,167,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 2002, and $106,050,000,000 in outlays in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
OVERSIGHT.-(A) The House Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $68,975,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $81 ,896,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $443 ,061,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight shall report changes 
in laws within its jurisdiction that would re­
duce the deficit by: $214,000,000 in fiscal year 
1998, $621,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $1,829,000,000 in fiscal years 1998 
through 2002. 
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(6) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN­

FRASTRUCTURE.-The House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $18,287,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $17,483,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $107,615,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS.-The 
House Committee on Veterans' Affairs shall 
report changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $22,444,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $24,845,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $140,197,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.-(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and Means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
diction such that the total level of direct 
spending for that committee does not ex­
ceed: $397,463,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
1998, $506,377,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $2,621,195,000,000 in outlays in fiscal 
years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction such that the total level of reve­
nues for that committee is not less than: 
$1,160,936,000,000 in revenues for fiscal year 
1998, $1 ,326,179,000,000 in revenues for fiscal 
year 2002, and $7 ,299,496,000,000 in revenues in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(e) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion , the term " direct spending" has the 
meaning given to such term in section 
250(c)(8) of the Balanced Budget and Emer­
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

( f) FLEXIBILITY IN CARRYING OUT CHIL­
DREN'S HEALTH INITIATIVE.-If the Commit­
tees on Commerce and Ways and Means re­
port recommendations pursuant to their rec­
onciliation instructions that provide an ini­
tiative for children 's health that would in­
crease the deficit by more than $2.3 billion 
for fi scal year 1998, by more than $3.9 billion 
for fiscal year 2002, and by more than $16 bil­
lion for the period of fiscal years 1998 
through 2002, the committees shall be 
deemed to not have complied with their rec­
onciliation instructions pursuant to section 
310< d) of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974. 

TITLE III-BUDGET ENFORCEMENT 
SEC. 301. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION. 
(a ) P URPOSE.-The purpose of this section 

is to adjust the appropriate budgetary levels 
to accommodate legislation increasing 
spending from the highway trust fund on sur­
face transportation and highway safety 
above the levels assumed in this resolution if 
such legislation is deficit neutral. 

(b) DEFICIT NEUTRALITY REQUIREMENT.-(!) 
In order to receive the adjustments specified 
in subsection (c), a bill reported by the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
that provides new budget authority above 
the levels assumed in this resolution for pro­
grams authorized out of the highway trust 
fund must be deficit neutral. 

(2) A defi cit-neutral bill must meet the fol­
lowing conditions: 

(A) The amount of new budget authority 
provided for programs authorized out of the 
highway trust fund must be in excess of 
$25.949 billion in new budget authority for 
fiscal year 1998, $25.464 billion in new budget 
authority for fiscal year 2002, and $127.973 
billion in new budget authority for the pe­
riod of fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The outlays estimated to flow from the 
excess new budget authority set forth in sub­
paragraph (A) must be offset for fiscal year 
1998, fiscal year 2002, and for the period of fis­
cal years 1998 through 2002. For the sole pur­
pose of estimating the amount of outlays 
flowing from excess new budget authority 
under this section, it shall be assumed that 
such excess new budget authority would 
have an obligation limitation sufficient to 
accommodate that new budget authority. 

(C) The outlays estimated to flow from the 
excess new budget authority must be offset 
by (i ) other direct spending or revenue provi­
sions within that transportation bill , (ii ) the 
net reduction in other direct spending and 
revenue legislation that is enacted during 
this Congress after the date of adoption of 
this resolution and before such transpor­
tation bill is reported (in excess of the levels 
assumed in this resolution), or (iii) a com­
bination of the offsets specified in clauses (i) 
and (ii ). 

(D) As used in this section, the term " di­
rect spending" has the meaning given to 
such term in section 250(c)(8) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 

(c) REVISED LEVELS.-(1 ) When the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
reports a bill (or when a conference report 
thereon is filed) meeting the conditions set 
forth in subsection (b)(2), the chairman of 
the Committee on the Budget shall increase 
the allocation of new budget authority to 
that committee by the amount of new budg­
et authority provided in that bill (and that is 
above the levels set forth in subsection 
(b)(2)(A)) for programs authorized out of the 
highway trust fund. 

(2) After the enactment of the transpor­
tation bill described in paragraph (1) and 
upon the reporting of a general, supple­
mental or continuing resolution making ap­
propriations by the Committee on Appro­
priations (or upon the filing of a conference 
report thereon) establishing an obligation 
limitation above the levels specified in sub­
section (b)(2)(A) (at a level sufficient to obli­
gate some or all of the budget authority 
specified in paragraph (1)), the chairman of 
the Committee on the Budget shall increase 
the allocation and aggregate levels of out­
lays to that committee for fiscal years 1998 
and 1999 by the appropriate amount. 

(d) REVISIONS.-Allocations and aggregates 
revised pursuant to this section shall be con­
sidered for purposes of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 as allocations and aggre­
gates contained in this resolution. 

(e) REVERSALS.-If any legislation referred 
to in this section is not enacted into law, 
then the chairman of the House Committee 
on the Budget shall, as soon as practicable, 
reverse adjustments made under this section 
for such legislation and have such adjust­
ments published in the Congressional 
Record. 

( f) DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY LEV­
ELS.-For the purposes of this section, budg­
etary levels shall be determined on the basis 
of estimates made by the House Committee 
on the Budget. 

(g) DEFINITION.-As used in this section, 
the term " highway trust fund " refers to the 
following budget accounts (or any successor 
a ccounts): 

(1) 69-8083--0-7-401 (Federal-Aid Highways). 
(2) 69-8191-0-7-401 (Mass Transit Capital 

Fund). 
(3) 69-8350-0-7-401 (Mass Transit Formula 

Grants). 
(4) 69-8016-0-7-401 (National Highway Traf­

fic Safety Administration-Operations and 
Research). 

(5) 69-8020-0-7-401 (Highway Traffic Safety 
Grants). 

(6) 69-8048-0-7-401 (National Motor Carrier 
Safety Program). 
SEC. 302. SALE OF GOVERNMENT ASSETS. 

(a ) BUDGETARY TREATMENT.-
(! ) IN GENERAL.-For the purpose of any 

concurrent resolution on the budget and the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, no 
amounts realized from the sale of an asset 
shall be scored with respect to the level of 
budget authority , outlays, or revenues if 
such sale would cause an increase in the def­
icit as calculated pursuant to paragraph (2). 

(2) CALCULATION OF NET PRESENT VALUE.­
The deficit estimate of an asset sale shall be 
the net present value of the cash flow from­

(A) proceeds from the asset sale; 
(B) future receipts that would be expected 

from continued ownership of the asset by the 
Government; and 

(C) expected future spending by the Gov­
ernment at a level necessary to continue to 
operate and maintain the asset to generate 
the receipts estimated pursuant to subpara­
graph (B). 

(b) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term " sale of an asset" shall have 
the same meaning as under section 250(c)(21) 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def­
icit Control Act of 1985. 

(c) TREATMENT OF LOAN ASSETS.-For the 
purposes of this section, the sale of loan a s­
sets or the prepayment of a loan shall be 
governed by the terms of the Federal Credit 
Reform Act of 1990. 

(d) DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY LEV­
ELS.-For the purposes of this section, budg­
etary levels shall be determined on the basis 
of estimates made by the House Committee 
on the Budget. 
SEC. 303. ENVIRONMENTAL RESERVE FUND. 

(a ) COMMITTEE ALLOCATIONS.-In the 
House , after the Committee on Commerce 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure report a bill (or a conference 
report thereon is filed) to reform the Super­
fund program to facilitate the cleanup of 
hazardous waste sites, the chairman of the 
Committee on the Budget shall submit re­
vised allocations and budget aggregates to 
carry out this section by an amount not to 
exceed the excess subject to the limitation. 
These revisions shall be considered for pur­
poses of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
a s the allocations and aggregates contained 
in this resolution. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.-The adjustments made 
under this section shall not exceed-

( ! ) $200 million in budget authority for fi s­
cal year 1998 and the estimated outlays flow­
ing therefrom. 

(2) $200 million in budget authority for fi s­
cal year 2002 and the estimated outlays flow­
ing therefrom. 

(3) Sl billion in budget authority for the pe­
riod of fiscal years 1998 through 2002 and the 
estimated outlays flowing therefrom. 

(c) READJUSTMENTS.-In the House, any ad­
justments made under this section for any 
appropriation measure may be readjusted if 
that measure is not enacted into law. 
SEC. 304. SEPARATE ALLOCATION FOR LAND AC­

QUISITIONS AND EXCHANGES. 
(a ) ALLOCATION BY CHAIRMAN.-In the 

House, upon the reporting of a bill by the 
Committee on Appropriations (or upon the 
filing of a conference report thereon) pro­
viding up to $165 million in outlays for Fed­
eral land acquisitions and to finalize priority 
Federal land exchanges for fiscal year 1998 
(assuming $700 million in outlays over 5 fis­
cal years, the chairman of the Committee on 
the Budget shall allocate that amount of 
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outlays and the corresponding amount of 
budget authority. 

(b) TREATMENT OF ALLOCATIONS IN THE 
HousE.-In the House, for purposes of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, allocations 
made under subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be made pursuant to section 602(a)(l) of that 
Act and shall be deemed to be a separate sub­
allocation for purposes of the application of 
section 302(f) of that Act as modified by sec­
tion 602(c) of that Act. 
SEC. 305. BALANCED BUDGET REQUIREMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.- It shall not be in order in 
the House of Representatives or the Senate 
to consider any concurrent resolution on the 
budget (or amendment or motion thereto, or 
conference report thereon) or any bill , joint 
resolution , amendment, motion, or con­
ference report that would cause-

(1) total outlays for fiscal year 2002 or any 
fiscal year thereafter to exceed total receipts 
for that fiscal year, unless three-fifths of the 
whole number of each House of Congress pro­
vide for a specific excess of outlays over re­
ceipts by a rollcall vote; 

(2) an increase in the limit on the debt of 
the United States held by the public, unless 
three-fifths of the whole number of each 
House provide for such an increase by a roll­
call vote; or 

(3) an increase in revenues unless approved 
by a majority of the whole number of each 
House by a rollcall vote. 

(b) WAIVER.-The Congress may waive the 
provisions of this section for any fiscal year 
in which a declaration of war is in effect. 
The provisions of this section may be waived 
for any fiscal year in which the United 
States is engaged in military conflict which 
causes an imminent and serious military 
threat to national security and is so declared 
by a joint resolution, adopted by a majority 
of the whole number of each House , which 
becomes law. 

(c) DEFINITION.-Total receipts shall in­
clude all receipts of the United States Gov­
ernment except those derived from bor­
rowing. Total outlays shall include all out­
lays of the United States Government except 
for those for repayment of debt principal. 

TITLE IV-SENSE OF CONGRESS 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 401. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON BASELINES. 
(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that: 
(1) Baselines are projections of future 

spending if existing policies remain un­
changed. 

(2) Under baseline assumptions, spending 
automatically rises with inflation even if 
such increases are not mandated under exist­
ing law. 

(3) Baseline budgeting is inherently biased 
against policies that would reduce the pro­
jected growth in spending because such poli­
cies are portrayed as spending reductions 
from an increasing baseline. 

(4) The baseline concept has encouraged 
Congress to abdicate its constitutional obli­
gation to control the public purse for those 
programs which are automatically funded. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.- It is the sense of 
Congress that baseline budgeting should be 
replaced with a budgetary model that re­
quires justification of aggregate funding lev­
els and maximizes congressional and execu­
tive accountability for Federal spending. 
SEC. 402. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON REPAYMENT 

OF THE FEDERAL DEBT. 
(a ) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that: 
(1) The Congress and the President have a 

basic moral and ethical responsibility to fu­
ture generations to repay the Federal debt, 
including the money borrowed from the So­
cial Security Trust Fund. 

(2) The Congress and the President should 
enact a law which creates a regimen for pay­
ing off the Federal debt within 30 years. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING PRESI­
DENT'S SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.-It is the 
sense of Congress that: 

(1) The President's annual budget submis­
sion to Congress should include a plan for re­
payment of Federal debt beyond the year 
2002, including the money borrowed from the 
Social Security Trust Fund. 

(2) The plan should specifically explain 
how the President would cap spending 
growth at a level one percentage point lower 
than projected growth in revenues. 

(3) If spending growth were held to a level 
one percentage point lower than projected 
growth in revenues, then the Federal debt 
could be repaid within 30 years. 
SEC. 403. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON COMMISSION 

ON LONG-TERM BUDGETARY PROB­
LEMS. 

(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that-
(1) achieving a balanced budget by fiscal 

year 2002 is only the first step necessary to 
restore our Nation's economic prosperity; 

(2) the imminent retirement of the baby­
boom generation will greatly increase the 
demand for government services; 

(3) the burden will be borne by a relatively 
smaller work force resulting in an unprece­
dented intergovernmental transfer of finan­
cial resources; 

(4) the rising demand for retirement and 
medical benefits will quickly jeopardize the 
solvency of the medicare, social security , 
and Federal retirement trust funds; and 

(5) the Congressional Budget Office has es­
timated that marginal tax rates would have 
to increase by 50 percent over the next 5 
years to cover the long-term projected costs 
of retirement and health benefits. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that legislation should be enacted 
to create a commission to assess long-term 
budgetary problems. Their implications for 
both the baby-boom generation and tomor­
row's workforce , and make such rec­
ommendation as it deems appropriate to en­
sure our Nation's future prosperity . 

H. CON. RES. 84 
OFFERED BY: MR. BROWN OF CALIFORNIA 
(Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute) 

AMENDMENT No. 3: Strike all after the re­
solving clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 
SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUI'ION ON THE 

BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998. 
The Congress determines and declares that 

the concurrent resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 1998 is hereby established and 
that the appropriate budgetary levels for fis­
cal years 1999 through 2002 are hereby set 
forth. 
SEC. 2. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND AMOUNTS. 

The following budgetary levels are appro­
priate for the fiscal years 1998, 1999, 2000, 
2001, and 2002: 

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.-For purposes of 
the enforcement of this resolution: 

(A) The recommended levels of Federal 
revenues are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,206,035,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1 ,251,843,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,303,638,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,361,895,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2202: $1,421,072,000,000. 
(B) The amounts by which the aggregate 

levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $10,419,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $15,212,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $16,589,000,000. 

Fiscal year 2001: $16,807,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $18 ,133,000,000. 
(2) NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.-For purposes 

of the enforcement of this resolution, the ap­
propriate levels of total new budget author­
ity are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: Sl,392, 730,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,448,751,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1,500,328,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1 ,535,090,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,582,693,000,000. 
(3) BUDGET OUTLA YS.-For purposes of the 

enforcement of this resolution, the appro­
priate levels of total budget outlays are as 
follows : 

Fiscal year 1998: $1 ,358,584,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,422,994,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,480,134,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,495,092,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,544,270,000,000. 
(4) DEFICITS.-For purposes of the enforce­

ment of this resolution, the amounts of the 
deficits are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $142,130,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $155,939,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $159,907 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $116,390,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $105,065,000,000. 
(5) P UBLIC DEBT.-The appropriate levels of 

the public debt are as follows: 
Fiscal year 1998: $5,686, 700,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $5,954,900,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $6,230,900,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $6,488, 700,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $6,752,800,000,000. 
(6) DmECT LOAN OBLIGATIONS.- The appro­

priate levels of total new direct loan obliga­
tions are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $35,050,000 ,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $34,901,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $36,649,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $38 ,249,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $39,415,000,000. 
(7) PRIMARY LOAN GUARANTEE COMMIT­

MENTS,.-The appropriate levels of new pri­
mary loan guarantee commitments, are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $315,472,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $324,749,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $328,124,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $332,063 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $335,141 ,000,000. 

SEC. 3. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES. 
The Congress determines and declares that 

the appropriate levels of new budget author­
ity , budget outlays, new direct loan obliga­
tions , and new primary loan guarantee com­
mitments , for fiscal years 1998 through 2002 
for each major functional category are: 

(1) National Defense (050): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $262,267,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $259,255,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $588,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $262,354,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $261 ,353,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $757,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $262,505,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $265,423,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $262,528,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $257,287,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
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Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $262,552,000,000. 
(B) Outlay s , $259,471,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
(2) International Affairs (150): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $18,471,000,000. 
CB) Outlays, $14,207,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,966,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $12,751 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,317,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,795 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,021,000,000. 
CD) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $13,093,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,360,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,343,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,077 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $13,434,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $16,603,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $14,991 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,122,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,826,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $16,920,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,073,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,178,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $14,217,000,000. 
(3) General Science, Space , and Technology 

(250): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $17,498,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $17,587,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $18,364,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $18,147,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $19,281,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $18 ,713,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
CD) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $20,244,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,687,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $21 ,254,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $20,715,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(4) Energy (270): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,287,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,468,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,050,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,537,000,000. 

(B) Outlays , $2,543,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,078,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,717,000,000. 
(B) Outlay s , $2,814,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,109,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,857,000,000. 
Outlays, $2,916,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,141,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,115,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3,097,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,174,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $0. 
(5) Natural Resources and Environment 

(300): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,410,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $21,899,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $30,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $23,253,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,604 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $32,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,503,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $23,253,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $32,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,449,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $23,518 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $34,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,540,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $23,527 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(6) Agriculture (350): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,319,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,990 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$9,620,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $6,365,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $13,066,000,000. 
(B) Outlays $11 ,516,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11,047,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $6,436,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,567,000,000. 
(B) Outlays $10,978,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11 ,071 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,509,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,429,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,899,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,960,000,000. 

(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-
ments, $6,583,000,000. 

Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $11 ,232,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,630,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,965,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,660,000,000. 
(7) Commerce and Housing Credit (370): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,824,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $728,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$5,960 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $245,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,317,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,507,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,410,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $253,450,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,488,000,000. 
(B) Outlays $10,092,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$4,112,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $255,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $16,326,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,364,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$4,784,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $257,989,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,942,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,781 ,000 ,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$4,996,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $259,897,000,000. 
(8) Transportation (400): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New Budget authority, $50,846,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $40,962,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$155,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $54,715,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $43,317,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$135,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $56,172,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $45,600,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $57,373,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $46,552,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $15 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $58,598,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $47,130,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(9) Community and Regional Development 

(450): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $17,269,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,417,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,867 ,000,000. 
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(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $2,385,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,678,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,997,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,943,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $2,406,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,108,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,670,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,020,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,429,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,114,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,717,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,098,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,452,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,215,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8 ,845,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,180,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $2,475,000,000 
(10) Education, Training, Employment, and 

Social Services (500): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $60,011 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $56,273,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$12,328,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $20,665,000,000 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $61,143,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $59,848,000 ,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,092,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $21 ,899,000,000 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $62,508,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $61 ,352,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,926,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $23,263,000,000 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $64,090,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $62 ,780,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$14, 701 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $24 ,517 ,000,000 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $65,603,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $64 ,401,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$15,426,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,676,000,000 
(11) Health (550): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $135,308,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $135,055,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $85,000,000 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget author ity, $144,365,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $143,871,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

m ents, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $154 ,728,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $153,938,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 

(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-
ments, $0. 

Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $165,730,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $164,816,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $177,877,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $176,816,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(12) Medicare (570): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $205,310,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $200,350,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $219,430,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $212,640,000 ,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $232,828,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $225,857,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001 : 
(A) New budget authority, $249,027,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $234,765,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $265,828 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $254,365,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(13) Income Security (600): 
Fiscal y ear 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $236,956,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $246,922,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $45 ,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $254,293,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $257,304,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $75 ,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $270,810,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $272,008,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$110,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $277,236,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $276,973,000 ,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$145,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000 ,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A ) New budget authority, $290,973,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $289,943,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$170,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $37,000,000. 
(14) Social Security (650): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,179,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8,179,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 

(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-
ments, $0. 

Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,865,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8 ,865,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,622,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,622,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,879,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,879,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,272,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,272,000. 
(C) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $40,462,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $41,112,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,029,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $27,096,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $41 ,918,000.00. 
(B) Outlays, $42,055 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,068,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $26,671 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $42,385,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $44,220,000 ,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,177,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $26,202,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $42,826,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41 ,076,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,249,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,609,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $43,289,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $43,349,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,277 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $25,129,000,000. 
(16) Administration of Justice (750); 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $22,360,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $20,620,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,325,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $21,834,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commi t-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,691,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $24,058,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,060,000,000. 
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(B) Outlay s , $24,656,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,708,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $25,322,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(17) General Government (800): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,089,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays , $13,151 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,121,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,108,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $13,162,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $13,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,206,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,277,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays , $13,036,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
08) Net Interest (900): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $295,741,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $295,741 ,000,000. 
(C) New direc t loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $302,183,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $302,183,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

m ents, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $301 ,113,000,000. 
(B l Outlays, $301 ,113,000,000. 
(Cl New direc t loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

m ents, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A ) New budget authority , $298,020,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $298,020,000,000. 
(C) New direc t loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $296,583,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $296,583,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(19) Allowances (920): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, SO. 
(B) Outlays, so. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $0. 

Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, SO. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays , $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, -$41,244 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , -$41,244,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, -$32,858,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , - S232,858,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, -$32,516,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , -$32,516,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, - $33,143,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $33,143,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, - $34,327,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, -$34,327,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $0. 
SEC. 4. INVESTMENTS. 

The Congress determines and declares that 
the appropriate levels of new budget author­
ity and budget outlays for Federal invest­
ments for fiscal years 1998 through 2002 for 
each major functional category are : 

(1) National Defense (050)-for subfunction 
051 for Research , Development, Test, and 
Evaluation: 

Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $35,934,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $36,645,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $35,044 ,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $35,152,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $35,044,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $34 ,666,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $35,044,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $34 ,738,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $35,044,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $34,950,000,000. 
(2) General Science, Space, and Technology 

(250)-for subfunctions 251 and 252 for Gen­
eral Science, Space and Technology pro­
grams: 

Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $17,460,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, Sl7,040,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $18,333,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, Sl 7 ,838,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 

(A) New budget authority, $19,250,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays $18,599,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, S20,213,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, Sl9,512,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, S21,223,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $20,534,000,000. 
(3) Energy (270)-for subfunction 271 for En­

ergy Supply Research and Development, and 
subfunction 272 for Energy Conservation­

Fiscal year 1998: 
(A)New budget authority, $3,937,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $4,148,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $4 ,134,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $4,180,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,340,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $4,328,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,557,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $4,464,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,785,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $4,655,000,000. 
(4) Natural Resources and Environment 

(300)-for subfunction 304 for Regulatory , En­
forcement , and Research Programs and Haz­
ardous Substance Superfund, and subfunc­
tion 306 Other Natural Resources: 

Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,538,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $9,527,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,742,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $10,013,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $10,816,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $10,533,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,859,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, $10,825,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,943,000,000. 
(B) Budget outlays, Sl0,889,000,000. 
(5) Agriculture (350)-for subfunction 352 

for Research Programs: 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $1 ,339,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,351,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $1 ,406,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1 ,449,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $1 ,476,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1 ,506,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001 : 
(A) New budget authority, $1,550,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,556,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $1 ,627,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,603,000,000. 
(6) Commerce and Housing Credit (370)-for 

subfunction 376 for Science and Technology: 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $720,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $680,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $762,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $703,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $752,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $851 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $787,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $937,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $818,000,000. 
(7) Transportation (400)-for subfunction 

401 Ground Transportation, subfunction 402 
for Air Transportation, and subfunction 403 
for Water Transportation: 
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Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $44,491,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $37,419,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $48,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $40,641 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $48,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $43,211,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $49,100,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $44,283,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $49,300,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $45,078 ,000,000. 
(8) Community and Regional Development 

(450)--for subfunction 452 for Rural Develop­
ment and Economic Development Assist­
ance: 

Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $1,279,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,259,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $1 ,276,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1 ,222,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $1 ,276,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $1 ,205,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $1 ,276,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $1 ,253,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,276,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $1 ,258,000,000. 
(9) Education , Training, Employment, and 

Social Services (500)--for subfunctions 501, 
502, 503, 504, and 506 National Service Initia­
tive, Rehabilitation Services, and Children 
and Families Services Program: 

Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $44,059,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $40,656,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $45,067,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $44,314,000 ,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $46,112,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $45,295,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $47,124,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $46,206,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $48,007,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $47,196,000,000. 
(10) Health (550)--for subfunction 552 for 

Heal th Research and Training: 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,299,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,175,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,771 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,884,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,371,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,628,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,043,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
<Al New budget authority, $16,409,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,783,000 ,000. 
(11) Incom e Security (600)--for subfunction 

605 for Food and Nutrition Assistance: 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,618,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,506,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $4 ,636,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,627,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $4 ,734,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4 ,727,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,834,000,000. 

(B) Outlays, $4 ,827,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,948,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,940,000,000. 

SEC. 5. RECONCILIATION. 
(a) SUBMISSIONS.-No later than June 30, 

1997, the House committees named in sub­
sections (b) and (c) shall submit their rec­
ommendations to the House Cammi ttee on 
the Budget. After receiving those rec­
ommendations, the House Committee on the 
Budget shall report to the House a reconcili­
ation bill carrying out all such recommenda­
tions without any substantive revision. 

(b) HOUSE COMMI'ITEES.-
(1) COMMI'ITEE ON COMMERCE.-The House 

Committee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending sufficient to reduce 
outlays as follows: $7,900,000,000 in outlays 
for fiscal year 1998, $36,500,000,000 in outlays 
for fiscal year 2002, and $115,700,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.-(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and Means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
diction that provide direct spending suffi­
cient to reduce outlays as follows : 
$7,900,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 1998, 
$36,500,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 2002, 
and $115, 700,000,000 in outlays in fiscal years 
1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction such that the total level of reve­
nues for that committee is increased by: 
$10,419,000,000 in revenues for fiscal year 1998, 
$18,133,000,000 in revenues for fiscal year 2002, 
and $77,160,000,000 in revenues in fiscal years 
1998 through 2002. 

(C) INVESTMENT TRUST FUND.-The House 
Committee on Ways and Means shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide for the establishment of a separate 
account in the Treasury known as the "In­
vestment Trust Fund" into which shall be 
transferred revenues realized by the acution 
of spectrum allocations by the Federal Com­
munications Commission and, further, pro­
vide that amounts in that fund shall be used 
exclusively for programs assumed under sec­
tion 4. 

(d) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term "direct spending" has the 
meaning given to such term in section 
250(c)(8) of the Balanced Budget and Emer­
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

SEC. 6. COMMITIEE ALLOCATIONS. 

Upon the adoption of this resolution, the 
Committee on the Budget of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on the 
Budget of the Senate shall each make sepa­
rate allocations to the appropriate commit­
tees of its House of Congress of total new 
budget authority and total budget outlays 
for each fiscal year covered by this resolu­
tion to carry out section 4. For all purposes 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, 
those allocations shall be deemed to be made 
pursuant to section 302(a) and section 602(a) 
of that Act, as applicable. 

SEC. 7. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING BUDG· 
ET TRENDS. 

It is the sense of Congress that the increas­
ing portion of the Federal budget absorbed 
by interest payments and consumption pro­
grams, particularly health spending, has led 
to a declining level of domestically financed 
investment and may adversely impact the 
ability of the economy to grow at the levels 
needed to provide for future generations. 

SEC. 8. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING THE 
NEED TO MAINTAIN FEDERAL IN­
VESTMENTS. 

It is the sense of Congress that a balanced 
program to improve the economy should be 
based on the concurrent goals of eliminating 
the deficit and maintaining Federal invest­
ment in programs that enhance long-term 
productivity such as research and develop­
ment, education and training, and physical 
infrastructure improvements. 
SEC. 9. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING THE 

TREATMENT OF FEDERAL INVEST· 
MENTS WITHIN THE BUDGET. 

It is the sense of Congress that the current 
budget structure focuses primarily on short­
term spending and does not highlight for de­
cision making purposes the differences be­
tween Federal spending for long-term invest­
ment and that for current consumption. In 
order to restructure Federal budget to make 
such a distinction, it is necessary to identify 
an investment component in the Federal 
budget and establish specific budgetary tar­
gets for such investments. 

H. CON. RES. 84, 
OFFERED BY: MR. KENNEDY OF 

MASSACHUSETTS 
(Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute) 

AMENDMENT No. 4: Strike all after the re­
solving clause and insert the following: 
SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON IBE 

BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998. 
The Congress declares that the concurrent 

resolution on the budget for fiscal year 1998 
is hereby established and that the appro­
priate budgetary levels for fiscal years 1999 
through 2002 are hereby set forth. 

TITLE I-LEVELS AND AMOUNTS 
SEC. 101. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 

AMOUNTS. 
The following budgetary levels are appro­

priate for the fiscal years 1998, 1999, 2000, 
2001, and 2002: 

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.-For purposes of 
the enforcement of this resolution: 

(A) The recommended levels of Federal 
revenues are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1 ,206,379,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1 ,252,942,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,307,528,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1 ,366,412,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1 ,427,435,000,000. 
(B) The amounts by which the aggregate 

levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: $0. 
(2) NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.-For purposes 

of the enforcement of this resolution, the ap­
propriate levels of total new budget author­
ity are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1 ,399,365,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1 ,447,879,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,495, 779,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1 ,526,178,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1 ,552,378,000,000. 
(3) BUDGET OUTLAYS.-For purposes of the 

enforcement of this resolution, the appro­
priate levels of total budget outlays are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,383,432,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1 ,440,016,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1,489,140,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1 ,516,666,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,535,000,000,000. 
(4) DEFICITS.-For purposes of the enforce­

ment of this resolution, the amounts of the 
deficits are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $177,053,000,000. 
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Fiscal year 1999: $187,074,000 ,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $181,612,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $150,254,000 ,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $107,565,000,000. 
(5) PUBLIC DEBT.-The appropriate levels of 

the public debt are as follows : 
Fiscal year 1998: $5,596,684,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $5,844,015,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $6,088,538,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $6,298,829,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $6,474,034,000,000. 
(6) DIRECT LOAN OBLIGATIONS.-The appro­

priate levels of total new direct loan obliga­
tions are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $33,829,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $33,378,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $34,775,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $36,039,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $37,099,000,000. 
(7) PRIMARY LOAN GUARANTEE COMMIT­

MENTS,.-The appropriate levels of new pri­
mary loan guarantee commitments, are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $315,472,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $324,749,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $328,124,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $332,063,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $335,141,000 ,000. 

SEC. 102. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES. 
The Congress determines and declares that 

the appropriate levels of new budget author­
ity, budget outlays, new direct loan obliga­
tions, and new primary loan guarantee com­
mitments, for fiscal years 1998 through 2002 
for each major functional category are: 

(1) National Defense (050): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $266,000,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays , $264,900,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $588,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $266,000,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $264,700,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $757,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $267,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $267,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $267,000,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $261 ,500,000,000. 
(Cl New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $267,000,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $264,400,000,0000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
(2) International Affairs (150): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $15,909,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $14 ,558 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,966,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $12,751 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,918,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $14,569,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,021 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,093,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,782,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $14,981 ,000,000. 

(C) New direct loan obligations, 
$2,077 ,000,000. 

(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-
ments , $13,434 ,000,000. 

Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,114,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $14,751,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,122,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,826,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,353,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $14,812,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,178,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $14,217,000,000. 
(3) General Science, Space, and Technology 

(250): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,437,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $17,082,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $16,403,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays , $16,728,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,147,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $16,213,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,062,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,804,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $15,868 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(4) Energy (270): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $3,123,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $2,247,000,000 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,050,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,469,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $2,446,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,078,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,186,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $2,293,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,109,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,939,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $2,048,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,141,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $2,846,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,867,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,171,000,000. 

(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­
ments, $0. 

(5) Natural Resources and Environment 
(300): 

Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,877,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $22,405,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $3,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,227,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $22,702,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $32,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,570,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $22,963,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $32,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,151 ,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $22,720,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,086,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays , $22,313,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(6) Agriculture (350): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,133,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $11,892,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$9,620 ,000 ,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $6,365,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,790,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $11,294 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11,047 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $6,436,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,215,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays , $10,664,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11,071,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,509,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,978,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $9,494,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,960,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $6,583,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,670,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $9,108,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,965,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,660,000,000. 
(7) Commerce and Housing Credit (370): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,607,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $ - 920,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$4, 739,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $245,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $11 ,082,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $4 ,299,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,887 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $253,450,000,000. 
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Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,183,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,821,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,238,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $255,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,078,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,133,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,574,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $257,989,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,678,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,541,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,689,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $259,897,000,000. 
(8) Transportation (400): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $46,402,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $43,933,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$155,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority,$*** To Be Sup­

plied. 
(B) Outlays,$*** To Be Supplied. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $* * * To 

Be Supplied. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $*** To Be Supplied. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $* * *To Be Sup­

plied. 
(B) Outlays , $*** To Be Supplied. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $* * * To 

Be Supplied. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $*** To Be Supplied. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority,$*** To Be Sup­

plied. 
(B) Outlays , $*** To Be Supplied. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $* * * To 

Be Supplied. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $* **To Be Supplied. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $49,184,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $44,247,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(9) Community and Regional Development 

(450) : 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,068,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $10,687,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,867,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,385,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,839,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $11,252,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,943,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $2,406,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,210,000,000. 
CB) Outlays, $11 ,386,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,020,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $2,429,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,214,000,000. 

(B) Outlays, $11,800,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,098,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,452,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,290,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8 ,929,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,180,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,475,000,000. 
(A) New budget authority , $46,556,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $44,256,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$135,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $47,114,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $44,357,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $48,135,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $44,303,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(10) Education, Training, Employment, and 

Social Services (500): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $67,320,000,000. 
CB) Outlays, $58,362 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$12,328,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $20,665,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $63,750,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $63 ,885,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,092,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $21,899,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $65,903,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $66,178,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,926,000,000. 
CD) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $23,263,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $67,759,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $67,981,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$14 ,701 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $24,517,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $68,739,000,000. 
CB) Outlays, $68,966,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$15,426,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,676,000,000. 
(11) Health (550): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $140,599,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $140,567,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $85,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $149,418 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $149,394,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $159,868,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $159,747,000,000. 

(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $170,662,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $170,385,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $181 ,571,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $181 ,127,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(12) Medicare (570): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $203,820,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $203,964,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $214,673,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $214,148,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $229,340,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $229,337,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $244,036,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $243,181,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $256,548,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $255,769,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(13) Income Security (600): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $240,160,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $248,861,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $45,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $255,375,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $259,346,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $75,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000 ,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $271,084,000,000. 
CB) Outlays, $269,669,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$110,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $276,898,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $279,007,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$145,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $288,937,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $287,221,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$170,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $37,000,000. 
(14) Social Security (650): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $11 ,424,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,524,000,000. 
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(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,060,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,196,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $12,792,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,866,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,022,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,043,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $14,383,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,398 ,000 ,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $40,579,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41 ,371 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,029,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $27,096,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $41 ,745,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $41 ,979 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,068 ,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $26,671 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,015,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $42,223,000 ,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,177,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

m ents, $26,202,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,418,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,540,000,000. 
(Cl New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,249,000,000 . 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

men ts, $25,609,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
CA) New budget authority, $42,629,000,000. 
(Bl Outlays, $42,783,000,000. 
<Cl New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,277,000,000 . 
cD l New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,129 ,000,000. 
(16) Administration of Justice (750): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A l New budget authority, $25,165,000,000. 
<B l Outlays, $23,209,000,000. 
(Cl New direc t loan obligations, $0. 
<D l New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A l New budget authority , $25,320,000,000. 
<B l Outlays, $24 ,476,000,000. 
(Cl New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,578,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $25,840,000,000. 
(Cl New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,054,000,000. 

(B) Outlays, $26,701 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,183,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $24,879,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(17) General Government (800): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,711 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,959,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,444,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,363,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,977,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,727,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,675,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $14,131,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,105,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(18) Net Interest (900): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $296,672,000,000. 
(B) Outlay s, $296,672,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $304 ,932,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $304,932,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $305,512,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $305,512,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $304,037,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $304,037,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $303,796,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $303,796,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(19) Allowances (920): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays , $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays , $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , SO. 

Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlay s , $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit -

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $41,841,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $41 ,841,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

men ts, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , -$36,949,000,000 . 
(B) Outlays, - $36,949,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, -$36,937,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , -$36,937,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, -$39,151 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $39,151,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , -$51,124,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $51,124,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
TITLE II-RECONCILIATION 

INSTRUCTIONS 
SEC. 201. RECONCILIATION. 

(a ) SUBMISSIONS.- Not later than August 1, 
1997, the House committees named in sub­
section (b) shall submit their recommenda­
tions to the House Committee on the Budget. 
After receiving those recommendations, the 
House Committee on the Budget shall report 
to the House a reconciliation bill carrying 
out all such recommendations without any 
subs tantive revision. 

(b) !NSTRUCTIONS.-
(1) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.-The 

House Committee on Agriculture shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $34,571 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $37,008 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $211 ,443,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND FINANCIAL 
SERVICES.-The House Committee on Bank­
ing and Financial Services shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $8,435,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $5,091,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $50,306,000,000 in outlays 
in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.-The House 
Cammi ttee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
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provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $395,150,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $513,615,000 in outlays for fis­
cal year 2002, and $2,638,120,000 in outlays in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK­
FORCE.-The House Committee on Education 
and the Workforce shall report changes in 
laws within its jurisdiction that provide di­
rect spending such that the total level of di­
rect spending for that committee does not 
exceed: $17,718,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 1998, $18,167,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 2002, and $106,050,000,000 in outlays in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
OVERSIGHT.-(A) The House Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $68,975,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $81,896,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $443,061,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight shall report changes 
in laws within its jurisdiction that would re­
duce the deficit by: $0 in fiscal year 1998, 
$621,000,000 in fiscal year 2002, and 
$1,829,000,000 in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN­
FRASTRUCTURE.-The House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $18,287,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $17,483,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $107 ,615,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS.-The 
House Committee on Veterans' Affairs shall 
report changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $22,478,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $25,192,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $141 ,497,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.-(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and Means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
di ction such that the total level of direct 
spending for that committee does not ex­
ceed: $399,663,000.000 in outlays for fiscal year 
1998, $511,377,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002. and $2,639,195,000,000 in outlays in fiscal 
years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction sufficient to decrease revenues 
as follows: by $8,000,000,000 in revenues for 
fiscal year 1998, by $16,000,000,000 in revenues 
for fiscal year 2002, and by $60,000,000,000 in 
revenues in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

CC> The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction sufficient to increase revenues 
as follows: by $8,000,000,000 in revenues for 
fiscal year 1998, by $16,000,000 ,000 in revenues 
for fiscal year 2002, and by $60,000,000,000 in 
revenues in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(c) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term " direct spending" has the 
meaning given to such term in section 
250(c)(8) of the Balanced Budget and Emer­
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

(d) CHILDREN'S HEALTH lNITIATIVE.-If the 
Committees on Commerce and Ways and 
Means report recommendations pursuant to 
their reconciliation instructions that, com­
bined, provide an initiative for children's 

health that would increase the deficit by 
more than $4.6 billion for fiscal year 1998, by 
more than $8.0 billion for fiscal year 2002, 
and by more than $32 billion for the period of 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002, the commit­
tees shall be deemed to not have complied 
with their reconciliation instructions pursu­
ant to section 310(d) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974. 

TITLE III-SENSE OF CONGRESS 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 301. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON MIDDLE IN· 
COME TAX RELIEF. 

(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds the fol­
lowing: 

(1) Tax reductions in tax bills enacted in 
the 1980's predominately benefited Ameri­
cans with higher incomes. 

(2) Increases in the social security payroll 
tax over this period has resulted in a net in­
crease in the tax burden on middle income 
Americans. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that Congress should enact legisla­
tion providing targeted tax relief, with an 
emphasis on alleviating the tax burden on 
middle income Americans , by enacting the 
following provisions: 

(1) Higher education initiatives, including 
the President's $1,500 HOPE scholarship tax 
credit and deductibility of up to $10,000 for 
higher education tuition and fees. 

(2) Expansion of the child care tax credit, 
with increases in the amount of allowable 
expenses, the percentage of allowable ex­
penses, and the income phase-down levels. 

(3) Homeownership provisions, including up 
to a $500,000 capital gains exclusion for home 
sales, and permitting tax and penalty-free 
borrowing from an IRA account or a parent's 
IRA account for a down payment on a first­
time home purchase. 

(4) Savings provisions, including an in­
crease in the annual limit for deductible IRA 
contributions from $2,000 to $2,500 per year. 
SEC. 302. SENSE OF THE CONGRESS ON SMALL 

BUSINESS TAX RELIEF. 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds the fol­

lowing: 
(1) Small businesses are the source of most 

new jobs created in this country. 
(2) Small businesses have a more difficult 

time than large corporations in raising cap­
ital covering health care costs for employ­
ees, and coping with estate taxes. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that Congress should enact legisla­
tion providing tax incentives and tax relief 
for small businesses, including: 

(1) Incentives for long-term investments in 
small businesses, including capital gains re­
lief, deferral of gains on any small business 
investments rolled over into another small 
business investment, and a tripling of the 
amount of declarable losses on investments 
in small businesses. 

(2) Estate tax relief for family-owned small 
businesses and farms , and an increase in 
small businesses eligibility for 10-year in­
stallment payments of estate taxes. 

(3) 100 percent deductibility of health care 
costs for the self-employed. 

(4) Extension of the 5 percent Foreign 
Sales Credit (FSC) to software exporters. 
SEC. 303. SENSE OF THE CONGRESS ON REVENUE 

NEUTRALITY. 
(a) FINDINGS.- Congress finds the fol­

lowing: 
(1) Large tax cuts in the 1980's led to an un­

precedented explosion in the level of debt 
owed by American taxpayers. 

(2) Tax cuts without revenue offsets in­
crease the level of spending cuts required to 
balance the budget, in vital areas like edu-

cation, health care, transportation, and re­
search and development. 

(3) It is a priority to balance the budget 
first, and to defer tax cuts which reduce rev­
enues until the budget is actually in balance. 

(4) Targeted tax cuts for higher education, 
child care, homeownership, increased sav­
ings, and small businesses can be enacted 
without reducing the net level of revenues. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that all tax cuts should be fully off­
set by revenue increases, through reinstate­
ment of expiring excise taxes and the closing 
of corporate tax loopholes. 
SEC. 304. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON CHILDREN'S 

HEALTH. 
It is the sense of Congress that sufficient 

funding be provided to insure all currently 
uninsured children in America, through 
health care grants to the States and an ex­
pansion of medicaid in a total amount of at 
least $32,000,000,000 over the next 5 years. 
SEC. 305. SENSE OF THE CONGRESS ON MEDI· 

CARE. 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds the fol­

lowing: 
(1) The Medicare Part A Trust Fund will go 

bankrupt by the year 2000 without congres­
sional action. 

(2) Some 40,000,000 senior citizens rely on 
medicare for affordable, quality health care. 

(3) Many low-income senior citizens are un­
able to afford projected increases in medi­
care premiums. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that Congress should enact legisla­
tion to extend the solvency of the Medicare 
Trust Fund for the next 10 years, using poli­
cies which: 

(1) Maintain part B premiums at 25 per­
cent, with a phase-in of home health care 
changes. 

(2) Provide new preventive and other 
health care benefits, including expanded 
mammography coverage, coverage for 
colorectal screenings, coverage for diabetes 
screening, 72 hours of respite care of Alz­
heimers patients, bone mass measurements 
for osteoporosis care, prostate cancer screen­
ing, cancer clinic benefits, and 
immunosuppressant drugs. 

(3) Include sustainable reductions in reim­
bursements for hospitals, skilled nursing fa­
cilities, and other health care providers. 

( 4) Provide full funding for teaching hos­
pitals through the Graduate Medical Edu­
cation program. 

(5) Increase health care choices among sen­
iors, without restricting access to fee-for­
service health care. 
SEC. 306. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON MEDICAID. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds the fol­
lowing: 

(1) Hospitals and other health care pro­
viders are already seriously underreimbursed 
for the actual cost of providing medicaid 
services. 

(2) Medicaid is the primary source of 
health care coverage for the uninsured, in­
cluding poor children, indigent mothers, and 
low-income senior citizens in nursing homes . 

(3) Medicaid provides critical funding for 
medicare premiums for low-income seniors. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that medicaid legislation should in­
crease coverage for low-income adults and 
seniors, and uninsured children, by providing 
that: 

(1) Any reductions in medicaid reimburse­
ments to heal th care providers should be 
used to expand coverage for children's heal th 
care, legal immigrants, and low-income 
Americans. 

(2) Spending reductions should not include 
either a block grant or a per capita cap. 
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(3) Medicaid should extend its program to 

pay medicare premiums for low-income sen­
ior citizens, protecting them from increases 
caused by home health care shifts. 

(4) States should be given more flexibility 
in managing the medicaid program, through 
managed care options, and elimination of 
unnecessary regulations, while fully pro­
tecting the quality and availability of health 
care for medicaid recipients. 
SEC. 307. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON DOMESTIC 

DISCRETIONARY SPENDING. 
It is the sense of Congress that sufficient 

funding be provided for domestic discre­
tionary spending to allow for full infla­
tionary increases over the period from 1998 
through 2002, to fully fund priority areas like 
education, health care, transportation, re­
search and development, community devel­
opment, crime, and housing. 
SEC. 308. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON PELL GRANT 

LIMITS. 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds the fol­

lowing: 
(1) The spiraling cost of higher education 

tuition and fees threatens to put the cost of 
college out of reach for millions of Ameri­
cans. 

(2) Pell Gran ts are an effective way to 
make college affordable for low-income stu­
dents. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that Congress should increase the 
annual limit on Pell Grants from $2,700 to 
$3,700. 
SEC. 309. SENSE OF CONGRESS IN SCHOOL CON­

STRUCTION. 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds the fol­

lowing: 
(1) Children cannot achieve their full edu­

cational potential, if the school buildings 
they are educated in are falling apart. 

(2) The General Accounting Office (GAO) 
has determined that it will require 
$112,000,000,000 to repair and improve our Na­
tion 's schools. 

(3) Many communities are unable to afford 
the full cost of making such needed repairs. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that Congress should enact the 
President's school construction initiative, to 
provide $5,000,000,000 to leverage the repair 
and construction of elementary and sec­
ondary schools. 
SEC. 310. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING EDU­

CATION. 
It is the sense of Congress that funding 

should be substantially increased in a num­
ber of programs which increase educational 
opportunities, including: 

(1) Title I grants, to help the disadvan­
taged develop basic educational skills. 

(2) The Technology Literacy Challenge 
Fund, to provide computers, software, and 
technology training to elementary and sec­
ondary schools. 

(3) Special education IDEA grants, to pro­
vide services to children with disabilities. 

(4) Adult education grants, to provide 
adult literacy and other educational pro­
grams. 

(5) The Federal work study program, to 
provide needy students with part-time work. 
SEC. 311. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON TRANSPOR­

TATION. 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds the fol­

lowing: 
(1) Our continued economic growth is de­

pendent on maintaining and expanding our 
basic infrastructure, especially with respect 
to roads and bridges. 

(2) In many sections of our country, our 
transportation infrastructure suffers from a 
lack of adequate funding and neglect of 
maintenance. 

(3) For many years, Congress has failed to 
use funds collected under the Federal gas tax 
to pay for essential road and related trans­
portation needs. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that all new funds collected in the 
transportation trust fund should be fully 
spent on transportation improvements. 
SEC. 312. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON EARLY CHILD­

HOOD DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds the fol­

lowing: 
(1) Adequate nutrition, quality health care, 

educational opportunities, and high quality 
child care for children between birth and the 
age of 3 are scientifically shown to play a 
critical role in later childhood and adult de­
velopment. 

(2) Public spending on health, nutrition, 
education, and child care at the stage of 
early childhood development has proven to 
be a sound long-term investment in human 
resources. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that sufficient funding should be 
provided in the following programs to meet 
the needs of infants and toddlers: 

(1) WIC (the supplemental nutrition pro-
gram for women, infants, and children) . 

(2) Head Start. 
(3) Healthy Start. 
(4) Programs for infants and toddlers with 

disabilities under part H of the Individuals 
with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). 

(5) Programs under the Child Care and De­
velopment Block Grant Act. 
SEC. 313. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON HEALIB RE· 

SEARCH. 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds the fol­

lowing: 
(1) The National Institutes of Health (NIH) 

is the world's leading biomedical research in­
stitution. 

(2) The National Institutes of Health ac­
complishes its mission of discovering new 
medical knowledge that will lead to better 
health for everyone through supervising, 
funding , and conducting biomedical and be­
havioral research to help prevent, detect, di­
agnose, and treat disease and disability in 
humans. 

(3) The Federal investment in the National 
Institutes of Health should be sufficient to 
keep up with the pace of biomedical inflation 
and public heal th needs. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that funding for the National Insti­
tutes of Health should be at least equal to 
the Institute's annual professional judgment, 
which is the best and most reliable estimate 
of the minimum level of funding needed to 
sustain the high standard of scientific 
achievement attained by the National Insti­
tutes of Heal th. 
SEC. 314. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON RESEARCH 

AND DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds the fol­

lowing: 
(1) Federal support of research and devel­

opment has led to numerous advances in 
science and technology that have greatly en­
hanced the lives of all Americans. 

(2) Technological innovation has spurred 
almost half of the economic development of 
the past century. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that full funding should be provided 
for Federal research and development pro­
grams, including the National Science Foun­
dation (NSF) and the solar and renewable en­
ergies programs of the Department of En­
ergy. 
SEC. 315. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON CRIME. 

(a) FINDING.-Congress finds the following: 

(1) Crime continues to threaten residential 
and commercial neighborhoods through the 
Nation. 

(2) Juvenile crime continues to grow at a 
faster rate than other categories of crime in 
this Nation. 

(3) Intervention and prevention programs 
have been shown to successfully turn the 
tide of violent crime. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that funding for crime interven­
tion, prevention, and domestic violence pro­
grams should be increased over current lev­
els. 
SEC. 316. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON VETERANS. 

It is the sense of Congress that funding 
should not be cut for veterans' COLA or for 
housing benefits. 
SEC. 317. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON HOUSING. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds the fol­
lowing: 

(1) According to the Department of Hous­
ing and Urban Development, 13,000,000 Amer­
icans have " acute housing needs" . 

(2) Current funding for rental housing as­
sistance for the elderly, disabled, working 
poor, and mothers making the transition 
from welfare to work is inadequate. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that funding for housing assistance 
should be increased by providing-

(1) full funding for operating subsidies for 
public housing authorities, as determined by 
the Performance Funding System; 

(2) additional funding for capital grants for 
public housing authorities, to repair and 
maintain existing public housing units; and 

(3) sufficient funding to create 50,000 new 
section 8 vouchers each year for the next 5 
years. 
SEC. 318. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON DEFENSE. 

It is the sense of Congress that defense 
spending should be maintained at current 
levels, and that priority should be given to 
defense readiness and full funding for per­
sonnel salaries and supplies, as opposed to 
continued expansions of large weapons sys­
tems. 

H. CON. RES. 84 
OFFERED BY: MR. SHUSTER 

(Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute) 
AMENDMENT No. 5: Strike all after the re­

solving clause and insert the following: 
SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON IBE 

BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998. 
The Congress declares that the concurrent 

resolution on the budget for fiscal year 1998 
is hereby established and that the appro­
priate budgetary levels for fiscal years 1999 
through 2002 are hereby set forth. 

TITLE I-LEVELS AND AMOUNTS 
SEC. 101. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 

AMOUNTS. 

The following budgetary levels are appro­
priate for the fiscal years 1998, 1999, 2000, 
2001, and 2002: 

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.-For purposes of 
the enforcement of this resolution: 

(A) The recommended levels of Federal 
revenues are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,198,979,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1 ,241,859,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1,285,559,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,343,591,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,407,564,000,000. 
(B) The amounts by which the aggregate 

levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: -$7,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: - $11 ,083,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: - $21,969,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: - $22,821 ,000,000. 
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Fiscal year 2002: - $19,871,000,000. 
(2) NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.-For purposes 

of the enforcement of this resolution, the ap­
propriate levels of total new budget author­
ity are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,386,875,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,439,798,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,486,311,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,520,242,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,551 ,563,000,000. 
(3) BUDGET OUTLAYS.-For purposes of the 

enforcement of this resolution , the appro­
pria t e levels of total budget outlays are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1 ,371,848,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,424,002,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,468,748,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1 ,500,854,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,516,024,000,000. 
(4) DEFICITS.-For purposes of the enforce­

ment of this resolution, the amounts of the 
deficits are a s follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $172,869,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $182,143,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $183,189,000,000 . 
Fiscal year 2001: $157,263,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $108,460,000,000. 
(5) PUBLIC DEBT.- The appropriate levels of 

the public debt are as follows: 
Fiscal year 1998: $5,593,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $5,836,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $6,082,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $6,301,100,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $6,473,200,000,000. 
(6) DIRECT LOAN OBLJGATIONS.-The appro­

priate levels of total new direct loan obliga­
tions are a s follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $33,829,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $33,378,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $34,775,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $36,039,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $37,099,000,000. 
(7) P RIMARY LOAN GUARANTEE COMMIT­

MENTS,.-The a ppropriate levels of new pri­
m ary loa n guarantee commitments, are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $315,472,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $324,749,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $328 ,124,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $332,063 ,000,000. 
Fiscal yea r 2002: $335,141 ,000,000. 

SEC. 102. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES. 
The Congress determines and declares that 

the appropriate levels of new budget author­
ity, budget outlays, n ew direct loan obliga­
tions , and new primary loan guarantee com­
mitments, for fiscal years 1998 through 2002 
for each major functional category are: 

(1 ) National Defense (050): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $268,197,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $265,978 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

m ents, $588,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $270,784,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $265,771 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
CD) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $757,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $274,802,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $268 ,418 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $281,305,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $270,110,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 

(A) New budget authority, $289,092,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $272,571,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $1,050,000,000. 
(2) International Affairs (150): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,909,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,558,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $1 ,966,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $12,751 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,918,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,569 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,021,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $13,093 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,782,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,981 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,077 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $13,434,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $16,114,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,751 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,122,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,826,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,353,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,812,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,178,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $14,217,000,000. 
(3) General Science, Space, and Technology 

(250): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,237,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,882,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,203,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,528 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,947,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,013,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $15,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,862,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,604,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,668,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(4) Energy (270): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,123,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,247,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,050,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,469,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,446,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,078,000,000. 

(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-
ments, $0. 

Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,186,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,293,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,109,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $2,939,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,048,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,141,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,846,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $1 ,867,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,174,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
(5) Natural Resources and Environment 

(300): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $23,877,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,405,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $30,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $23,227,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $22,702,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $32,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,570,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $22,963,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $32,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,151,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,720,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34 ,000,000 . 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,086,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,313,000,000. 
(C) New dir ec t loan obligations, $34 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(6) Agriculture (350): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A ) New budget authority, $13,133,000.000. 
(B) Outlays, $11 ,892,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$9,620,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,365,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,790,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11 ,294 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11 ,047 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,436,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,215,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,664,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11 ,071 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan gu arantee commit-

ments, $6,509,000,000. 
Fiscal y ear 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,978,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,494,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,960,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $6,583,000,000. 
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Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,670,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,108,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,965,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,660,000,000. 
(7) Commerce and Housing Credit (370): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,607,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, -$920,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$4, 739,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $245,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,082,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,299,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,887,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $253,450,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,183,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,821,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,238,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $255,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,078,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,133,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,574 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $257,989,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
<A) New budget authority , $16,678,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $12,541,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,680,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $259,897,000,000 . 
(8) Transportation (400): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(Al New budget authority, $46,402,000,000. 
<B) Outlays , $40,933,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$155,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(Al New budget authority, $46,556,000,000. 
CB ) Outlays, $41,256 ,000,000. 
<Cl New direct loan obligations, 

$135.000,000. 
(D J New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments. $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
<Al New budget authority, $47,114,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,357,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(DJ New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
<Al New budget authority , $48,135,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $41 ,303,000,000. 
(Cl New direct loan obligations , $15,000,000. 
(DJ New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $49,184,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $41,247,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(9) Community and Regional Development 

(450): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,768,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,387 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,867 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $2,385,000,000. 

Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,489,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,902,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,943,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $2,406,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $7,810,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,986,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,020,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,429,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $7,764,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,350,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,098,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,452,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $7,790,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8,429,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,180,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $2,475,000,000. 
(10) Education, Training, Employment, and 

Social Services (500): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $60,020,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $56,062,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$12,328,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $20,665,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $60,450,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $59,335,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,092,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $21,899,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $61 ,703,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $60,728,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,926,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $23,263,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $62,959,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $61,931,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$14, 701,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $24,517,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $63,339,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $62,316,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$15,426,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $25,676,000,000. 
(11) Health (550): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $137,799,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $137,767,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $85,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $144,968,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $144,944,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $154,068,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $153,947,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 

Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $163,412,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $163,135,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $172,171 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $171,727,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(12) Medicare (570): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $201,620,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $201,764,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $212,073,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $211,548,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $225,540,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $225,537,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $239,636,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $238,781,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $251,548,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $250,769,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(13) Income Security (600): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $239,032,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $247,758,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $45,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $254,090,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $258,064,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $75,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $269,566,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $268,161 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$110,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $275,145,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $277,264,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$145,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $286,945,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $285,239,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$170,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
(14) Social Security (650): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,424,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,524,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
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Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,060,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $12,196,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,792,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,866,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,022,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $13,043,000,000 . 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,383,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14 ,398,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $40,545,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,337,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,029,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $27,096,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $41 ,466,000,000. 
(B) Outlay s , $41 ,700,000,000 . 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,068 ,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $26,671 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $41 ,740,000,000. 
(B) Outlay s , $41,908 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,177,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $26,202,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,093,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,215,000,000 . 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,249,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,609,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $42,282,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,436,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , 

$1 ,277 ,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $25,129,000,000. 
(16) Administration of Justice (750): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $24 ,765,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,609,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authori ty, $25,120,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $24 ,476,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,178,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,240,000,000 . 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

m ents, SO. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,354,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,901 ,000,000 . 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , SO. 

Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,883,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $24,879,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(17) General Government (800): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $14 ,711,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,959,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,444,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,363,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,977,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,727,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,675,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,131 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,105,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $13,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
(18) Net Interest (900): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $296,547,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $296,547,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $304,558 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $304,558,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $305,075,000,000. 
(B) Outlay s , $305,075,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $303,833,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $303,833,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $303,728 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $303,728,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
(19) Allowances (920): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, SO. 
(B) Outlays , $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays , SO. 

(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays , SO. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays , $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , - $41,841 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, -$41,841,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, - $36,949,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , - $36,949,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , - $36,937,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $36,937,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , -$39,151,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, -$39,151,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, - $51 ,124,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $51,124,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, SO. 

TITLE II-RECONCILIATION 
INSTRUCTIONS 

SEC. 201. RECONCILIATION. 

(a ) PURPOSE.- The purpose of this section 
is to provide for two separate r econciliation 
bills: the firs t for entitlement reforms and 
the second for tax relief. In the event Senate 
procedures preclude the consideration of two 
separate bills, this section would permit the 
considera tion of one omnibus reconciliation 
bill. 

(b) SUBMISSIONS.-
(!) ENTITLEMENT REFORMS.-Not later than 

June 12, 1997, the House committees named 
in subsection (c) shall submit their rec­
ommendations to the House Committee on 
the Budget. After receiving those rec­
ommendations, the House Committee on the 
Budget shall report to the House a reconcili­
ation bill carry ing out all such recommenda­
tions without any substantive revision. 

(2) TAX RELIEF AND MISCELLANEOUS RE­
FORMS.-N ot later than June 13, 1997, the 
House committees named in subsection (d) 
shall submit their recommendations to the 
House Committee on the Budget. After re­
ceiving those recommendations, the House 
Committee on the Budget shall report to the 
House a reconciliation bill carry ing out all 
such recommendations without any sub­
stantive revision. 

(C) INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO E NTITLE­
MENT REFORMS.-

(1) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.-The 
House Committee on Agriculture shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
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total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $34,571 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $37,008 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $211,443,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND FINANCIAL 
SERVICES.-The House Committee OD Bank­
ing and Financial Services shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: - $8,435,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, - $5,091,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and -$50,306,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.-The House 
Committee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $393,533,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $506,791,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $2,617,528,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK­
FORCE.-The House Committee on Education 
and the Workforce shall report changes in 
laws within its jurisdiction that provide di­
rect spending such that the total level of di­
rect spending for that committee does not 
exceed: $17 ,222,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 1998, $17,673,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 2002, and $103,109,000,000 in outlays in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
OVERSIGHT.-(A) The House Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $68,975,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $81 ,896,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $443,061 ,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight shall report changes 
in laws within its jurisdiction that would re­
duce the deficit by: $0 in fiscal year 1998, 
$621,000,000 in fiscal year 2002, and 
$1 ,829,000,000 in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN­
FRASTRUCTURE.-The House Committee on 
Transportation and Infras tructure shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $18,087,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $17 ,283,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $106,615,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS.-The 
House Committee on Veterans' Affairs shall 
report changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $22,444,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $24 ,563,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $139,134,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.-(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and Means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
diction such that the total level of direct 
spending for that committee does not ex­
ceed: $397,546,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
1998, $506,442,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $2,621,578,000,000 in outlays in fiscal 
years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction such that the total level of reve­
nues for that committee is not less than: 
$1 ,176,253,000,000 in revenues for fiscal year 
1998, $1,386,546,000,000 in revenues for fiscal 

year 2002, and $7,517,939,000,000 in revenues in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(d) INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO TAX RELIEF 
AND MISCELLANEOUS REFORMS.-

(1) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.-The 
House Committee on Agriculture shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $34,571 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $37,008 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $211,443,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND FINANCIAL 
SERVICES.-The House Committee on Bank­
ing and Financial Services shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: -$8,435,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, -$5,091,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and - $50,306,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.-The House 
Committee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $393,533,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $506,791 ,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $2,617,528 ,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK­
FORCE.-The House Committee on Education 
and the Workforce shall report changes in 
laws within its jurisdiction that provide di­
rect spending such that the total level of di­
rect spending for that committee does not 
exceed: $17,222,000 ,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 1998, $17 ,673,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 2002, and $103,109,000,000 in outlays in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
OVERSIGHT.-(A) The House Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending su ch that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $68,975,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $81 ,896,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $443,061,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight shall report changes 
in laws within its jurisdiction that would re­
duce the deficit by: $0 in fiscal year 1998 
$621,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 2002, and 
$1 ,829,000,000 in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN­
FRASTRUCTURE.-The House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $18,087,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $17,283,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $106,615,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS.-The 
House Committee on Veterans ' Affairs shall 
report changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $22,444,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $24 ,563,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $139,134,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.-(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and Means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
diction such that the total level of direct 
spending for that committee does not ex­
ceed: $397,546,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
1998, $506,442,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 

2002, and $2,621,578,000,000 in outlays in fiscal 
years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction such that the total level of reve­
nues for that committee is not less than: 
$1 ,168,853,000,000 in revenues for fiscal year 
1998, $1 ,366,046,000,000 in revenues for fiscal 
year 2002, and $7,432,939,000,000 in revenues in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(e) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term " direct spending" has the 
meaning given to such term in section 
250(c)(8) of the Balanced Budget and Emer­
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

( f) CHILDREN'S HEALTH INITIATIVE.-If the 
Committees on Commerce and Ways and 
Means report recommendations pursuant to 
their reconciliation instructions that, com­
bined, provide an initiative for children 's 
health that would increase the deficit by 
more than $2.3 billion for fiscal year 1998, by 
more than $3.9 billion for fiscal year 2002, 
and by more than $16 billion for the period of 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002, the commit­
tees shall be deemed to not have complied 
with their reconciliation instructions pursu­
ant to section 310(d) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974. 

TITLE III-BUDGET ENFORCEMENT 
SEC. 301. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION. 
(a ) PURPOSE.-The purpose of this section 

is to adjust the appropriate budgetary levels 
to accommodate legislation increasing 
spending from the highway trust fund on sur­
face transportation and highway safety 
above the levels assumed in this resolution if 
such legislation is deficit neutral. 

(b) DEFICIT NEUTRALITY REQUIREMENT.-(1) 
In order to receive the adjustments specified 
in subsection (c), a bill reported by the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
that provides new budget authority above 
the levels assumed in this resolution for pro­
grams authorized out of the highway trust 
fund must be deficit neutral. 

(2) A deficit-neutral bill must meet the fol­
lowing conditions: 

(A) The amount of new budget authority 
provided for programs authorized out of the 
highway trust fund must be in excess of 
$25.949 billion in new budget authority for 
fiscal year 1998, $25.464 billion in new budget 
authority for fiscal year 2002, and $127.973 
billion in new budget authority for the pe­
riod of fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The outlays estimated to flow from the 
excess new budget authority set forth in sub­
paragraph (A) must be offset for fiscal year 
1998, fiscal year 2002, and for the period of fis­
cal years 1998 through 2002. For the sole pur­
pose of estimating the amount of outlays 
flowing from excess new budget authority 
under this section, it shall be assumed that 
such excess new budget authority would 
have an obligation limitation sufficient to 
accommodate that new budget authority. 

(C) The outlays estimated to flow from the 
excess new budget authority must be offset 
by (i) other direct spending or revenue provi­
sions within that transportation bill, (ii) the 
net reduction in other direct spending and 
revenue legislation that is enacted during 
this Congress after the date of adoption of 
this resolution and before such transpor­
tation bill is reported (in excess of the levels 
assumed in this resolution), or (iii ) a com­
bination of the offsets specified in clauses (i ) 
and (ii ). 

(D) As used in this section, the term " di­
rect spending" has the meaning given to 
such term in section 250(c)(8) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 
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(C) REVISED LEVELS.-(1) When the Com­

mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
reports a bill (or when a conference report 
thereon is filed) meeting the conditions set 
forth in subsection (b)(2), the chairman of 
the Committee on the Budget shall increase 
the allocation of new budget authority to 
that committee by the amount of new budg­
et authority provided in that bill (and that is 
above the levels set forth in subsection 
(b)(2)(A)) for programs authorized out of the 
highway trust fund. 

(2) After the enactment of the transpor­
tation bill described in paragraph (1) and 
upon the reporting of a general, supple­
mental or continuing resolution making ap­
propriations by the Committee on Appro­
priations (or upon the filing of a conference 
report thereon) establishing an obligation 
limitation above the levels specified in sub­
section (b)(2)(A) (at a level sufficient to obli­
gate some or all of the budget authority 
specified in paragraph (1)), the chairman of 
the Committee on the Budget shall increase 
the allocation and aggregate levels of out­
lays to that committee for fiscal years 1998 
and 1999 by the appropriate amount. 

(d) REVISIONS.-Allocations and aggregates 
revised pursuant to this section shall be con­
sidered for purposes of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 as allocations and aggre­
gates contained in this resolution. 

(e) REVERSALS.-If any legislation referred 
to in this section is not enacted into law, 
then the chairman of the House Cammi ttee 
on the Budget shall, as soon as practicable, 
reverse adjustments made under this section 
for such legislation and have such adjust­
ments published in the Congressional 
Record. 

(f) DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY LEV­
ELS.-For the purposes of this section, budg­
etary levels shall be determined on the basis 
of estimates made by the House Committee 
on the Budget. 

(g) DEFINITION.-As used in this section, 
the term "highway trust fund" refers to the 
following budget accounts (or any successor 
accounts): 

(1) 69-8083-0-7-401 (Federal-Aid Highways). 
(2) 69-8191-0-7-401 (Mass Transit Capital 

Fund). 
(3) 69-8350-0-7-401 (Mass Transit Formula 

Grants). 
(4) 69-8016-0-7-401 (National Highway Traf­

fic Safety Administration-Operations and 
Research). 

(5) 69-8020-0-7-401 (Highway Traffic Safety 
Grants). 

(6) 69-8048-0-7-401 (National Motor Carrier 
Safety Program). 
SEC. 302. SALE OF GOVERNMENT ASSETS. 

(a) BUDGETARY TREATMENT.-
(1) IN GENERAL.-For the purpose of any 

concurrent resolution on the budget and the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, no 
amounts realized from the sale of an asset 
shall be scored with respect to the level of 
budget authority, outlays, or revenues if 
such sale would cause an increase in the def­
icit as calculated pursuant to paragraph (2). 

(2) CALCULATION OF NET PRESENT VALUE.­
The deficit estimate of an asset sale shall be 
the net present value of the cash flow from­

(A) proceeds from the asset sale; 
(B) future receipts that would be expected 

from continued ownership of the asset by the 
Government; and 

(C) expected future spending by the Gov­
ernment at a level necessary to continue to 
operate and maintain the asset to generate 
the receipts estimated pursuant to subpara­
graph (B). 

(b) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion , the term "sale of an asset" shall have 

the same meaning as under section 250(c)(21) 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def­
icit Control Act of 1985. 

(C) TREATMENT OF LOAN ASSETS.-For the 
purposes of this section, the sale of loan as­
sets or the prepayment of a loan shall be 
governed by the terms of the Federal Credit 
Reform Act of 1990. 

(d) DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY LEV­
ELS.-For the purposes of this section, budg­
etary levels shall be determined on the basis 
of estimates made by the House Committee 
on the Budget. 
SEC. 303. ENVIRONMENTAL RESERVE FUND. 

(a) COMMITTEE ALLOCATIONS.-In the 
House, after the Committee on Commerce 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure report a bill (or a conference 
report thereon is filed) to reform the Super­
fund program to facilitate the cleanup of 
hazardous waste sites, the chairman of the 
Committee on the Budget shall submit re­
vised allocations and budget aggregates to 
carry out this section by an amount not to 
exceed the excess subject to the limitation. 
These revisions shall be considered for pur­
poses of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
as the allocations and aggregates contained 
in this resolution. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.-The adjustments made 
under this section shall not exceed-

(1) $200 million in budget authority for fis­
cal year 1998 and the estimated outlays flow­
ing therefrom. 

(2) $200 million in budget authority for fis­
cal year 2002 and the estimated outlays flow­
ing therefrom. 

(3) $1 billion in budget authority for the pe­
riod of fiscal years 1998 through 2002 and the 
estimated outlays flowing therefrom. 

(C) READJUSTMENTS.-In the House , any ad­
justments made under this section for any 
appropriation measure may be readjusted if 
that measure is not enacted into law. 
SEC. 304. SEPARATE ALLOCATION FOR LAND AC· 

QUISITIONS AND EXCHANGES. 
(a) ALLOCATION BY CHAIRMAN.-In the 

House, upon the reporting of a bill by the 
Committee on Appropriations (or upon the 
filing of a conference report thereon) pro­
viding $700 million in budget authority for 
fiscal year 1998 for Federal land acquisitions 
and to finalize priority Federal land ex­
changes, the chairman of the Committee on 
the Budget shall allocate that amount of 
budget authority and the corresponding 
amount of outlays. 

(b) TREATMENT OF ALLOCATIONS IN THE 
HousE.-In the House, for purposes of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, allocations 
made under subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be made pursuant to section 602(a)(l) of that 
Act and shall be deemed to be a separate sub­
allocation for purposes of the application of 
section 302(f) of that Act as modified by sec­
tion 602(c) of that Act. 

TITLE IV-SENSE OF CONGRESS 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 401. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON BASELINES. 
(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that: 
(1) Baselines are projections of future 

spending if existing policies remain un­
changed. 

(2) Under baseline assumptions, spending 
automatically rises with inflation even if 
such increases are not mandated under exist­
ing law. 

(3) Baseline budgeting is inherently biased 
against policies that would reduce the pro­
jected growth in spending because such poli­
cies are portrayed as spending reductions 
from an increasing baseline. 

( 4) The baseline concept has encouraged 
Congress to abdicate its constitutional obli-

gation to control the public purse for those 
programs which are automatically funded. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that baseline budgeting should be 
replaced with a budgetary model that re­
quires justification of aggregate funding lev­
els and maximizes congressional and execu -
tive accountability for Federal spending. 
SEC. 402. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON REPAYMENT 

OF THE FEDERAL DEBT. 
(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that: 
(1) The Congress and the President have a 

basic moral and ethical responsibility to fu­
ture generations to repay the Federal debt, 
including the money borrowed from the So­
cial Security Trust Fund. 

(2) The Congress and the President should 
enact a law which creates a regimen for pay­
ing off the Federal debt within 30 years. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING PRESI­
DENT'S SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.-It is the 
sense of Congress that: 

(1) The President's annual budget submis­
sion to Congress should include a plan for re­
payment of Federal debt beyond the year 
2002, including the money borrowed from the 
Social Security Trust Fund. 

(2) The plan should specifically explain 
how the President would cap spending 
growth at a level one percentage point lower 
than projected growth in revenues. 

(3) If spending growth were held to a level 
one percentage point lower than projected 
growth in revenues, then the Federal debt 
could be repaid within 30 years. 
SEC. 403. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON COMMISSION 

ON LONG·TERM BUDGETARY PROB· 
LEMS. 

(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that-
(1) achieving a balanced budget by fiscal 

year 2002 is only the first step necessary to 
restore our Nation's economic prosperity; 

(2) the imminent retirement of the baby­
boom generation will greatly increase the 
demand for government services; 

(3) this burden will be borne by a relatively 
smaller work force resulting in an unprece­
dented intergenerational transfer of finan­
cial resources ; 

(4) the rising demand for retirement and 
medical benefits will quickly jeopardize the 
solvency of the medicare, social security, 
and Federal retirement trust funds; and 

(5) the Congressional Budget Office has es­
timated that marginal tax rates would have 
to increase by 50 percent over the next 5 
years to cover the long-term projected costs 
of retirement and health benefits. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that legislation should be enacted 
to create a commission to assess long-term 
budgetary problems, their implications for 
both the baby-boom generation and tomor­
row's workforce, and make such rec­
ommendations as it deems appropriate to en­
sure our Nation's future prosperity. 
SEC. 404. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON CORPORATE 

WELFARE. 
(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that the 

functional levels and aggregates in this 
budget resolution assume that-

(1) the Federal Government supports prof­
it-making enterprises and industries through 
billions of dollars in payments, benefits, and 
programs; 

(2) many of these subsidies do not serve a 
clear and compelling public interest; 

(3) corporate subsidies frequently provide 
unfair competitive advantages to certain in­
dustries and industry segments; and 

(4) at a time when millions of Americans 
are being asked to sacrifice in order to bal­
ance the budget, the corporate sector should 
bear its share of the burden. 
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(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 

Congress that legislation should be enacted 
to-

( 1) eliminate the most egr egious corporate 
subsidies; and 

(2) create a commission to recommend the 
elimination of Federal payments, benefits, 
and programs which predominantly benefit a 
particular industry or segment of an indus­
try, rather than provide a clear and compel­
ling public benefit, and include a fast-track 
process for the consideration of those rec­
ommendations. 
SEC. 405. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON FAMILY VIO­

LENCE OPTION CLARIFYING AMEND­
MENT. 

(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that: 
(1) Domestic violence i s the leading cause 

of physical injury to women. The Depart­
ment of Justice estimates that over 1,000,000 
violent crimes a gainst women are committed 
by intimate partners annually. 

(2) Domestic violence dramatically affects 
the victim's ability to participate in the 
workforce. A University of Minnesota survey 
reported that one quarter of battered women 
surveyed had lost a job partly because of 
being abused and that over half of these 
women had been harassed by their abuser at 
work. 

(3) Domestic violence is often intensified 
as women seek to gain economic independ­
ence through attending school or training 
programs. Batterers have been reported to 
prevent women from attending these pro­
grams or sabotage their efforts at self-im­
provement. 

(4) Nationwide surveys of service providers 
prepared by the Taylor Institute of Chicago, 
Illinois, document, for the first time, the 
interrelationship between domestic violence 
and welfare by showing that from 34 percent 
to 65 percent of AFDC recipients are current 
or past victims of domestic violence. 

(5) Over half of the women surveyed stayed 
with their batterers because they lacked the 
resources to support themselves and their 
children. The surveys also found that the 
availability of economic support is a critical 
factor in poor women's ability to leave abu­
sive situations that threaten them and their 
children. 

(6) The restructuring of the welfare pro­
grams may impact the availability of the 
economic support and the safety net nec­
essary to enable poor women to flee abuse 
without risking homelessness and starvation 
for their families. 

(7) In recognition of this finding, the House 
Committee on the Budget unanimously 
passed a sense of Congress amendment on do­
mestic violence and Federal assistance to 
the fiscal year 1997 budget resolution. Subse­
quently , Congress passed the family violence 
option amendment to last year 's welfare re­
form reconciliation bill. 

(8) The family violence option gives States 
the flexibility to grant temporary waivers 
from time limits and work requirements for 
domestic violence victims who would suffer 
extreme hardship from the application of 
these provisions. These waivers were not in­
tended to be included as part of the perma­
nent 20 percent hardship exemption. 

(9) The Department of Health and Human 
Services has been slow to issue regulations 
regarding this provision. As a result, States 
are hesitant to fully implement the family 
violence option fearing it will interfere with 
the 20 percent hardship exemption. 

(10) Currently 15 States have opted to in­
clude the family violence option in their wel­
fare plans, and 13 other States have included 
some type of domestic violence provisions in 
their plans. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that-

(1) States should not be subject to any nu­
merical limits in granting domestic violence 
good cause waivers to individuals receiving 
assistance for all requirements where com­
pliance with such requirements would make 
it more difficult for individuals receiving as­
sistance to escape domestic violence; and 

(2) any individuals granted a domestic vio­
lence good cause waiver by States should not 
be included in the States' 20 percent hard­
ship exemption. 
TITLE V-TRANSPORTATION REVENUES 

USED SOLELY FOR TRANSPORTATION 
SEC. 501. READJUSTMENTS. 

(a ) INCREASE IN FUNCTION 400.-Levels of 
new budget authority and outlays set forth 
in function 400 in section 102 shall be in­
creased as follows: 

(1) for fiscal year 1998, by $0 in outlays and 
by $0 in new budget authority; 

(2) for fiscal year 1999, by $770,000,000 in 
outlays and by $3,600,000,000 in new budget 
authority; 

(3) for fiscal year 2000, by $2,575,000,000 in 
outlays and by $4 ,796,000,000 in new budget 
authority; 

(4) for fiscal year 2001 , by $3,765,000,000 in 
outlays and by $5,363,000,000 in new budget 
authority; and 

(5) for fiscal year 2002, by $4,488,000,000 in 
outlays and by $5,619,000,000 in new budget 
authority. 

(b) OFFSETS.-(l)(A) The total budget out­
lays for each fiscal year set forth in each 
functional category in section 102 shall be re­
duced by an amount determined through a 
pro rata reduction of discretionary outlays 
within each function necessary to achieve 
the following outlay reductions: 

(i ) for fiscal year 1998, by $0 in outlays; 
(ii) for fiscal year 1999, by $746,000,000 in 

outlays; 
(iii) for fiscal year 2000, by $2,422,000,000 in 

outlays; 
(iv) for fiscal year 2001, by $3,532,000,000 in 

outlays; and 
(v) for fiscal year 2002, by $4,242,000,000 in 

outlays; 
and corresponding reductions in new budget 
authority shall be made in each function 
consistent with such pro rata reductions in 
outlays. Reductions in new budget authority 
shall be made to section 101(2) consistent 
with this subparagraph and subsection (a). 

(B) These reductions shall not be made to 
the mandatory outlay portion of any func­
tion, including (but not limited to) Medicare , 
Medicaid and Social Security. For purposes 
of the application of this paragraph to func­
tion 400, the pro rata share shall be deter­
mined by using the amounts provided for 
function 400 prior to any adjustment made 
by subparagraph (A). 

(2) The amounts by which the aggregate 
levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
as set forth in section lOl(l )(B) are reduced 
as follows: 

(A) for fiscal year 1998, by $0; 
(B) for fiscal year 1999, by $24,000,000; 
(C) for fiscal year 2000, by $153,000,000; 
(D) for fiscal year 2001, by $233,000,000; and 
(E) for fiscal year 2002, by $246,000,000. 
(3) The amounts by which to appropriate 

levels of total budget outlays in section 
101(3) are increased as follows: 

(A) for fiscal year 1998, by $0; 
(B) for fiscal year 1999, by $24,000,000; 
(C) for fiscal year 2000, by $153,000,000; 
(D) for fiscal year 2001 , by $233,000,000; 
(D) for fiscal year 2002, by $246,000,000. 
(4) The reconciliation directives to the 

Committee on Ways and Means in sections 

201(c)(8)(B) and 201(d)(8)(B) shall be adjusted 
a ccordingly. 
SEC. 502. IDGHWAY TRUST FUND ALLOCATIONS. 

(a ) ALLOCATED AMOUNTS.-Of the amounts 
of outlays allocated to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the House and Senate by 
the joint explanatory statement accom­
panying this resolution pursuant to sections 
302 and 602 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, the following amounts shall be used 
for contract authority spending out of the 
Highway Trust Fund-

(1) for fiscal year 1998, $22,256,000,000 in out­
lay s; 

(2) for fiscal year 1999, $24,063,000,000 in out­
lays; 

(3) for fiscal year 2000, $26,092,000,000 in out­
lays; 

(4) for fiscal year 2001 , $27,400,000,000 in out­
lays; and 

(5) for fiscal year 2002, $28,344,000,000 in out­
lays. 

(b) ENFORCEMENT.-Determinations regard­
ing points of order made under section 302(f) 
or 602(c) of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974 shall take into account subsection (a). 

(C) STATUTORY IMPLEMENTATION.-As part 
of reauthorization of the Intermodal Surface 
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991, provi­
sions shall be included to enact this section 
into permanent law. 
SEC. 503. PRIORITY FOR RESTORATION OF CUTS. 

Any outlays that would have been allo­
cated for surface transportation pursuant to 
section 301 shall first be used to restore any 
cuts to discretionary spending made as a re­
sult of section 501. The chairman of the 
House Committee on the Budget shall imple­
ment section 301 consistent with this sec­
tion. 
SEC. 504. MATHEMATICAL CONSISTENCY. 

The Chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may make technical changes con­
sistent with this title to ensure mathe­
matical consistency. 

H. CON. RES. 84 
OFFERED BY: MR. DEFAZIO 

(Amendment in the Nature of a Substi tute) 
AMENDMENT No. 6: Strike all after the re­

solving clause and insert the following: 
SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE 

BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998. 
The Congress declares that the concurrent 

resolution on the budget for fiscal year 1998 
is hereby established and that the appro­
priate budgetary levels for fis cal years 1999 
through 2002 are hereby set forth. 

TITLE I-LEVELS AND AMOUNTS 
SEC. 101. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 

AMOUNTS. 
The following budgetary levels are appro­

priate for the fiscal years 1998, 1999, 2000, 
2001 , and 2002: 

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.-For purposes of 
the enforcement of this resolution: 

(A) The recommended levels of Federal 
revenues are as follows : 

Fiscal year 1998: $1 ,609,100,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,690,800,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,766,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,845,900,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,928,400,000.000. 
(B) The amounts by which the aggregate 

levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $- 42,088,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $ - 53,250,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $- 55,953,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $- 59,198,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $-61,352,000,000. 
(2) NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.-For purposes 

of the enforcement of this resolution, the ap­
propriate levels of total new budget author­
ity are as follows: 
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Fiscal year 1998: $1,805,208,700,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,805,198,500,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,887,279,700,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,962,159,300,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $2,051,324,800,000. 
(3) BUDGET OUTLAYS.-For purposes of the 

enforcement of this resolution, the appro­
priate levels of total budget outlays are as 
follows : 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,688,663,700,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1 , 779,573,500,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1,868,268,700,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,930,431 ,300,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $2,024 ,323,800,000. 
(4) DEFICITS.-For purposes of the enforce­

ment of this resolution, the amounts of the 
deficits are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $84,311,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $76,714,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $66,698,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $17 ,252,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $- 6,063,000,000. 
(5) PUBLIC DEBT.-The appropriate levels of 

the public debt are as follows : 
Fiscal year 1998: $5,587,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $5,823,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $6,066,100,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $6,265,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $6,467,900,000,000. 
(6) DIRECT LOAN OBLIGATIONS.-The appro­

priate levels of total new direct loan obliga­
tions are as follows : 

Fiscal year 1998: $37,523,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $36,806,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $40,500,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $40,906,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $41,676,000. 
(7) PRIMARY LOAN GUARANTEE COMMIT­

MENTS,.-The appropriate levels of new pri­
mary loan guarantee commitments, are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $158,942,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $157,111,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $158,682,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $160,237 ,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $162,324,000. 

SEC. 102. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES. 
The Congress determines and declares that 

the appropriate levels of new budget author­
ity , budget outlays, new direct loan obliga­
tions , and new primary loan guarantee com­
mitments, for fiscal years 1998 through 2002 
for each major functional category are: 

(1) National Defense (050): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(Al New budget authority, $246,776,000,000. 
(B} Outlays, $246.217,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(Dl New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $250,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $239,872,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $233,943,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $238,571,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $232,198,000,000. 
(Cl New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(Dl New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $800,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $239,476,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $227,457,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $800,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(Al New budget authority, $232,860,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $221 ,137,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $800,000,000. 

(2) International Affairs (150): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,978,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $17,467,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,900,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $12,059,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $17,591 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $17,665,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,191 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,093,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $18,166,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $18,019,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,162,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $13,736 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $18, 731,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $18,191,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,013,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,702,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $19,322,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $18,712,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,023,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $14,000,000,000. 
(3) General Science, Space, and Technology 

(250): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,675,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,962,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,639,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $16,665,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,494,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $16,234,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,453,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,194 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,486,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $16,215,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(4) Energy (270): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,840,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $5,079,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,093,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,971 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $5,106,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,731 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 

(A) New budget authority, $4,856,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4 ,904,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,663,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,702,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4 ,712,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,814,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,604,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4 ,577,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,682,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
(5) Natural Resources and Environment 

(300): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $21,589,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $20,502,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $38 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,290,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $21,168 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $37,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,004,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $22,073,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $37,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,748,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $23,026,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $39,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,528,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $23,788 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $40,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(6) Agriculture (350) : 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,177,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4 ,152,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$8,670,000 ,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $8,075,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $4 ,121,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $4,103,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$8,573,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $7,988,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $4 ,029,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $4,006,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$8,294,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $7,974,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,968,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $3,941 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$7 ,670,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $7,970,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,956,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $3,913,000,000. 
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(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$7,159,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $7,969,000,000. 
(7) Commerce and Housing Credit (370): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,090,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3,087,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$4 ,973,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $161,613,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,423,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $3,390,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,682,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $161,534 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,676,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,634,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,928,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $163,350,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,344,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3,272,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,258,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $166,218 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,864,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,782,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,405,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $169,216,000,000. 
(8) Transportation (400): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,809,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $37,890,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$591 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $477,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,464,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $38,772,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$791 ,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $477,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,833,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $39,636,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$863,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $477,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,319,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $40,780,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$879,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $477,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,825,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,019,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$879,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $477,000,000. 
(9) Community and Regional Development 

(450): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,719,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11 ,224,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,460,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $1,914,000,000. 

Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,344,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,157,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,908,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,055,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,626,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,014 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,118,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,090,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,305,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $11,137,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,210,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,159,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,583,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,329,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,143,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $2,022,000,000. 
(10) Education, Training, Employment, and 

Social Services (500): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $55,499,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $54,811 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$14,536,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $21 ,256,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $61,976,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,465,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$17,636,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $20,548 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $60,569,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $60,149,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$20,162,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $21 ,538 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $58,654,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $58,137,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$21, 736,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $21,538 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $58,026,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $57,482,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$23,076,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $22,872,000,000. 
(11) Health (550): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,983,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,304,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $105,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $27,060,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $26,494,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $27,644 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $27,125,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 

Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $28,419,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $27,895,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $29,228,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $28,682,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(12) Medicare (570): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,752,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,743,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,675,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $2,665,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,742,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,732,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,738,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,727,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,741,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $2,728,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(13) Income Security (600): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $35,627,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,573 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $73,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $17,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $39,835,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $45,228 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $8,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $34 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $41,704,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $45,200,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $40,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $44,143,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $46,132,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $40,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $45,868,000,000. 
CB) Outlays, S46,580,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
(14) Social Security (650): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,378,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3 ,378 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,391 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3,376,000,000. 
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(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,322,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3,306,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, S3,264,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3,247,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , S3,269,000,000 
(B) Outlays, $3,251 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, S17,804,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $18,272,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,189,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $28,948 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $18,478,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $18,307,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

S2,249,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,458,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $19,172,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $18,900,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,273,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,032,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $19,894,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,607,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,287,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $24,566,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $20,652,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $20,357,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,269,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $24,059,000,000. 
(16) Administration of Justice (750): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $25,297,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $23,170,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $26,168,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,493,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $26,649,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $26,297 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $27,240,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $26,874,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,662,000,000. 

(B) Outlays, S25,285,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(17) General Government (800): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,947,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $11 ,965,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, Sl2,380,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,349,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,623,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, Sl2,560,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,263,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, Sl2,171,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,070,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, Sll,827,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
(18) Net Interest (900): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , S249,859,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $249,859,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $251 ,843,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $251,843,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $248,203,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $248 ,203,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $244,963,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , S244,963,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $238 ,762,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , S238,762,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
(19) Allowances (920): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, SO. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, SO. 
(B) Outlays, SO. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, SO. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 

Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays , $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , SO. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, so. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , SO. 
(B) Outlays , $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays , $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , SO. 
TITLE II-RECONCILIATION 

INSTRUCTIONS 
SEC. 201. RECONCILIATION. 

(a) SUBMISSIONS.-Not later than August 1, 
1997, the House committees named in sub­
section (b) shall submit their recommenda­
tions to the House Committee on the Budget . 
After receiving those recommendations, the 
House Committee on the Budget shall report 
to the House a reconciliation bill carrying 
out all such recommendations without any 
substantive revision. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction sufficient to increase revenues 
as follows: by $42,088,000,000 in revenues for 
fiscal year 1998, by by $61 ,352,000,000 in reve­
nues for fiscal year 2002, and by S272,841 ,000 in 
revenues in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(c) DEFINITION.- For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term " direct spending" has the 
meaning given to such term in section 
250(c)(8) of the Balanced Budget and Emer­
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

H. CON. RES. 84 
OFFERED BY: MR. DOGGETT 

AMENDMENT No. 7: At the end of the con­
current resolution, add the following new 
section: 
SEC. . PROTECTION OF BALANCED BUDGET. 

It is the sense of the Congress that, to a s­
sure that neither the tax cuts nor the spend­
ing increases in this resolution explode in 
cost, endangering the balanced budget prom­
ised by 2002 or the ability to maintain bal­
ance thereafter, any provision of law affect­
ing revenues or authorizing spending for new 
entitlement initiatives assumed in this reso­
lution should sunset and cease to be effective 
within five years, unless subsequently reau­
thorized by law. 
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H. CON. RES. 84 

OFFERED BY MR. MINGE OF MINNESOTA 
(Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute) 

AMENDMENT No. 8: Strike all after the re­
solving clause and insert the following: 
SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE 

BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998. 
The Congress declares that the concurrent 

resolution on the budget for fiscal year 1998 
is hereby established and that the appro­
priate budgetary levels for fiscal years 1999 
through 2002 are hereby set forth. 

TITLE I-LEVELS AND AMOUNTS 
SEC. 101. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 

AMOUNTS. 
The following budgetary levels are appro­

priate for the fiscal years 1998, 1999, 2000, 
2001 , and 2002: 

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.-For purposes of 
the enforcement of this resolution: 

(A) The recommended levels of Federal 
revenues are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,198,979,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,241 ,859,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1,285,559,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,343,591,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1 ,407,564,000,000. 
(B) The amounts by which the aggregate 

levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: - $7,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: - $11 ,083,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: - $21,969,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: - $22,821 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: - $19,871,000,000. 
(2) NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.-For purposes 

of the enforcement of this resolution, the ap­
propriate levels of total new budget author-
1 t y are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,385,086,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,440,027,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1,486,314,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,520,340,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,551,837,000,000. 
(3) BUDGET OUTLAYS.-For purposes of the 

enforcement of this resolution, the appro­
priate levels of total budget outlays are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,371 ,887,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,424,231 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,468,751,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,500,952,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1 ,516,298,000,000. 
(4 ) DEFICITS.-For purposes of the enforce­

ment of this resolution, the amounts of the 
deficits are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $172,908,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $182,372,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $183,192,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $157,361 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $108,734,000,000. 
(5) P UBLIC DEBT.-The appropriate levels of 

the public debt are as follows : 
Fiscal year 1998: $5,592,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $5,834,900,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $6,081 ,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $6,298,300,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $6,474,400,000,000. 
(6) DIRECT LOAN OBLIGATIONS.- The appro­

priate levels of total new direct loan obliga­
tions are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $33,829,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $33,378,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $34,775,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $36,039,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $37,099,000,000. 
(7) P RIMARY LOAN GUARANTEE COMMIT­

MENTS,.-The appropriate levels of new pri­
mary loan guarantee commitments, are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $315,472,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $324,749,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $328,124,000,000 . 

Fiscal year 2001: $332,063,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $335,141,000,000. 

SEC. 102. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES. 
The Congress determines and declares that 

the appropriate levels of new budget author­
ity, budget outlays, new direct loan obliga­
tions, and new primary loan guarantee com­
mitments, for fiscal years 1998 through 2002 
for each major functional category are: 

(1 ) National Defense (050): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $268,197,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $265,978,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $588,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $270,784,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $265,771,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $757,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $274,802,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $268,418,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $281 ,305,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $270,110,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $289,092,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $272,571,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1,050,000,000. 
(2) International Affairs (150): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,909,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $14,588,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,966,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $12,751,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,918,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,569,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,021 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $13,093,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,782,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $14,981 ,000,000 . 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,077,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,434,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,114,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,751 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,122,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $13,826,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,353,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,812,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,178,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $14,217 ,000,000. 
(3) General Science, Space, and Technology 

(250): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,237,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $16,882,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 

Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,203,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,528 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,947,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,013,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $15,862,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $15,604,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, Sl5,668,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(4) Energy (270): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $3,123,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,247,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,050,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,469,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,446,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,078,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,186,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $2,293,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,109,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $2,939,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,048,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,141,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,846,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1 ,867,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,171,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , SO. 
(5) Natural Resources and Environment 

(300): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,877,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,405,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $3,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,227,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,702,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $32,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,570,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,963,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $32,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2001 : 
(A) New budget authority, $22,151,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,720,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34,000,000. 
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(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,086,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,313,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(6) Agriculture (350): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A ) New budget authority, $13,133,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $11,892,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$9,620,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,365,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A ) New budget authority, $12,790,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,294,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11 ,047,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,436,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,215,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,664,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11,071,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,509,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,978,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,494,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,960,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $6,583,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,670,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,108,000,000. 
(C) New direc t loan obligations, 

$10,965,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,660,000,000. 
(7> Commerce and Housing Credit (370): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,607,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $920,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$4,739,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $245,500,000,000 . 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $11 ,082,000,000. 
(B> Outlays, $4 ,299,000,000. 
<C> New direct loan obligations, 

$1.887 .000,000 . 
CD ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $253,450,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
CA) New budge t authority, $15,183,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $9,821 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,238,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $255,200,000,000 . 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A ) New budget authority, $16,078,000,000. 
(B > Outlays, $12,133,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,574,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $257,989,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
<A> New budget authority, $16,678,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,541 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,680,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments. $259,897,000,000. 
(8) Transportation (400): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $44,574,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $40,933,000,000. 

(C) New direct loan obligations, 
$155,000,000. 

(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-
ments, $0. 

Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $46,556,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,256,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$135,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $47,114,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $41,357,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $48,135,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,303,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $49,184,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,247,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(9) Community and Regional Development 

(450): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,768,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,387,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,867 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,385,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,489,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,902,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,943,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,406,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $7,810,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $10,986,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,020,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $2 ,429,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001 : 
(A) New budget authority, $7,764,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,350,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,098,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $2 ,452,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $7,790,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8,429,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,180,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $2,475,000,000. 
(10) Education, Training, Employment, and 

Social Services (500): 
Fiscal y ear 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $60,020,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $56,062,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$12,328,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $20,665,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $60,450,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $59,335,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,092,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $21,899,000 ,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $61,703,000,000. 

(B) Outlays , $60,728,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,926,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $23,263,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $62,959,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $61 ,931 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$14, 701,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $24,517 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $63,339,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $62,316,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$15,426,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,676,000,000. 
(11) Health (550): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $137,836,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $137,804,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $85,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $144,939,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $144,915,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $154,019,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $153,898,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $163,413,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $163,136,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $172,136,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $171 ,692,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0 . 
(12) Medicare (570): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $201 ,620,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $201,764,000,000. ' 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0 . 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $212,073,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $211,548 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A ) New budget authority, $225,540,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $225,537,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $239,636,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $238,781,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $251 ,548,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $250,769,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(13) Income Security (600): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $239,032,000,000. 
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(B) Outlays, $247,758,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $45,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $254,090,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $258,064,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $75,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $269,566,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $268,161,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$110,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $275,145,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $277,264,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$145,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $286,945,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $285,239,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$170,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
(14) Social Security (650): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $11 ,424,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11 ,524 ,000 ,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,060,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,196,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,792,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $12,866,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,022,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $13,043,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $14,383,000,000. 
CB) Outlays, $14,398,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $40,545,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41 ,337,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,029,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $27 ,096,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $41 ,715,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41 ,949,000,000 . 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,068 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $26,671 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,168,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,177,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $26,202,000,000. 

Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,364,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,486,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obliga~ions, 

$1,249,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $25,609,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,565,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,719,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,277 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,129,000,000. 
(16) Administration of Justice (750): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,765,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,609,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,120,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $24,476,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,178,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,240,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $24,354,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,901 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,883,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $24,879,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(17) General Government (800): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,711,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,959,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,444,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,363,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,977,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $14,727 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,675,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,131 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,105,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(18) Net Interest (900): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $296,549,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $296,549,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 

(A) New budget authority, $304,567,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $304,567,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $304,867,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $304,867,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $303,659,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $303,659,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $303,754,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $303,754,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
(19) Allowances (920): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays , so. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, SO. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, -$41,841,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, -$41,841,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, -$36,949,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, -$36,949,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, -$36,937,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, -$36,937,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, -$39,151,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $39,151,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , - $51 ,124,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $51 ,124,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
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TITLE II-RECONCILIATION 

INSTRUCTIONS 
SEC. 201. RECONCILIATION. 

(a) PURPOSE.-The purpose of this section 
is to provide for two separate reconciliation 
bills: the first for entitlement reforms and 
the second for tax relief. In the event Senate 
procedures preclude the consideration of two 
separate bills, this section would permit the 
consideration of one omnibus reconciliation 
bill. 

(b) SUBMISSIONS.-
(! ) E NTITLEMENT REFORMS.-Not later than 

June 12, 1997, the House committees named 
in subsection (c) shall submit their rec­
ommendations to the House Committee on 
the Budget. After receiving those rec­
ommendations, the House Committee on the 
Budget shall report to the House a reconcili­
ation bill carrying out all such recommenda­
tions without any substantive revision. 

(2) TAX RELIEF AND MISCELLANEOUS RE­
FORMS.-N ot later than June 13, 1997, the 
House committees named in subsection (d) 
shall submit their recommendations to the 
House Committee on the Budget. After re­
ceiving those recommendations, the House 
Committee on the Budget shall report to the 
House a reconciliation bill carrying out all 
such recommendations without any sub­
stantive revision. 

(C) INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO ENTITLE­
MENT REFORMS.-

(! ) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.-The 
House Committee on Agriculture shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direc t spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $34,571 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $37,008 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $211,443,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND FINANCIAL 
SERVICES.-The House Committee on Bank­
ing and Financial Services shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: - $8,435,000,000 in outlays for 
fi scal year 1998, - $5,091 ,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and -$50,306,000,000 in out­
lays in fi scal years 1998 through 2002. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.-The House 
Committee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direc t spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $393,770,000,000 in outlays for 
fi scal year 1998, $507,315,000,000 in outlays for 
fi scal year 2002, and $2,619,820,000 ,000 in out­
la y s in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK­
FORCE.-The House Committee on Education 
and the Workforce shall report changes in 
laws within its jurisdiction that provide di­
rect spending such that the total level of di­
rect spending for that committee does not 
exceed: $17,718,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 1998, $18,167,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 2002, and $106,050,000,000 in outlays in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
OVERSIGHT.-(A) The House Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
tha t provide direct spending such tha t the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $68,975,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $81 ,896,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $443,061,000,000 in 
outlays in fi scal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Government 
R eform and Oversight shall report changes 
in laws within its jurisdiction that would re-

duce the deficit by: $214,000,000 in fiscal year 
1998, $621,000,000 in fiscal year 2002, and 
$1,829,000,000 in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN­
FRASTRUCTURE.-The House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $18,287,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $17,483,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $107 ,615,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS.-The 
House Committee on Veterans ' Affairs shall 
report changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $22,444,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $24,845,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $140,197,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.-(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and Means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
diction such that the total level of direct 
spending for that committee does not ex­
ceed: $397,463,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
1998, $506,377,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $2,621,195,000,000 in outlays in fiscal 
years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction such that the total level of reve­
nues for that committee is not less than: 
$1,172,136,000,000 in revenues for fiscal year 
1998, $1 ,382,679,000,000 in revenues for fiscal 
year 2002, and $7,493,796,000,000 in revenues in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(d) INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO TAX RELIEF 
AND MISCELLANEOUS REFORMS.-

(! ) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.-The 
House Committee on Agriculture shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $34,571 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $37,008 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $211,443,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND FINANCIAL 
SERVICES.-(A) The House Committee on 
Banking and Financial Services shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: - $8 ,435,000,000 in outlay s for 
fiscal year 1998, - $5,091 ,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and - $50,306,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.-The House 
Committee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $393,770,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $507,315,000,000 in outlays for 
fi scal year 2002, and $2,619,820,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK­
FORCE.-The House Committee on Education 
and the Workforce shall report changes in 
laws within its jurisdiction that provide di ­
rect spending such that the total level of di­
rect spending for that committee does not 
exceed: $17,718,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 1998, $18,167,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 2002, and $106,050,000,000 in outlays in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
OVERSIGHT.-(A) The House Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 

total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $68,975,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $81 ,896,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $443,061 ,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight shall report changes 
in laws within its jurisdiction that would re­
duce the deficit by: $214,000,000 in fiscal year 
1998 $621,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $1 ,829,000,000 in fiscal years 1998 
through 2002. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN­
FRASTRUCTURE.-The House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $18,287,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $17,483,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $107 ,615,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS.-The 
House Committee on Veterans ' Affairs shall 
report changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $22,444,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $24,845,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $140,197,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.-(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and Means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
diction such that the total level of direct 
spending for that committee does not ex­
ceed: $397,463,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
1998, $506,377,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $2,621 ,195,000,000 in outlays in fiscal 
years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction such that the total level of reve­
nues for that committee is not less than: 
$1 ,164,736,000,000 in revenues for fiscal year 
1998, $1,362,179,000,000 in revenues for fiscal 
year 2002, and $7,408,796,000,000 in revenues in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(e) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term " direct spending" has the 
meaning given to such term in section 
250(c)(8) of the Balanced Budget and Emer­
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

(f) F LEXIBILITY IN CARRYING OUT CHIL­
DREN'S HEALTH l NITIATIVE.-If the Commit­
tees on Commerce and Ways and Means re­
port recommendations pursuant to their rec­
onciliation instructions that, combined, pro­
vide an initiative for children's health that 
would increase the deficit by more than $2.3 
billion for fi scal year 1998, by more than $3.9 
billion for fiscal year 2002, and by more than 
$16 billion for the period of fi scal years 1998 
through 2002, the committees shall be 
deemed to not have complied with their rec­
onciliation instructions pursuant to section 
310(d) of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974. 

TITLE III-BUDGET ENFORCEMENT 

SEC. 301. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION. 

(a ) P URPOSE.-The purpose of this section 
i s to adjust the appropr ia t e budgetary levels 
to a ccommodate legisla tion increasing 
spending from the highway trust fund on sur­
face transportation and highway safety 
above the levels assumed in this r esolution if 
such legislation is deficit neutral. 

(b) DEFICIT NEUTRALITY REQUIREMENT.-(!) 
In order to receive the adjustments specified 
in subsection (c), a bill reported by the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
that provides new budget authority above 
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the levels assumed in this resolution for pro­
grams authorized out of the highway trust 
fund must be deficit neutral. 

(2) A deficit-neutral bill must meet the fol­
lowing conditions: 

(A) The amount of new budget authority 
provided for programs authorized out of the 
highway trust fund must be in excess of 
$25.949 billion in new budget authority for 
fiscal year 1998, $25.464 billion in new budget 
authority for fiscal year 2002, and $127.973 
billion in new budget authority for the pe­
riod of fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The outlays estimated to flow from the 
excess new budget authority set forth in sub­
paragraph (A) must be offset for fiscal year 
1998, fiscal year 2002, and for the period of fis­
cal years 1998 through 2002. For the sole pur­
pose of estimating the amount of outlays 
flowing from excess new budget authority 
under this section, it shall be assumed that 
such excess new budget authority would 
have an obligation limitation sufficient to 
accommodate that new budget authority. 

(C) The outlays estimated to flow from the 
excess new budget authority must be offset 
by (i) other direct spending or revenue provi­
sions within that transportation bill, (ii) the 
net reduction in other direct spending and 
revenue legislation that is enacted during 
this Congress after the date of adoption of 
this resolution and before such transpor­
tation bill is reported (in excess of the levels 
assumed in this resolution), or (iii) a com­
bination of the offsets specified in clauses (i) 
and (ii). 

(Dl As used in this section, the term " di­
rect spending" has the meaning given to 
such term in section 250(c)(8) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 

(C) REVISED LEVELS.-(1) When the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
reports a bill (or when a conference report 
thereon is filed) meeting the conditions set 
forth in subsection (b)(2), the chairman of 
the Committee on the Budget shall increase 
the allocation of new budget authority to 
that committee by the amount of new budg­
et authority provided in that bill (and that is 
within the levels set forth in subsection 
(b)(2)<A)) for programs authorized out of the 
highway trust fund. 

(2) After the enactment of the transpor­
tation bill described in paragraph (1) and 
upon the reporting of a general, supple­
mental or continuing resolution making ap­
propriations by the Committee on Appro­
priations (or upon the filing of a conference 
report thereon) establishing an obligation 
limitation above the levels specified in sub­
section (b)(2)(A) (at a level sufficient to obli­
gate some or all of the budget authority 
specified in paragraph (1)), the chairman of 
the Committee on the Budget shall increase 
the allocation and aggregate levels of out­
lays to that committee for fiscal years 1998 
and 1999 by the appropriate amount. 

(d) REVISJONS.-Allocations and aggregates 
revised pursuant to this section shall be con­
sidered for purposes of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 as allocations and aggre­
gates contained in this resolution. 

(e) REVERSALS.-If any legislation referred 
to in this section is not enacted into law, 
then the chairman of the House Committee 
on the Budget shall, as soon as practicable, 
reverse adjustments made under this section 
for such legislation and have such adjust­
ments published in the Congressional 
Record. 

(f) DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY LEV­
ELS.-For the purposes of this section, budg­
etary levels shall be determined on the basis 

of estimates made by the House Committee 
on the Budget. 

(g) DEFINITION.-As used in this section, 
the term "highway trust fund" refers to the 
following budget accounts (or any successor 
accounts): 

(1) 69-8083-0-7--401 (Federal-Aid Highways). 
(2) 69-8191-0-7--401 (Mass Transit Capital 

Fund). 
(3) 69-8350-0-7--401 (Mass Transit Formula 

Grants). 
(4) 69-8016-0-7--401 (National Highway Traf­

fic Safety Administration-Operations and 
Research). 

(5) 69-8020-0-7--401 (Highway Traffic Safety 
Grants). 

(6) 69-8048-0-7--401 (National Motor Carrier 
Safety Program). 
SEC. 302. SALE OF GOVERNMENT ASSETS. 

(a) BUDGETARY TREATMENT.-
(1) IN GENERAL.-For the purpose of any 

concurrent resolution on the budget and the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, no 
amounts realized from the sale of an asset 
shall be scored with respect to the level of 
budget authority, outlays, or revenues if 
such sale would cause an increase in the def­
icit as calculated pursuant to paragraph (2). 

(2) CALCULATION OF NET PRESENT VALUE.­
The deficit estimate of an asset sale shall be 
the net present value of the cash flow from­

(A) proceeds from the asset sale; 
(B) future receipts that would be expected 

from continued ownership of the asset by the 
Government; and 

(C) expected future spending by the Gov­
ernment at a level necessary to continue to 
operate and maintain the asset to generate 
the receipts estimated pursuant to subpara­
graph (B). 

(b) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term "sale of an asset" shall have 
the same meaning as under section 250(c)(21) 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def­
icit Control Act of 1985. 

(c) TREATMENT OF LOAN ASSETS.-For the 
purposes of this section, the sale of loan as­
sets or the prepayment of a loan shall be 
governed by the terms of the Federal Credit 
Reform Act of 1990. 

(d) DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY LEV­
ELS.-For the purposes of this section, budg­
etary levels shall be determined on the basis 
of estimates made by the House Committee 
on the Budget. 
SEC. 303. ENVIRONMENTAL RESERVE FUND. 

(a) COMMITTEE ALLOCATIONS.-ln the 
House, after the Committee on Commerce 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure report a bill (or a conference 
report thereon is filed) to reform the Super­
fund program to facilitate the cleanup of 
hazardous waste sites, the chairman of the 
Committee on the Budget shall submit re­
vised allocations and budget aggregates to 
carry out this section by an amount not to 
exceed the excess subject to the limitation. 
These revisions shall be considered for pur­
poses of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
as the allocations and aggregates contained 
in this resolution. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.-The adjustments made 
under this section shall not exceed-

(1) $200 million in budget authority for fis­
cal year 1998 and the estimated outlays flow­
ing therefrom. 

(2) $200 million in budget authority for fis­
cal year 2002 and the estimated outlays flow­
ing therefrom. 

(3) $1 billion in budget authority for the pe­
riod of fiscal years 1998 through 2002 and the 
estimated outlays flowing therefrom. 

(c) READJUSTMENTS.-ln the House, any ad­
justments made under this section for any 

appropriation measure may be readjusted if 
that measure is not enacted into law. 
SEC. 304. SEPARATE ALLOCATION FOR LAND AC­

QUISITIONS AND EXCHANGES. 
(a) ALLOCATION BY CHAIRMAN.-ln the 

House , upon the reporting of a bill by the 
Committee on Appropriations (or upon the 
filing of a conference report thereon) pro­
viding $700 million in budget authority for 
fiscal year 1998 for Federal land acquisitions 
and to finalize priority Federal land ex­
changes, the chairman of the Committee on 
the Budget shall allocate that amount of 
outlays and the corresponding amount of 
budget authority. 

(b) TREATMENT OF ALLOCATIONS IN THE 
HousE.-ln the House, for purposes of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, allocations 
made under subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be made pursuant to section 602(a)(l) of that 
Act and shall be deemed to be a separate sub­
allocation for purposes of the application of 
section 302(f) of that Act as modified by sec­
tion 602(c) of that Act. 

TITLE IV-SENSE OF CONGRESS 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 401. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON BASELINES. 
(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that: 
(1) Baselines are projections of future 

spending if existing policies remain un­
changed. 

(2) Under baseline assumptions, spending 
automatically rises with inflation even if 
such increases are not mandated under exist­
ing law. 

(3) Baseline budgeting is inherently biased 
against policies that would reduce the pro­
jected growth in spending because such poli­
cies are portrayed as spending reductions 
from an increasing baseline. 

(4) The baseline concept has encouraged 
Congress to abdicate its constitutional obli­
gation to control the public purse for those 
programs which are automatically funded. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that baseline budgeting should be 
replaced with a budgetary model that re­
quires justification of aggregate funding lev­
els and maximizes congressional and execu­
tive accountability for Federal spending. 
SEC. 402. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON REPAYMENT 

OF THE FEDERAL DEBT. 
(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that: 
(1) The Congress and the President have a 

basic moral and ethical responsibility to fu­
ture generations to repay the Federal debt, 
including the money borrowed from the So­
cial Security Trust Fund. 

(2) The Congress and the President should 
enact a law which creates a regimen for pay­
ing off the Federal debt within 30 years. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING PRESI­
DENT'S SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.-It is the 
sense of Congress that: 

(1) The President's annual budget submis­
sion to Congress should include a plan for re­
payment of Federal debt beyond the year 
2002, including the money borrowed from the 
Social Security Trust Fund. 

(2) The plan should specifically explain 
how the President would cap spending 
growth at a level one percentage point lower 
than projected growth in revenues. 

(3) If spending growth were held to a level 
one percentage point lower than projected 
growth in revenues, then the Federal debt 
could be repaid within 30 years. 
SEC. 403. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON COMMISSION 

ON LONG-TERM BUDGETARY PROB­
LEMS. 

(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that-
(1) achieving a balanced budget by fiscal 

year 2002 is only the first step necessary to 
restore our Nation's economic prosperity; 
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(2) the imminent retirement of the baby­

boom generation will greatly increase the 
demand for government services; 

(3) this burden will be borne by a relatively 
smaller work force resulting in an unprece­
dented intergenerational transfer of finan­
cial resources ; 

(4) the rising demand for retirement and 
medical benefits will quickly jeopardize the 
solvency of the medicare , social security, 
and Federal retirement trust funds ; and 

(5) the Congressional Budget Office has es­
timated that marginal tax rates would have 
to increase by 50 percent over the next 5 
years to cover the long-term projected costs 
of retirement and health benefits. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.- It is the sense of 
Congress that legislation should be enacted 
to create a commission to assess long-term 
budgetary problems, their implications for 
both the baby-boom generation and tomor­
row's workforce , and make such rec­
ommendations as it deems appropriate to en­
sure our Nation 's future prosperity. 
SEC. 404. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON CORPORATE 

WELFARE. 
(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that the 

functional levels and aggregates in this 
budget resolution assume that-

(1) the Federal Government supports prof­
it-making enterprises and industries through 
billions of dollars in payments, benefits, and 
programs; 

(2) many of these subsidies do not serve a 
clear and compelling public interest; 

(3) corporate subsidies frequently provide 
unfair competitive advantages to certain in­
dustries and industry segments; and 

(4) at a time when millions of Americans 
are being asked to sacrifice in order to bal­
ance the budget, the corporate sector should 
bear its share of the burden. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that legislation should be enacted 
to-

( 1) eliminate the most egregious corporate 
subsidies; and 

(2) create a commission to recommend the 
elimination of Federal payments, benefits, 
and programs which predominantly benefit a 
particular industry or segment of an indus­
try, rather than provide a clear and compel­
ling public benefit, and include a fast -track 
process for the consideration of those rec­
ommendations. 
SEC. 405. SENSE OF THE CONGRESS REGARDING 

BALANCED BUDGET ENFORCEMENT. 
It is the sense of Congress that reconcili­

ation legislation considered pursuant to this 
legislation must include enforcement proce­
dures to ensure that the Budget of the 
United States Government does reach bal­
ance by 2002 and remain in balance there­
after. Such language should-

(1 ) set nominal targets for spending, reve­
nues, and deficits for each year of the next 10 
years; 

(2) require that the President propose a 
budget that complies with the spending, rev­
enue, and deficit targets in each year or pro­
pose to change the targets, and require that 
any budget resolution considered by the 
House of Representatives and the Senate 
comply with the spending, revenue , and def­
icit targets in each year or recommend 
chan ges to those targets; 

(3) include all portions of the budget and 
apply such enforcement proportionally to 
the specific parts of the budget that caused 
the deficit to exceed the target in any year. 
This should be accomplished through a com­
bination of-

(A) extension of the caps for discretionary 
spending enforced by sequestration through 
fi scal year 2002; 

(B) global caps for total entitlement spend­
ing and specific caps within the global caps 
for large entitlement programs, with seques­
tration applied to those programs or cat­
egories that caused outlays to exceed the 
caps; 

(C) a requirement that tax cuts be phased 
in contingent on meeting the revenue tar­
gets in the agreement; 

(4) allow adjustments to spending caps and 
revenue and deficit targets for changes in a c­
tual economic conditions to avoid forcing 
policy changes due directly and exclusively 
to changes in economic conditions; 

(5) prevent the use of emergencies to evade 
the enforcement mechanism by establishing 
procedures to budget for and control emer­
gency spending; and 

(6) if the actual deficit is below the target 
in any year, lock in such budget savings for 
deficit and debt reduction. 

H. CON. RES. 84 
OFFERED BY: MR. MINGE 

(Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute) 
AMENDMENT No. 9: Strike all after the re­

solving clause and insert the following: 
SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE 

BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998. 
The Congress declares that the concurrent 

resolution on the budget for fiscal year 1998 
is hereby established and that the appro­
priate budgetary levels for fiscal years 1999 
through 2002 are hereby set forth. 

TITLE I-LEVELS AND AMOUNTS 
SEC. 101. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 

AMOUNTS. 
The following budgetary levels are appro­

priate for the fiscal years 1998, 1999, 2000, 
2001, and 2002: 

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.- For purposes of 
the enforcement of this resolution: 

(A) The recommended levels of Federal 
revenues are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,198,979,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,241 ,859,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,285,559,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,343,591 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1 ,407,564,000,000. 
(B) The amounts by which the aggregate 

levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
are as follow s: 

Fiscal year 1998: - $7,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: - $11,083,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: - $21,969,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: - $22,821 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: - $19,871 ,000,000. 
(2) NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.-For purposes 

of the enforcement of this resolution, the ap­
propriate levels of total new budget author­
ity are a s follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1 ,385,086,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,440,027,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1,486,314,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,520,340,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,551 ,837,000,000. 
(3) BUDGET OUTLA YS.-For purposes of the 

enforcement of this resolution, the appro­
priate levels of total budget outlays are as 
follows : 

Fiscal year 1998: $1 ,371,887,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1 ,424,231 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,468,751 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1 ,500,952,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,516,298,000,000. 
(4) DEFICITS.-For purposes of the enforce­

ment of this resolution, the amounts of the 
deficits are a s follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $172,908,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $182,372,000,000 . 
Fiscal year 2000: $183,192,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $157,361,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $108,734,000,000. 
(5) PUBLIC DEBT.- The appropriate levels of 

the public debt are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $5,592,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $5,834,900,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $6,081,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $6,298,300,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $6,474,400,000,000. 
(6) DIRECT LOAN OBLIGATIONS.-The appro­

priate levels of total new direct loan obliga­
tions are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $33,829,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $33,378 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $34 ,775,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $36,039,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $37,099,000,000. 
(7) PRIMARY LOAN GUARANTEE COMMIT­

MENTS,.-The appropriate levels of new pri­
mary loan guarantee commitments, are as 
follows : 

Fiscal year 1998: $315,472,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $324,749,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $328,124,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $332,063,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $335,141,000,000. 

SEC. 102. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES. 
The Congress determines and declares that 

the appropriate levels of new budget author­
ity, budget outlays, new direct loan obliga­
tions, and new primary loan guarantee com­
mitments, for fiscal years 1998 through 2002 
for each major functional category are: 

(1) National Defense (050): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $268,197,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $265,978,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $588,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $270,784,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $265,771,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $757,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $274 ,802,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $268,418,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $1 ,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $281 ,305,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $270,110,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $289,092,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $272,571 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
(2) International Affairs (150): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,909,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $14,558,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,966,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $12,751 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,918,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,569,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,021 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,093,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,782,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,981 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,077,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $13,434,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,114,000,000. 
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(B) Outlays, $14,751,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,122,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,826,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,353,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,812,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,178,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $14,217 ,000,000. 
(3) General Science, Space, and Technology 

(250): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,237,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,882,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,203,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,528,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,947,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $16,013,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, S15,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,862,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,604,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,668,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(4) Energy (270): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,123,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,247,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,050,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,469,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,446,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,078,000.000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,186,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $2,293,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,109,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,939,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,048 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,141,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,846,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,867,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,171 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
(5) Natural Resources and Environment 

(300): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,877,000,000. 

(B) Outlays, $22,405,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $3,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,227,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,702,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $32,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,570,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,963,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $32,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,151,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $22,720,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,086,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,313,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(6) Agriculture (350): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,133,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,892,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$9,620,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,365,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,790,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,294,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11,047,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,436,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,215,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,664,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11,071,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,509,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $10,978,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $9,494,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,960,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $6,583,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,670,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,108,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,965,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,660,000,000. 
(7) Commerce and Housing Credit (370): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,607,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $920,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$4,739,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $245,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,082,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,299,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,887,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $253,450,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,183,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,821 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations. 

$2,238,000,000. 

(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-
ments, $255,200,000,000. 

Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,078,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,133,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,574,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $257,989,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,678,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,541,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,680,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $259,897,000,000. 
(8) Transportation (400): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $44,574,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $40,933,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$155,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $46,556,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,256,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$135,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $47,114,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,357,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $48,135,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $41,303,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $49,184,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,247,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(9) Community and Regional Development 

(450): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $8,768,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $10,387 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,867 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $2,385,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,489,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $10,902,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,943,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,406,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $7,810,000,000X. 
(B) Outlays , $10,986,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,020,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,429,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $7,764,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,350,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,098,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,475,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $7,790,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $8,429,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,180,000,000. 
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(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $2,475,000,000. 
(10) Education, Training, Employment, and 

Social Services (500): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $60,020,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $56,062,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$12,328,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $20,665,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $60,450,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $59,335,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,092,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $21 ,899,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $61,703,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $60,728,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,926,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $23,263,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $62,959,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $61 ,931 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$14 ,701,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $24,517,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $63,339,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $62,316,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$15,426,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,676,000,000. 
(11) Health (550): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $137,836,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $137,804,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $85,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $144,939,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $144,915,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $154,019,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $153,898,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $163,413,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $163,136,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
CA ) New budge t authority, $172,136,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $171 ,692,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New pr imary loan guarantee commit-

m ents, $0. 
(12) Medicare (570): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $201 ,620,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $201,764,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

m ents, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $212,073,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $211 ,548,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2000: 

(A) New budget authority, $225,540,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $225,537,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $239,636,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $238,781,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $251,548,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $250,769,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(13) Income Security (600): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $239,032,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $247,758,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $45,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $254,090,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $258,064,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $75,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $269,566,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $268,161 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$110,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $275,145,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $277,264,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$145,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $286,945,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $285,239,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$170,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
(14) Social Security (650): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $11 ,424,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , Sll ,524 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,060,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,196,000,000. 
(C ) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $12,792,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,866 000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $13,022,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,043,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,383,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,398,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, SO. 
(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700): 
Fiscal year 1998: 

(A) New budget authority, $40,545,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $41,337,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations. 

$1 ,029,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $27,096,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $41 ,715,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $41 ,949,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,068 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $26,671 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $42,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,168 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,177 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $26,202,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,364,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,486,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,249,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $25,609,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,565,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,719,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,277,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,129,000,000. 
(16) Administration of Justice (750): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $24 ,765,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,609,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,120,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $24 ,476,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,178,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $25,240,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,354 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,901 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $24 ,883,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $24,879,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
(17) General Government (800): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $14 ,711 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,959,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,444,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,363,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit -

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,977,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,727,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
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Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,675,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,131,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,105,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(18) Net Interest (900): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $296,549,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $296,549,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $304,567,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $304,567,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $304,867,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $304,867,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $303,659,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $303,659,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $303,754 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $303,754,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(19) Allowances (920): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, -$0. 
(B) Outlays, - SO. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, -$0. 
(B) Outlays , - $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, - $0. 
(B) Outlays, -$0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D J New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0 . 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, - $0. 
(B) Outlays, - $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, so. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, -$0. 
(B) Outlays , -$0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, - $41,841 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $41,841 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , -$36,949,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $36,949,000,000. 

(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, -$36,937,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $36,937 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, - $39,151,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , -$39,151,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, -$51,124,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $51,124,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 
TITLE II-RECONCILIATION 

INSTRUCTIONS 
SEC. 201. RECONCILIATION. 

(a ) P URPOSE.-The purpose of this section 
is to provide for two separate reconciliation 
bills: the first for entitlement reforms and 
the second for tax relief. In the event Senate 
procedures preclude the consideration of two 
separate bills, this section would permit the 
consideration of one omnibus reconciliation 
bill. 

(b) SUBMISSIONS.-
(1) ENTITLEMENT REFORMS.-Not later than 

June 12, 1997, the House committees named 
in subsection (c) shall submit their rec­
ommendations to the House Committee on 
the Budget. After receiving those rec­
ommendations, the House Committee on the 
Budget shall report to the House a reconcili­
ation bill carrying out all such recommenda­
tions without any substantive revision. 

(2) TAX RELIEF AND MISCELLANEOUS RE­
FORMS.-N ot later than June 13, 1997, the 
House committees named in subsection (d) 
shall submit their recommendations to the 
House Committee on the Budget. After re­
ceiving those recommendations, the House 
Cammi ttee on the Budget shall report to the 
House a reconciliation bill carrying out all 
such recommendations without any sub­
stantive revision. 

(C) INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO ENTITLE­
MENT REFORMS.-

(1) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.-The 
House Committee on Agriculture shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $34,571,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $37,008,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $211 ,443,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND FINANCIAL 
SERVICES.-The House Committee on Bank­
ing and Financial Services shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $8,435,000,000 in outlays for 
fi scal year 1998, $5,091 ,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $50,306,000,000 in outlays 
in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.-The House 
Cammi ttee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $393, 770,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $507,315,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $2,619,820,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK­
FORCE.-The House Committee on Education 

and the Workforce shall report changes in 
laws within its jurisdiction that provide di­
rect spending such that the total level of di­
rect spending for that committee does not 
exceed: $17,718,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 1998, $18,167,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 2002, and $106,050,000,000 in outlays in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
OVERSIGHT.-(A) The House Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $68,975,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $81 ,896,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $443,061,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight shall report changes 
in laws within its jurisdiction that would re­
duce the deficit by: $214,000,000 in fiscal year 
1998, $621,000,000 in fiscal year 2002 , and 
$1 ,829,000,000 in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN­
FRASTRUCTURE.-The House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $18,287,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $17,483,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $107 ,615,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS.-The 
House Committee on Veterans' Affairs shall 
report changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $22,444,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $24,845,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $140,197,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.-(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and Means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
diction such that the total level of direct 
spending for that committee does not ex­
ceed: $397,463,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
1998, $506,377,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $2,621,195,000,000 in outlays in fiscal 
years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction such that the total level of reve­
nues for that committee is not less than: 
$1 ,172,136,000,000 in revenues for fiscal year 
1998, $1,382,679,000,000 in revenues for fiscal 
year 2002, and $7,493,796,000,000 in revenues in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(d) INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO TAX RELIEF 
AND MISCELLANEOUS REFORMS.-

(1) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.-The 
House Committee on Agriculture shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $34,571,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $37,008,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $211,443,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND FINANCIAL 
SERVICES.-(A) The House Committee on 
Banking and Financial Services shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: - $8 ,435,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, -$5,091 ,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and -$50,306,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.-The House 
Committee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
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provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $393,770,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $507,315,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $2,619,820,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK­
FORCE.-The House Committee on Education 
and the Workforce shall report changes in 
laws within its jurisdiction that provide di­
rect spending such that the total level of di­
rect spending for that committee does not 
exceed: $17,718,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 1998, $18,167,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 2002, and $106,050,000,000 in outlays in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
OVERSIGHT.-(A) The House Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $68,975,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $81 ,896,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $443,061,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight shall report changes 
in laws within its jurisdiction that would re­
duce the deficit by: $214,000,000 in fiscal year 
1998 $621,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $1,829,000,000 in fiscal years 1998 
through 2002. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN­
FRASTRUCTURE.-The House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $18,287,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $17,843,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $107,615,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS.-The 
House Committee on Veterans ' Affairs shall 
report changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $22,444,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $24,845,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $140,197,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.-(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and Means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
diction such that the total level of direct 
spending for that committee does not ex­
ceed: $397,463,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
1998, $506,377,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $2,621,195,000,000 in outlays in fiscal 
years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction such that the total level of reve­
nues for that committee is not less than: 
$1,164 ,736,000,000 in revenues for fiscal year 
1998, $1,362,179,000,000 in revenues for fiscal 
year 2002, and $7 ,408,796,000,000 in revenues in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(e) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term " direct spending" has the 
meaning given to such term in section 
250(c)(8) of the Balanced Budget and Emer­
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

(f) FLEXIBILITY IN CARRYING OUT CHIL­
DREN'S HEALTH INITIATIVE.-If the Commit­
tees on Commerce and Ways and Means re­
port recommendations pursuant to their rec­
onciliation instructions that provide an ini­
tiative for children's health that would in­
crease the deficit by more than $2.3 billion 
for fiscal year 1998, by more than $3.9 billion 
for fiscal year 2002, and by more than $16 bil­
lion for the period of fiscal years 1998 

through 2002, the committees shall be 
deemed to not have complied with their rec­
onciliation instructions pursuant to section 
310( d) of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974. 

TITLE III-BUDGET ENFORCEMENT 
SEC. 301. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION. 
(a) PURPOSE.-The purpose of this section 

is to adjust the appropriate budgetary levels 
to accommodate legislation increasing 
spending from the highway trust fund on sur­
face transportation and highway safety 
above the levels assumed in this resolution if 
such legislation is deficit neutral. 

(b) DEFICIT NEUTRALITY REQUIREMENT.-(1) 
In order to receive the adjustments specified 
in subsection (c), a bill reported by the Cam­
mi ttee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
that provides new budget authority above 
the levels assumed in this resolution for pro­
grams authorized out of the highway trust 
fund must be deficit neutral. 

(2) A deficit-neutral bill must meet the fol­
lowing conditions: 

(A) The amount of new budget authority 
provided for programs authorized out of the 
highway trust fund must be in excess of 
$25.949 billion in new budget authority for 
fiscal year 1998, $25.464 billion in new budget 
authority for fiscal year 2002, and $127.973 
billion in new budget authority for the pe­
riod of fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The outlays estimated to flow from the 
excess new budget authority set forth in sub­
paragraph (A) must be offset for fiscal year 
1998, fiscal year 2002, and for the period of fis­
cal years 1998 through 2002. For the sole pur­
pose of estimating the amount of outlays 
flowing from excess new budget authority 
under this section, it shall be assumed that 
such excess new budget authority would 
have an obligation limitation sufficient to 
accommodate that new budget authority. 

(C) The outlays estimated to flow from the 
excess new budget authority must be offset 
by (i) other direct spending or revenue provi­
sions within that transportation bill , (ii) the 
net reduction in other direct spending and 
revenue legislation that is enacted during 
this Congress after the date of adoption of 
this resolution and before such transpor­
tation bill is reported (in excess of the levels 
assumed in this resolution) , or (iii) a com­
bination of the offsets specified in clauses (i) 
and (ii). 

(D) As used in this section, the term " di­
rect spending" has the meaning given to 
such term in section 250(c)(8) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 

(C) REVISED LEVELS.-(1) When the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
reports a bill (or when a conference report 
thereon is filed) meeting the conditions set 
forth in subsection (b)(2), the chairman of 
the Committee on the Budget shall increase 
the allocation of new budget authority to 
that committee by the amount of new budg­
et authority provided in that bill (and that is 
within the levels set forth in subsection 
(b)(2)(A)) for programs authorized out of the 
highway trust fund. 

(2) After the enactment of the transpor­
tation bill described in paragraph (1) and 
upon the reporting of a general, supple­
mental or continuing resolution making ap­
propriations by the Committee on Appro­
priations (or upon the filing of a conference 
report thereon) establishing an obligation 
limitation above the levels specified in sub­
section (b)(2)(A) (at a level sufficient to obli­
gate some or all of the budget authority 
specified in paragraph (1)), the chairman of 

the Committee on the Budget shall increase 
the allocation and aggregate levels of out­
lays to that committee for fiscal years 1998 
and 1999 by the appropriate amount. 

(d) REVISIONS.-Allocations and aggregates 
revised pursuant to this section shall be con­
sidered for purposes of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 as allocations and aggre­
gates contained in this resolution. 

(e) REVERSALS.-If any legislation referred 
to in this section is not enacted into law, 
then the chairman of the House Cammi ttee 
on the Budget shall, as soon as practicable, 
reverse adjustments made under this section 
for such legislation and have such adjust­
ments published in the Congressional 
Record. 

(f) DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY LEV­
ELS.-For the purposes of this section, budg­
etary levels shall be determined on the basis 
of estimates made by the House Committee 
on the Budget. 

(g) DEFINITION.-As used in this section, 
the term "highway trust fund " refers to the 
following budget accounts (or any successor 
accounts): 

(1) 69--8083-0-7-401 (Federal-Aid Highways). 
(2) 69-8191-0-7-401 (Mass Transit Capital 

Fund). 
(3) 69--8350-0-7-401 (Mass Transit Formula 

Grants). 
(4) 69--8016-0-7-401 (National Highway Traf­

fic Safety Administration-Operations and 
Research). 

(5) 69--8020-0-7-401 (Highway Traffic Safety 
Grants). 

(6) 69--8048-0-7-401 (National Motor Carrier 
Safety Program). 
SEC. 302. SALE OF GOVERNMENT ASSETS. 

(a) BUDGETARY TREATMENT.-
(1) IN GENERAL.-For the purpose of any 

concurrent resolution on the budget and the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, no 
amounts realized from the sale of an asset 
shall be scored with respect to the level of 
budget authority, outlays, or revenues if 
such sale would cause an increase in the def­
icit as calculated pursuant to paragraph (2). 

(2) CALCULATION OF NET PRESENT VALUE.­
The deficit estimate of an asset sale shall be 
the net present value of the cash flow from­

(A) proceeds from the asset sale; 
(B) future receipts that would be expected 

from continued ownership of the asset by the 
Government; and 

(C) expected future spending by the Gov­
ernment at a level necessary to continue to 
operate and maintain the asset to generate 
the receipts estimated pursuant to subpara­
graph (B). 

(b) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term "sale of an asset" shall have 
the same meaning as under section 250(c)(21) 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def­
icit Control Act of 1985. 

(c) TREATMENT OF LOAN ASSETS.-For the 
purposes of this section, the sale of loan as­
sets or the prepayment of a loan shall be 
governed by the terms of the Federal Credit 
Reform Act of 1990. 

(d) DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY LEV­
ELS.-For the purposes of this section, budg­
etary levels shall be determined on the basis 
of estimates made by the House Committee 
on the Budget. 
SEC. 303. ENVIRONMENTAL RESERVE FUND. 

(a ) COMMITTEE ALLOCATIONS.-In the 
House, after the Committee on Commerce 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure report a bill (or a conference 
report thereon is filed) to reform the Super­
fund program to facilitate the cleanup of 
hazardous waste sites, the chairman of the 
Committee on the Budget shall submit re­
vised allocations and budget aggregates to 
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carry out this section by an amount not to 
exceed the excess subject to the limitation. 
These revisions shall be considered for pur­
poses of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
as the allocations and aggregates contained 
in this resolution. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.-The adjustments made 
under this section shall not exceed-

(1) $200 million in budget authority for fis­
cal year 1998 and the estimated outlays flow­
ing therefrom. 

(2) $200 million in budget authority for fis­
cal year 2002 and the estimated outlays flow­
ing therefrom. 

(3) $1 billion in budget authority for the pe­
riod of fiscal years 1998 through 2002 and the 
estimated outlays flowing therefrom. 

(C) READJUSTMENTS.-ln the House , any ad­
justments made under this section for any 
appropriation measure may be readjusted if 
that measure is not enacted into law. 
SEC. 304. SEPARATE ALLOCATION FOR LAND AC· 

QUISITIONS AND EXCHANGES. 
(a) ALLOCATION BY CHAIRMAN.-ln the 

House, upon the reporting of a bill by the 
Committee on Appropriations (or upon the 
filing of a conference report thereon) pro­
viding up to $165 million in outlays for Fed­
eral land acquisitions and to finalize priority 
Federal land exchanges for fiscal year 1998 
(assuming $700 million in outlays over 5 fis­
cal years), the chairman of the Committee 
on the Budget shall allocate that amount of 
outlays and the corresponding amount of 
budget authority. 

(b) TREATMENT OF ALLOCATIONS IN THE 
HousE.-ln the House , for purposes of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, allocations 
made under subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be made pursuant to section 602(a)( l ) of that 
Act and shall be deemed to be a separate sub­
allocation for purposes of the application of 
section 302(f) of that Act as modified by sec­
tion 602(c) of that Act. 

TITLE IV-SENSE OF CONGRESS 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 401. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON BASELINES. 
(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that: 
(1 ) Baselines are projections of future 

spending if existing policies remain un­
changed. 

(2) Under baseline assumptions, spending 
automatically rises with inflation even if 
such increases are not mandated under exist­
ing law. 

(3) Baseline budgeting is inherently biased 
against policies that would reduce the pro­
jected growth in spending because such poli­
cies are portrayed as spending reductions 
from an increasing baseline. 

( 4) The baseline concept has encouraged 
Congress to abdicate its constitutional obli­
gation to control the public purse for those 
programs which are automatically funded. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that baseline budgeting should be 
replaced with a budgetary model that re­
quires justification of aggregate funding lev­
els and maximizes congressional and execu­
tive accountability for Federal spending. 
SEC. 402. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON REPAYMENT 

OF THE FEDERAL DEBT. 
(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that: 
(1) The Congress and the President have a 

basic moral and ethical responsibility to fu­
ture generations to repay the Federal debt, 
including the money borrowed from the So­
cial Security Trust Fund. 

(2) The Congress and the President should 
enact a law which creates a regimen for pay­
ing off the Federal debt within 30 years. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING PRESI­
DENT'S SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.-lt is the 
sense of Congress that: 

(1) The President's annual budget submis­
sion to Congress should include a plan for re­
payment of Federal debt beyond the year 
2002, including the money borrowed from the 
Social Security Trust Fund. 

(2) The plan should specifically explain 
how the President would cap spending 
growth at a level one percentage point lower 
than projected growth in revenues. 

(3) If spending growth were held to a level 
one percentage point lower than projected 
growth in revenues, then the Federal debt 
could be repaid within 30 years. 
SEC. 403. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON COMMISSION 

ON LONG-TERM BUDGETARY PROB· 
LEMS. 

(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that-
(1) achieving a balanced budget by fiscal 

year 2002 is only the first step necessary to 
restore our Nation's economic prosperity; 

(2) the imminent retirement of the baby­
boom generation will greatly increase the 
demand for government services; 

(3) this burden will be borne by a relatively 
smaller work force resulting in an unprece­
dented intergenerational transfer of finan­
cial resources; 

(4) the rising demand for retirement and 
medical benefits will quickly jeopardize the 
solvency of the medicare, social security, 
and Federal retirement trust funds; and 

(5) the Congressional Budget Office has es­
timated that marginal tax rates would have 
to increase by 50 percent over the next 5 
years to cover the long-term projected costs 
of retirement and health benefits. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that legislation should be enacted 
to create a commission to assess long-term 
budgetary problems, their implications for 
both the baby-boom generation and tomor­
row's workforce, and make such rec­
ommendations as it deems appropriate to en­
sure our Nation 's future prosperity. 
SEC. 404. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON CORPORATE 

WELFARE. 
(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that the 

functional levels and aggregates in this 
budget resolution assume that-

(1) the Federal Government supports prof­
it-making enterprises and industries through 
billions of dollars in payments, benefits, and 
programs; 

(2) many of these subsidies do not serve a 
clear and compelling public interest; 

(3) corporate subsidies frequently provide 
unfair competitive advantages to certain in­
dustries and industry segments; and 

(4) at a time when millions of Americans 
are being asked to sacrifice in order to bal­
ance the budget, the corporate sector should 
bear its share of the burden. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that legislation should be enacted 
to-

(1) eliminate the most egregious corporate 
subsidies; and 

(2) create a commission to recommend the 
elimination of Federal payments, benefits, 
and programs which predominantly benefit a 
particular industry or segment of an indus­
try , rather than provide a clear and compel­
ling public benefit, and include a fast-track 
process for the consideration of those rec­
ommendations. 
SEC. 405. SENSE OF THE CONGRESS REGARDING 

BALANCED BUDGET ENFORCEMENT 
It is the sense of Congress that reconcili­

ation legislation considered pursuant to this 
legislation must include enforcement proce­
dures to ensure that the Budget of the 
United States Government does reach bal­
ance by 2002 and remain in balance there­
after. Such language should include all por-

tions of the budget and apply such enforce­
ment proportionally to the specific parts of 
the budget that caused the deficit to exceed 
the levels provided for in this resolution in 
any year. Enforcement procedures should 
contain flexibility to allow adjustments for 
changes resulting from economic downturns. 

H. CON. RES. 84 
OFFERED BY MR. RIGGS 

(Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute) 
AMENDMENT No. 10: Strike all after the re­

solving clause and insert the following: 
SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE 

BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 1998. 
The Congress declares that the concurrent 

resolution on the budget for fiscal year 1998 
is hereby established and that the appro­
priate budgetary levels for fiscal years 1999 
through 2002 are hereby set forth. 

TITLE I-LEVELS AND AMOUNTS 
SEC. 101. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 

AMOUNTS. 
The following budgetary levels are appro­

priate for the fiscal years 1998, 1999, 2000, 
2001 , and 2002: 

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.-For purposes of 
the enforcement of this resolution: 

(A) The recommended levels of Federal 
revenues are as follows : 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,198,979,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,241,859,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1,285,559,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,343,591,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,407,564,000,000. 
(B) The amounts by which the aggregate 

levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: - $7,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: - $11,083,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: - $21,969,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: - $22,821,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: - $19,871,000,000. 
(2) NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.-For purposes 

of the enforcement of this resolution, the ap­
propriate levels of total new budget author­
ity are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,386,875,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,439,798,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1 ,486,311,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,520,242,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1 ,551 ,563,000,000. 
(3) BUDGET OUTLA YS.-For purposes of the 

enforcement of this resolution, the appro­
priate levels of total budget outlays are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $1,371 ,848,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $1,424,002,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $1.468,748,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $1,500,854 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $1,516,024,000,000. 
(4) DEFICITS.-For purposes of the enforce­

ment of this resolution, the amounts of the 
deficits are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $172,869,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $182,143,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $183,189,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $157,263,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $108,460,000,000. 
(5) PUBLIC DEBT.-The appropriate levels of 

the public debt are as follows: 
Fiscal year 1998: $5,593,500,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $5,836,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $6,082,400,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $6,031,100,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $6,473,200,000,000. 
(6) DIRECT LOAN OBLIGATIONS.-The appro­

priate levels of total new direct loan obliga­
tions are as follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $33,829,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $33,378,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $34,775,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $36,039,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $37,099,000,000. 
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(7) PRIMARY LOAN GUARANTEE COMMIT­

MENTS.-The appropriate levels of new pri­
mary loan guarantee commitments, are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 1998: $315,472,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: $324,749,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: $328,124,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: $332,063,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: $335,141 ,000,000. 

SEC. 102. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES. 
The Congress determines and declares that 

the appropriate levels of new budget author­
ity, budget outlays, new direct loan obliga­
tions, and new primary loan guarantee com­
mitments, for fiscal years 1998 through 2002 
for each major functional category are: 

(1) National Defense (050): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $268,200,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $263,000,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $588,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $270,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $266,300,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $757,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $273,400,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $270,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $1 ,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $276,200,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $269,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1,050,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $279,000,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $269,100,000 ,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $1 ,050,000,000. 
(2) International Affairs (150): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,909,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,558,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $1,966,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $12,751 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,918,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,569,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,021 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,093,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,782,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,981 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,077,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,434,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,114,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,751 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,122,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $13,826,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,353,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,812 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,178,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $14,217 ,000,000. 
(3) General Science, Space, and Technology 

(250): 

Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,237,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,882,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,203,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,528,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,947,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,013,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,862,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,604,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $15,668,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(4) Energy (270): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,123,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,247,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,050,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,469,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,446,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,078,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,186,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,293,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,109,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,939,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,048 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,141,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , SO. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,846,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,867,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,174,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $0. 
(5) Natural Resources and Environment 

(300): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,877,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,405,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $30,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $23,227,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,702,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $32,000 ,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,570,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,963,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $32,000,000. 

(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-
ments, $0. 

Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,151,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,720,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $34,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,086,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $22,313,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $34,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(6) Agriculture (350): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,133,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,892,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$9,620,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,365,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,790,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $11,294,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11,047,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $6,436,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,215,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,664,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$11,071 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $6,509,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,978,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $9,494,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,960,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $6,583,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $10,670,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,108,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$10,965,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $6,660,000,000. 
(7) Commerce and Housing Credit (370): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,607,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, -$920,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$4, 739,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $245,500,000,000 . 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority , $11 ,082,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,299,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,887 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $253,450,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,183,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $9,821 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,238,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $255,200,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $16,078,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $12,133,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,574,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $257,989,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $16,678,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,541 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,680,000,000. 
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(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $259,897,000,000. 
(8) Transportation (400): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $46,402,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $40,933,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$155,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $46,556,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,256,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$135,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $47,114,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,357,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $48,135,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41 ,303,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $49,184,000.000. 
(B) Outlays, $41 ,247,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $15,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(9) Community and Regional Development 

(450): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $8,768,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $10,387,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,867 ,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $2,385,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $8,489,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $10,902 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$2,943,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2,406,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $7,810,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $10,986,000,000. 
<Cl New direct loan obligations, 

$3,020,000,000. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $2.429,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001 : 
(Al New budget authority, $7,764,000,000. 
(Bl Outlays, $11,350,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$3,098,000,000. 
<D l New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $42.452 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
<Al New budget authority, $7,790,000,000. 
(B l outlays, $8,429,000,000. 
<Cl New direct loan obligations, 

$3.180,000,000 . 
<D> New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $2,475,000,000. 
(10l Education , Training, Employment and 

Social Services (500): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $60,000,000,000. 
(B l Outlays , $59,100,000,000. 
(Cl New direct loan obligations, 

$12,328,000,000. 
(D l New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $20,665,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $60,500,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $58,800,000,000. 

(C) New direct loan obligations, 
$13,092,000,000. 

(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-
ments , $21 ,899,000,000. 

Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $63,100,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $59,000,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$13,926,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $23,263,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $68,100,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $62,900,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$14, 701,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $24,517,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $73,400,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $65,800,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$15,426,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $25,676,000,000. 
(11) Health (550): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $137,799,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $137,767,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $85,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $144,968,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $144,944,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $154,068,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $153,947,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $163,412,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $163,135,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal Year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $172,171,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $171, 727,000,000. 
CC) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(12) Medicare (570): 
Fiscal Year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $210,620,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $201 ,764 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, SO. 
Fiscal Year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $212,073,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $211,548,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal Year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $225,540,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $225,537,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal Year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $239,636,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $238 ,781 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal Year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $251,548,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $250,769,000,000. 

(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
(13) Income Security (600): 
Fiscal Year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $239,032,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $247,758,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations , $45,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal Year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $254,090,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $258,064 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $75,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal Year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $269,566,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $268,161,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$110,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $37,000,000. 
Fiscal Year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $275,145,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $277,264,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$145,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $286,945,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $285,239,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$170,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $37,000,000. 
(14) Social Security (650): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,424,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $11,524,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,060,000,000. 
CB) Outlays, $12,196,000,000. 
CC) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $12,792,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $12,866,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,022,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $13,043,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $14,383,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,398,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, SO. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $40,545,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,337,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,029,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $27,096,000,000. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $41 ,466,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41 ,700,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,068,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $26,671 ,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
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(A) New budget authority, $41 ,740,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,908 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,177,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $26,202,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,093,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $42,215,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1,249,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $25,609,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,282,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,436,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, 

$1 ,277,000,000. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $25,129,000,000. 
(16) Administration of Justice (750): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority , $24,765,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,609,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,120,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $24,476,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,178,000,000. 
(Bl Outlays , $25,240,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001 : 
(A) New budget authority, $24,354,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,901 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $24,883,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $24,879,000,000. 
(Cl New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments. $0. 
(17) General Government (800): 
Fiscal yea r 1998: 
(Al New budget authority, $14,711 ,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays, $13,959,000 ,000. 
(Cl New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(DJ New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A ) New budget authority, $14,444,000,000. 
<Bl Outlays, $14,363,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $13,977,000,000. 
(B ) Outlays , $14 ,727 ,000,000. 
(C J New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primar y loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $13,675,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $14,131 ,000 ,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,105,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,100,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $0 
(18) Net Interest (900): 
Fiscal year 1998: 

(A) New budget authority, $296,547,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $296,547,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $304,558,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $304,558,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, $305,075,000,000. 
(B) Outlays , $305,075,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, $303,833,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $303,833,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, $303,728,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $303,728,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(19) Allowances (920): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays , $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays , $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority , $0. 
(B) Outlays , $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D ) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority , $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority , $0. 
(B) Outlays, $0. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950): 
Fiscal year 1998: 
(A) New budget authority, -$41,841 ,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $41,841 ,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 1999: 
(A) New budget authority, - $36,949,000,000 . 
(B) Outlays, - $36,949,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments, $0. 
Fiscal year 2000: 
(A) New budget authority, - $36,937,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $36,937,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit-

ments , $0. 
Fiscal year 2001: 
(A) New budget authority, -$39,151,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $39,151,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments , $0. 

Fiscal year 2002: 
(A) New budget authority, -$51,124,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, - $51,124,000,000. 
(C) New direct loan obligations, $0. 
(D) New primary loan guarantee commit­

ments, $0. 

TITLE II-RECONCILIATION 
INSTRUCTIONS 

SEC. 201. RECONCILIATION. 

(a ) PURPOSE.-The purpose of this section 
is to provide for two separate reconciliation 
bills: the first for entitlement reforms and 
the second for tax relief. In the event Senate 
procedures preclude the consideration of two 
separate bills, this section would permit the 
consideration of one omnibus reconciliation 
bill. 

(b) SUBMISSIONS.-
(1) ENTITLEMENT REFORMS.-Not later than 

June 12, 1997, the House committees named 
in subsection (c) shall submit their rec­
ommendations to the House Committee on 
the Budget. After receiving those rec­
ommendations, the House Committee on the 
Budget shall report to the House a reconcili­
ation bill carrying out all such recommenda­
tions without any substantive revision. 

(2) TAX RELIEF AND MISCELLANEOUS RE­
FORMS.-N ot later than June 13, 1997, the 
House committees named in subsection (d) 
shall submit their recommendations to the 
House Committee on the Budget. After re­
ceiving those recommendations, the House 
Committee on the Budget shall report to the 
House a reconciliation bill carrying out all 
such recommendations without any sub­
stantive revision . 

(C) INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO ENTITLE­
MENT REFORMS.-

(1) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.-The 
House Committee on Agriculture shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $34,571 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $37,008 ,000 ,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $211 ,443,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND FINANCIAL 
SERVICES.-The House Committee on Bank­
ing and Financial Services shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: - $8,435,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, -$5,091,000,000 in outlays for 
fi scal year 2002, and -$50,306,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.-The House 
Committee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $393,533,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $506,791,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $2,617,528 ,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK­
FORCE.-The House Committee on Education 
and the Workforce shall report changes in 
laws within its jurisdiction that provide di­
rect spending such that the total level of di­
r ect spending for that committee does not 
exceed: $17 ,222,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 1998, $17,673,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 2002, and $103,109,000,000 in outlays in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
OVERSIGHT.-(A) The House Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
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total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $68,975,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $81 ,896,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $443,061,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight shall report changes 
in laws within its jurisdiction that would re­
duce the deficit by: $0 in fiscal year 1998, 
$621,000,000 in fiscal year 2002, and 
$1,829,000,000 in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN­
FRASTRUCTURE.-The House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $18,087,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $17 ,283,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $106,615,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS.-The 
House Committee on Veterans' Affairs shall 
report changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $22,444,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $24,563,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $139,134,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.--(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and Means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
diction such that the total level of direct 
spending for that committee does not ex­
ceed: $397,546,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
1998, $506,442,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $2,621,578,000,000 in outlays in fiscal 
years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction such that the total level of reve­
nues for that committee is not less than: 
$1,176,253,000,000 in revenues for fiscal year 
1998, $1,386,546,000,000 in revenues for fiscal 
year 2002, and $7,517,939,000,000 in revenues in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(d) INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO TAX RELIEF 
AND MISCELLANEOUS REFORMS.-

(1) COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE.-The 
House Committee on Agriculture shall re­
port changes in law within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $34,571,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $37,008 ,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $211 ,443,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND FINANCIAL 
SERVICES.-The House Committee on Bank­
ing and Financial Services shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: -$8,435,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, - $5,091 ,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and - $50,306,000,000 in out­
lays in fiscal year 1998 through 2002. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE.-The House 
Committee on Commerce shall report 
changes in laws within its jurisdiction that 
provide direct spending such that the total 
level of direct spending for that committee 
does not exceed: $393,533,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 1998, $506,791 ,000,000 in outlays for 
fiscal year 2002, and $2,617,528,000 in outlays 
in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK­
FORCE.-The House Committee on Education 
and the Workforce shall report changes in 
laws within its jurisdiction that provide di­
rect spending such that the total level of di­
rect spending for that committee does not 
exceed: $17,222,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 

year 1998, $17,673,000,000 in outlays for fiscal 
year 2002, and $13,109,000,000 in outlays in fis­
cal years 1998 through 2002. 

(5) COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND 
OVERSIGHT.--(A) The House Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $68,975,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $81 ,896,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $443,061 ,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight shall report changes 
in laws within its jurisdiction that would re­
duce the deficit by: SO in fiscal year 1998, 
$621,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 2002, and 
$1 ,829,000,000 in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(6) COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND IN­
FRASTRUCTURE.-The House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure shall re­
port changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $18,087,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $17 ,283,000,000 in 
ouutlays for fiscal year 2002, and 
$106,615,000,000 in outlays in fiscal years 1998 
through 2002. 

(7) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS.-The 
House Committee on Veterans' Affairs shall 
report changes in laws within its jurisdiction 
that provide direct spending such that the 
total level of direct spending for that com­
mittee does not exceed: $22,444,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 1998, $24,563,000,000 in out­
lays for fiscal year 2002, and $139,134,000,000 in 
outlays in fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(8) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.-(A) 
The House Committee on Ways and means 
shall report changes in laws within its juris­
diction such that the total level of direct 
spending for that committee does not ex­
ceed: $397,546,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
1998, $506,442,000,000 in outlays for fiscal year 
2002, and $2,621,578,000,000 in outlays in fiscal 
years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The House Committee on Ways and 
Means shall report changes in laws within its 
jurisdiction such that the total level of reve­
nues for that committee is not less than: 
$1,168,853,000,000 in revenues for fiscal year 
1998, $1 ,366,046,000,000 in revenues for fiscal 
year 2002, and $7,432,939,000,000 in revenues in 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(e) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term " direct spending" has the 
meaning given to such term in section 
250(c)(8) of the Balanced Budget and Emer­
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

(f) CHILDREN'S HEALTH INITIATIVE.-If the 
Committees on Commerce and Ways and 
Means report recommendations pursuant to 
their reconciliation instructions that, com­
bined, provide an initiative for children 's 
health that would increase the deficit by 
more than $2.3 billion for fiscal year 1998, by 
more than $3.9 billion for fiscal year 2002, 
and by more than $16 billion for the period of 
fiscal years 1998 through 2002, the commit­
tees shall be deemed to not have complied 
with their reconciliation instructions pursu­
ant to section 310(d) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974. 

TITLE ill-BUDGET ENFORCEMENT 

SEC. 301. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION. 

(a ) PURPOSE.-The purpose of this section 
is to adjust the appropriate budgetary levels 
to accommodate legislation increasing 
spending from the highway trust fund on sur­
face transportation and highway safety 

above the levels assumed in this resolution if 
such legislation is deficit neutral. 

(b) DEFICIT NEUTRALITY REQUIREMENT.--(1) 
In order to receive the adjustments specified 
in subsection (c), a bill reported by the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
that provides new budget authority above 
the levels assumed in this resolution for pro­
grams authorized out of the highway trust 
fund must be deficit neutral. 

(2) A deficit-neutral bill must meet the fol­
lowing conditions: 

(A) The amount of new budget authority 
provided for programs authorized out of the 
highway trust fund must be in excess of 
$25.949 billion in new budget authority for 
fiscal year 1998, $25.464 billion in new budget 
authority for fiscal year 2002, and $127.973 
billion in new budget authority for the pe­
riod of fiscal years 1998 through 2002. 

(B) The outlays estimated to flow from the 
excess new budget authority set forth in sub­
paragraph (A) must be offset for fiscal year 
1998, fiscal year 2002, and for the period of fis­
cal years 1998 through 2002. For the sole pur­
pose of estimating the amount of outlays 
flowing from excess new budget authority 
under this section, it shall be assumed that 
such excess new budget authority would 
have an obligation limitation sufficient to 
accommodate that new budget authority. 

(C) The outlays estimated to flow from the 
excess new budget authority must be offset 
by (i ) other direct spending or revenue provi­
sions within that transportation bill , (ii) the 
net reduction in other direct spending and 
revenue legislation that is enacted during 
this Congress after the date of adoption of 
this resolution and before such transpor­
tation bill is reported (in excess of the levels 
assumed in this resolution), or (iii ) a com­
bination of the offsets specified in clauses (i ) 
and (ii) . 

(D) As used in this section, the term " di­
rect spending" has the meaning given to 
such term in section 250(c)(8) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 

(c) REVISED LEVELS.--(1 ) When the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
reports a bill (or when a conference report 
thereon is filed) meeting the conditions set 
forth in subsection (b)(2), the chairman of 
the Committee on the Budget shall increase 
the allocation of new budget authority to 
that committee by the amount of new budg­
et authority provided in that bill (and that is 
above the levels set forth in subsection 
(b)(2)(A)) for programs authorized out of the 
highway trust fund. 

(2) After the enactment of the transpor­
tation bill described in paragraph (1) and 
upon the reporting of a general, supple­
mental or continuing resolution making ap­
propriations by the Committee on Appro­
priations (or upon the filing of a conference 
report thereon) establishing an obligation 
limitation above the levels specified in sub­
section (b)(2)(A) (at a level sufficient to obli­
gate some or all of the budget authority 
specified in paragraph (1)), the chairman of 
the Committee on the Budget shall increase 
the allocation and aggregate levels of out­
lays to that committee for fiscal years 1998 
and 1999 by the appropriate amount. 

(d) REVISIONS.-Allocations and aggregates 
revised pursuant to this section shall be con­
sidered for purposes of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 as allocations and aggre­
gates contained in this resolution. 

(e) REVERSALS.-If any legislation referred 
to in this section is not enacted into law, 
then the chairman of the House Committee 
on the Budget shall, as soon as practicable, 
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reverse adjustments made under this section 
for such legislation and have such adjust­
ments published in the Congressional 
Record. 

(f) DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY LEV­
ELS.-For the purposes of this section, budg­
etary levels shall be determined on the basis 
of estimates made by the House Committee 
on the Budget. 

(g) DEFINITION.-As used in this section, 
the term " highway trust fund" refers to the 
following budget accounts (or any successor 
accounts): 

(1) 69-8083--0-7-401 (Federal-Aid Highways). 
(2) 69-8191-0-7-401 (Mass Transit Capital 

Fund). 
(3) 69-8350--0-7-401 (Mass Transit Formula 

Grants). 
(4) 69-8016-0-7-401 (National Highway Traf­

fic Safety Administration-Operations and 
Research). 

(5) 69-8020--0-7-401 (Highway Traffic Safety 
Grants). 

(6) 69-8048--0-7-401 (National Motor Carrier 
Safety Program). 
SEC. 302. SALE OF GOVERNMENT ASSETS. 

(a) BUDGETARY TREATMENT.-
(1) IN GENERAL.-For the purpose of any 

concurrent resolution on the budget and the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, no 
amounts realized from the sale of an asset 
shall be scored with respect to the level of 
budget authority, outlays, or revenues if 
such sale should cause an increase in the def­
icit as calculated pursuant to paragraph (2). 

(2) CALCULATION OF NET PRESENT VALUE.­
The deficit estimate of an asset sale shall be 
the net present value of the cash flow from­

(A) proceeds from the asset sale; 
(B) future receipts that would be expected 

from continued ownership of the asset by the 
Government; and 

(C) expected future spending by the Gov­
ernment at a level necessary to continue to 
operate and maintain the asset to generate 
the receipts estimated pursuant to subpara­
graph (B). 

(b) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term " sale of an asset" shall have 
the same meaning as under section 250(c)(21) 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def­
icit Control Act of 1985. 

(C) T REATMENT OF LOAN ASSETS.-For the 
purposes of this section, the sale of loan as­
sets or the prepayment of a loan shall be 
governed by the terms of the Federal Credit 
Reform Act of 1990. 

(C) DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY LEV­
ELS.-For the purposes of this section, budg­
etary levels shall be determined on the basis 
of estimates made by the House Committee 
on the Budget. 
SEC. 303. ENVIRONMENTAL RESERVE FUND. 

(a) COMMITTEE ALLOCATIONS.-ln the 
House, after the Committee on Commerce 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure report a bill (or a conference 
report thereon is filed ) to reform the Super­
fund program to facilitate the cleanup of 
hazardous waste sites, the chairman of the 
Committee on the Budget shall submit re­
vised allocations and budget aggregates to 
carry out this section by an amount not to 
exceed the excess subject to the limitation. 
These revisions shall be considered for pur­
poses of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
as the allocations and aggregates contained 
in this resolution. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.-The adjustments made 
under this section shall not exceed: 

(1) $200 million in budget authority for fis­
cal year 1998 and the estimated outlays flow­
ing therefrom. 

(2) $200 million in budget authority for fis­
cal year 2002 and the estimated outlays flow­
ing therefrom. 

(3) $1 billion in budget authority for the pe­
riod of fiscal years 1998 through 2002 and the 
estimated outlays flowing therefrom. 

(c) READJUSTMENTS.-ln the House, any ad­
justments made under this section for any 
appropriation measure may be readjusted if 
that measure is not enacted into law. 
SEC. 304. SEPARATE ALLOCATION FOR LAND AC­

QUISITIONS AND EXCHANGES. 
(A) ALLOCATION BY CHAIRMAN.-ln the 

House , upon the reporting of a bill by the 
Committee on Appropriations (or upon the 
filing of a conference report thereon) pro­
viding $700 million in budget authority for 
fiscal year 1998 for Federal land acquisitions 
and to finalize priority Federal land ex­
changes, the chairman of the Committee on 
the Budget shall allocate that amount of 
budget authority and the corresponding 
amount of outlays. 

(b) TREATMENT OF ALLOCATIONS IN THE 
HousE.-ln the House, for purposes of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, allocations 
made under subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be made pursuant to section 602(a)(l) of that 
Act and shall be deemed to be a separate sub­
allocation for purposes of the application of 
section 302(f) of that Act as modified by sec­
tion 602(c) of that Act. 

TITLE IV-SENSE OF CONGRESS 
PROVISIONS 

SEC. 401. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON BASELINES. 
(A) F INDINGS.-The Congress finds that: 
(1) Baselines are projections of future 

spending if existing policies remain un­
changed. 

(2) Under baseline assumptions, spending 
automatically rises with inflation even if 
such increases are not mandated under exist­
ing law. 

(3) Baseline budgeting is inherently biased 
against policies that would reduce the pro­
jected growth in spending because such poli­
cies are portrayed as spending reductions 
from an increasing baseline. 

(4) The baseline concept bas encouraged 
Congress to abdicate its constitutional obli­
gation to control the public purse for those 
programs which are automatically funded. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that baseline budgeting should be 
replaced with a budgetary model that re­
quires justification of aggregate funding lev­
els and maximizes congressional and execu­
tive accountability for Federal spending. 
SEC. 402. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON REPAYMENT 

OF THE FEDERAL DEBT. 
(a) FINDINGS.-The Congress finds that: 
(1) The Congress and the President have a 

basic moral and ethical responsibility to fu­
ture generations to repay the Federal debt , 
including the money borrowed from the So­
cial Security Trust Fund. 

(2) The Congress and the President should 
enact a law which creates a regimen for pay­
ing off the Federal debt within 30 years. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING PRESI­
DENT'S SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.-lt is the 
sense of Congress that: 

(1) The President's annual budget submis­
sion to Congress should include a plan for re­
payment of Federal debt beyond the year 
2002, including the money borrowed from the 
Social Security Trust Fund. 

(2) The plan should specifically explain 
bow the President would cap spending 
growth at a level one percentage point lower 
than projected growth in revenues. 

(3) If spending growth were held to a level 
one percentage point lower than projected 

growth in revenues, then the Federal debt 
could be repaid within 30 years. 
SEC. 403. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON COMMISSION 

ON LONG-TERM BUDGETARY PROB· 
LEMS. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Tbe Congress finds tbat-
(1) achieving a balanced budget by fiscal 

year 2002 is only the first step necessary to 
restore our Nation's economic prosperity; 

(2) the imminent retirement of the baby­
boom generation will greatly increase the 
demand for government services; 

(3) this burden will be borne by a relatively 
smaller work force resulting in an unprece­
dented intergenerational transfer of finan­
cial resources; 

(4) the rising demand for retirement and 
medical benefits will quickly jeopardize the 
solvency of the medicare, social security, 
and Federal retirement trust funds; and 

(5) the Congressional Budget Office bas es­
timated that marginal tax rates would have 
to increase by 50 percent over the next 5 
years to cover the long-term projected costs 
of retirement and health benefits. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that legislation should be enacted 
to create a commission to assess long-term 
budgetary problems, their implications for 
both the baby-boom generation and tomor­
row's workforce , and make such rec­
ommendations as it deems appropriate to en­
sure our Nation's future prosperity. 
SEC. 404. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON CORPORATE 

WELFARE. 
(a ) FINDINGS.-Tbe Congress finds that the 

functional levels and aggregates in this 
budget resolution assume tbat-

(1) the Federal Government supports prof­
it-making enterprises and industries through 
billions of dollars in payments, benefits, and 
programs; 

(2) many of these subsidies do not serve a 
clear and compelling public interest; 

(3) corporate subsidies frequently provide 
unfair competitive advantages to certain in­
dustries and industry segments; and 

(4) at a time when millions of Americans 
are being asked to sacrifice in order to bal­
ance the budget, the corporate sector should 
bear its share of the burden. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that legislation should be enacted 
to-

(1) eliminate the most egregious corporate 
subsidies; and 

(2) create a commission to recommend the 
elimination of Federal payments, benefits, 
and programs which predominantly benefit a 
particular industry or segment of an indus­
try , rather than provide a clear and compel­
ling public benefit, and include a fast.track 
process for the consideration of those rec­
ommendations. 
SEC. 405. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON FAMILY VIO­

LENCE OPTION CLARIFYING AMEND­
MENT. 

(a) FINDINGS.- Tbe Congress finds that: 
(1) Domestic violence is the leading cause 

of physical injury to women. The Depart­
ment of Justice estimates that over 1,000,000 
violent crimes against women are committed 
by intimate partners annually. 

(2) Domestic violence dramatically affects 
the victim 's ability to participate in the 
workforce. A University of Minnesota survey 
reported that one quarter of battered women 
surveyed had lost a job partly because of 
being abused and that over half of these 
women bad been harassed by their abuser at 
work. 

(3) Domestic violence is often intensified 
as women seek to gain economic independ­
ence through attending school or training 
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programs. Batterers have been reported to 
prevent women from attending these pro­
grams or sabotage their efforts at self-im­
provement. 

(4) Nationwide surveys of service providers 
prepared by the Taylor Institute of Chicago, 
Illinois, document, for the first time, the 
interrelationship between domestic violence 
and welfare by showing that from 34 percent 
to 65 percent of AFCDC recipients are cur­
rent or past victims of domestic violence. 

(5) Over half of the women surveyed stayed 
with their batterers because they lacked the 
resources to support themselves and their 
children. The surveys also found that the 
availability of economic support is a critical 
factor in poor women's ability to leave abu­
sive situations that threaten them and their 
children. 

(6) The restructuring of the welfare pro­
grams may impact the availability of the 
economic support and the safety net nec­
essary to enable poor women to flee abuse 
without risking homelessness and starvation 
for their families. 

(7) In recognition of this finding, the House 
Cammi ttee on the Budget unanimously 
passed a sense of Congress amendment on do­
mestic violence and Federal assistance to 
the fiscal year 1997 budget resolution. Subse­
quently, Congress passed the family violence 
option amendment to last year's welfare re­
form reconciliation bill. 

(8) The family violence option gives States 
the flexibility to grant temporary waivers 
from time limits and work requirements for 
domestic violence victims who would suffer 
extreme hardship from the application of 
these provisions. These waivers were not in­
tended to be included as part of the perma­
nent 20 percent hardship exemption. 

(9) The Department of Health and Human 
Services has been slow to issue regulations 
regarding this provision. As a result, States 
are hesitant to fully implement the family 
violence option fearing it will interfere with 
the 20 percent hardship exemption. 

(10) Currently 15 States have opted to in­
clude the family violence option in their wel­
fare plans, and 13 other States have included 
some type of domestic violence provisions in 
their plans. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that-

(1) States should not be subject to any nu­
merical limits in granting domestic violence 
good cause waivers to individuals receiving 
assistance for all requirements where com­
pliance with such requirements would make 
it more difficult for individuals receiving as­
sistance to escape domestic violence; and 

(2) any individuals granted a domestic vio­
lence good cause waiver by States should not 

be included in the States' 20 percent hard­
ship exemption. 

H. CON. RES. 84 
OFFERED BY: MR. SHUSTER 

AMENDMENT No. 11: At the end, add the fol­
lowing new title: 

TITLE V-TRANSPORTATION REVENUES 
USED SOLELY FOR TRANSPORTATION 

SEC. 501. READJUSTMENTS. 
(a) INCREASE IN FUNCTION 400.-Levels of 

new budget authority and outlays set forth 
in function 400 in section 102 shall be in­
creased as follows: 

(1) for fiscal year 1998, by $0 in outlays and 
by $0 in new budget authority; 

(2) for fiscal year 1999, by $770,000,000 in 
outlays and by $3,600,000,000 in new budget 
authority; 

(3) for fiscal year 2000, by $2,575,000,000 in 
outlays and by $4,796,000,000 in new budget 
authority; 

(4) for fiscal year 2001, by $3,765,000,000 in 
outlays and by $5,363,000,000 in new budget 
authority; and 

(5) for fiscal year 2002, by $4,488,000,000 in 
outlays and by $5,619,000,000 in new budget 
authority. 

(b) OFFSETS.-(l)(A) The total budget out­
lays for each fiscal year set forth in each 
functional category in section 102 shall be re­
duced by an amount determined through a 
pro rata reduction of discretionary outlays 
within each function necessary to achieve 
the following outlay reductions: 

(i) for fiscal year 1998, by SO in outlays; 
(ii) for fiscal year 1999, by $746,000,000 in 

outlays; 
(111) for fiscal year 2000, by $2,422,000,000 in 

outlays; 
(iv) for fiscal year 2001, by $3,532,000,000 in 

outlays; and 
(v) for fiscal year 2002, by $4,242,000,000 in 

outlays; 
and corresponding reductions in new budget 
authority shall be made in each function 
consistent with such pro rata reductions in 
outlays. Reductions in new budget authority 
shall be made to section 101(2) consistent 
with this subparagraph and subsection (a) . 

(B) These reductions shall not be made to 
the mandatory outlay portion of any func­
tion, including (but not limited to) Medicare, 
Medicaid and Social Security. For purposes 
of the application of this paragraph to func­
tion 400, the pro rata share shall be deter­
mined by using the amounts provided for 
function 400 prior to any adjustment made 
by subparagraph (A). 

(2) The amounts by which the aggregate 
levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
as set forth in section lOl(l)(B) are reduced 
as follows: 
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(A) for fiscal year 1998, by $0; 
(B) for fiscal year 1999, by $24,000,000; 
(C) for fiscal year 2000, by $153,000,000; 
(D) for fiscal year 2001, by $233,000,000; and 
(E) for fiscal year 2002, by $246,000,000. 
(3) The amounts by which to appropriate 

levels of total budget outlays in section 
101(3) are increased as follows: 

(A) for fiscal year 1998, by $0; 
(B) for fiscal year 1999, by $24,000,000; 
(C) for fiscal year 2000, by $153,000,000; 
(D) for fiscal year 2001, by $233,000,000; and 
(E) for fiscal year 2002, by $246,000,000. 
(4) The reconciliation directives to the 

Committee on Ways and Means in sections 
201(c)(8)(B) and 201(d)(8)(B) shall be adjusted 
accordingly. 
SEC. 502. mGHWAY TRUST FUND ALLOCATIONS. 

(a) ALLOCATED AMOUNTS.-Of the amounts 
of outlays allocated to the Committees on 
Appropriations of the House and Senate by 
the joint explanatory statement accom­
panying this resolution pursuant to sections 
302 and 602 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, the following amounts shall be used 
for contract authority spending out of the 
Highway Trust Fund-

(1) for fiscal year 1998, $22,256,000,000 in out­
lays; 

(2) for fiscal year 1999, $24,063,000,000 in out­
lays; 

(3) for fiscal year 2000, $26,092,000,000 in out­
lays; 

(4) for fiscal year 2001, $27,400,000,000 in out­
lays; and 

(5) for fiscal year 2002, $28,344,000,000 in out­
lays. 

(b) ENFORCEMENT.-Determinations regard­
ing points of order made under section 302(f) 
or 602(c) of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974 shall take into account subsection (a). 

(C) STATUTORY lMPLEMENTATION.-As part 
of reauthorizaton of the Intermodal Surface 
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991, provi­
sions shall be included to enact this section 
into permanent law. 
SEC. 503. PRIORITY FOR RESTORATION OF CUTS. 

Any outlays that would have been allo­
cated for surface transportation pursuant to 
section 301 shall first be used to restore any 
cuts to discretionay spending made as a re­
sult of section 501. The chairman of the 
House Committee on the Budget shall imple­
ment section 301 consistent with this sec­
tion. 
SEC. 504. MATHEMATICAL CONSISTENCY. 

The Chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may make technical changes con­
sistent with this title to ensure ma the­
ma tical consistency. 
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