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BREAKDOWN BY TITLE

The amounts of obligational authority for each of the seven titles
are shown in the following table. A detailed tabulation, showing
comparisons, appears at the end of this report. Recommendations
for individual appropriation items, projects and activities are car-
ried in this report under the appropriate item headings.

[In thousands of dollars]

2015 Committee

2014 recommendation
Title I: Agricultural programs 29,938,096 25,627,270
Title II: Conservation programs 825,832 850,193
Title Ill: Rural economic and community development programs ............cceoceevvenees 2,397,709 2448923
Title IV: Domestic food programs 108,585,603 109,802,904
Title V: Foreign assistance and related programs 1,838,472 1,830,199
Title VI: Related agencies and Food and Drug Administration ........cc.ccoooemrvvrrinncs 2,560,693 2,597,324
Title VII: General provisions —708,429 —502,671
Total, new budget (obligational) authority 145,437,976 142,654,142

(4)



OVERVIEW AND SUMMARY OF THE BILL

The Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Administra-
tion, and Related Agencies appropriations bill provides funding for
a wide array of Federal programs, mostly in the U.S. Department
of Agriculture [USDA]. These programs include agricultural re-
search, education, and extension activities; natural resources con-
servation programs; farm income and support programs; marketing
and inspection activities; domestic food assistance programs; rural
housing, economic and community development, and telecommuni-
cation and electrification assistance; and various export and inter-
national activities of the USDA.

The bill also provides funding for the Food and Drug Administra-
tion [FDA] and allows the use of collected fees for administrative
expenses of the Farm Credit Administration [FCA].

The discretionary programs and activities of USDA and FDA
that are supported by this bill include high priority responsibilities
entrusted to the Federal Government and its partners to protect
human health and safety, contribute to economic recovery, and
achieve policy objectives strongly supported by the American peo-
ple. The ability to provide for these measures is made difficult by
growing pressure on available levels of discretionary spending as a
consequence of the overall public debate on Federal spending, reve-
nues, and size of the Federal debt.

Too often, the USDA programs funded by this bill are confused
with farm subsidies and other mandatory spending more properly
associated with multi-year farm bills. In contrast, this bill provides
annual funding for programs familiar to all Americans such as pro-
tecting food safety through the Food Safety and Inspection Service
and the Food and Drug Administration, which also plays a vital
role in maintaining the safety of the Nation’s blood supply and
availability of safe and effective medical products and other compo-
nents of our health system. This bill also provides funding to fight
against the introduction and spread of noxious or infectious and
often invasive pests and disease that threaten our plant and ani-
mal health environments, as well as funding for many other mis-
sions of dire importance to the American people.

In the context of overall pressures on spending and the com-
peting priorities that the Committee faces, this bill as reported pro-
vides the proper amount of emphasis on agricultural, rural develop-
ment, and other programs and activities funded by the bill. It is
consistent with the subcommittee’s allocation for fiscal year 2015.

All accounts in the bill have been closely examined to ensure
that an appropriate level of funding is provided to carry out the
programs of USDA, FDA, and FCA. Details on each of the ac-
counts, the funding level, and the Committee’s justifications for the
funding levels are included in the report.

(6))
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REPORTS TO CONGRESS

The Committee has, throughout this report, requested agencies
to provide studies and reports on various issues. The Committee
utilizes these reports to evaluate program performance and make
decisions on future appropriations. The Committee directs that all
studies and reports be provided to the Committee as electronic doc-
uments in an agreed upon format within 120 days after the date
of enactment, unless an alternative submission schedule is specifi-
cally stated in the report request.



TITLE 1
AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS
PRODUCTION, PROCESSING, AND MARKETING

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Appropriations, 2014 ..........cceeeiereereveeiereeeereetee e ee et enens $43,778,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 46,816,000
Committee recommendation 46,466,000

The Secretary of Agriculture, assisted by the Deputy Secretary,
Under Secretaries and Assistant Secretaries, Chief Information Of-
ficer, Chief Financial Officer, and members of their immediate
staffs, directs and coordinates the work of the Department. This in-
cludes developing policy, maintaining relationships with agricul-
tural organizations and others in the development of farm pro-
grams, and maintaining liaison with the Executive Office of the
President and Members of Congress on all matters pertaining to
agricultural policy.

The general authority of the Secretary to supervise and control
the work of the Department is contained in the Organic Act (7
U.S.C. 2201-2202). The delegation of regulatory functions to De-
partment employees and authorization of appropriations to carry
out these functions is contained in 7 U.S.C. 450c—450g.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $46,466,000 for
the Office of the Secretary. The Committee recommendation in-
cludes the following accounts under the Office of the Secretary: Of-
fice of the Secretary; Office of Tribal Relations; Office of Homeland
Security and Emergency Coordination; Office of Advocacy and Out-
reach; Office of the Assistant Secretary for Administration; Depart-
mental Administration; Office of Assistant Secretary for Congres-
sional Relations; and Office of Communications. The following table
reflects the amount provided by the Committee for each office and
activity:

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

[In thousands of dollars]

2015 budget Committee

2014 enacted request recommendation

Office of the Secretary 5,051 5,086 5,086
Office of Tribal Relations 498 502 502
Office of Homeland Security and Emergency Coordination 1,496 1,507 1,507
Office of Advocacy and Outreach 1,209 1,217 1,217
Office of Assistance Secretary for Administration .........cc.ccccovviveenne. 804 809 809
Departmental Administration ! 22,786 25,661 25,311

Office of Assistant Secretary for Congressional Relations ................. 3,869 3,897 3,897
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OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

2015 budget Committee

2014 enacted request recommendation

Office of Communications 8,065 8,137 8,137

Total 43,778 46,816 46,466

Uincluded in the amount for the fiscal year 2015 budget request and Committee recommendation is $2,877,000 for payments to the Gen-
eral Services Administration for rent and for payments to the Department of Homeland Security for building security activities, which was pre-
viously funded through the Agriculture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Payments account.

Animal Fighting.—The Committee is very concerned about re-
ports of illegal animal fighting activities and directs the Secretary
to work with relevant agencies on the most effective and proper
means for investigating and enforcing laws and regulations regard-
ing these activities.

Forest Products.—The Committee supports the inclusion of forest
products in the Biobased Markets Program and encourages the De-
partment to expeditiously promulgate new regulations pursuant to
changes in the Agricultural Act of 2014.

Loan Servicing Center of Excellence.—In order to leverage exist-
ing capacity and expertise within the Department, the Secretary is
directed to explore the creation of a Center of Excellence for loan
servicing support functions in order to provide consolidated cus-
tomer service, field office support, and centralized loan services to
USDA agencies and other Federal agencies. The Secretary shall
consult with employee representatives and management in the
Farm Service Agency Farm Loan Information Technology, Account-
ing, and Finance Office loan servicing support functions; the Rural
Development Deputy Chief Financial Officer and Deputy Chief In-
formation Officer functions; and the Rural Housing Centralized
Servicing Center.

Military Veteran’s Liaison.—The Agricultural Act of 2014 created
a Military Veteran’s Liaison to coordinate programs to assist vet-
erans entering into agricultural occupations. USDA is encouraged
to prioritize the creation of a full-time Military Veteran’s Liaison
in the Department staffing plan.

Resource Conservation and Development Councils.—Since 1964,
the Resource Conservation and Development [RC&D] Councils
have worked at the grassroots level with local leaders to plan, de-
velop, and carry out programs for land and water conservation and
management. The Committee encourages the Secretary to consider
the maximum practical use of RC&D Councils, where such RC&D
Councils meet agency performance requirements, in the delivery of
USDA programs and services.

Under Secretary of Agriculture for Trade and Foreign Agricul-
tural Affairs.—The Agricultural Act of 2014 requires the Secretary
of Agriculture to propose a reorganization of the international trade
functions at the Department of Agriculture, including the establish-
ment of an Under Secretary of Agriculture for Trade and Foreign
Agricultural Affairs, and issue a report to Congress not later than
180 days after enactment, or August 6, 2014. One year after the
report 1s submitted, or no later than August 6, 2015, the Secretary
is required to implement this reorganization. The Committee af-



9

firms the importance of meeting the deadlines included in the Agri-
cultural Act of 2014.

EXECUTIVE OPERATIONS

Executive operations were established as a result of the reorga-
nization of the Department to provide a support team for USDA
policy officials and selected department-wide services. Activities
under the executive operations include the Office of the Chief Econ-
omist, the National Appeals Division, and the Office of Budget and
Program Analysis.

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ECONOMIST

Appropriations, 2014 .........ccociiiiiiiiee e $16,777,000
Budget estimate, 2015 16,854,000
Committee recommendation 16,854,000

The Office of the Chief Economist advises the Secretary of Agri-
culture on the economic implications of Department policies and
programs. The Office serves as the single focal point for the Na-
tion’s economic intelligence and analysis, risk assessment, and cost-
benefit analysis related to domestic and international food and ag-
riculture issues, provides policy direction for renewable energy de-
velopment, conducts analyses of climate change impacts on agri-
culture and forestry, and is responsible for coordination and review
of all commodity and aggregate agricultural and food-related data
used to develop outlook and situation material within the Depart-
ment.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $16,854,000 for
the Office of the Chief Economist.

Policy Research.—The Committee recommendation includes
$4,000,000 for policy research under 7 U.S.C. 3155 for entities with
existing institutional capacity to conduct complex economic and pol-
icy analysis and a lengthy and well-documented record of con-
ducting policy analysis for the benefit of the Department of Agri-
culture, the Congressional Budget Office, or the Congress. To maxi-
mize resources, the Committee expects the Department to focus ef-
forts on entities that have developed models, databases, and staff
necessary to conduct in-depth analysis of impacts of agriculture or
rural development policy proposals on rural communities, farmers,
agribusiness, taxpayers, and consumers.

NATIONAL APPEALS DIVISION

AppPropriations, 2014 ..........cccceeeereererreiereeteereeeee e ee et enens $12,841,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 13,430,000
Committee recommendation 13,430,000

The National Appeals Division conducts administrative hearings
and reviews of adverse program decisions made by the Rural De-
velopment mission area, the Farm Service Agency, the Risk Man-
agement Agency, and the Natural Resources Conservation Service.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $13,430,000 for
the National Appeals Division. Included in this amount is $528,000
for payments to the General Services Administration for rent and
for payments to the Department of Homeland Security for building
security activities, which was previously funded through the Agri-
culture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Payments account.

OFFICE OF BUDGET AND PROGRAM ANALYSIS

Appropriations, 2014 ........ccccecevieierieiieieieeeet e $9,064,000
Budget estimate, 2015 .........ccccceeeiieinnne. 10,292,000
Committee recommendation 9,305,000

The Office of Budget and Program Analysis provides direction
and administration of the Department’s budgetary functions includ-
ing development, presentation, and execution of the budget; re-
views program and legislative proposals for program, budget, and
related implications; analyzes program and resource issues and al-
ternatives, and prepares summaries of pertinent data to aid the
Secretary and departmental policy officials and agency program
managers in the decisionmaking process; and provides department-
wide coordination for and participation in the presentation of budg-
et-related matters to the committees of the Congress, the media,
and interested public. The Office also provides department-wide co-
ordination of the preparation and processing of regulations and leg-
islative programs and reports.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $9,305,000 for
the Office of Budget and Program Analysis. The Committee does
not recommend an appropriation to establish the position of Chief
Evaluation Officer.

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER

Appropriations, 2014 .........cccciiiieiiiieie e $44,031,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........ccceceeriieinnne. 45,199,000
45,199,000

The Office of the Chief Information Officer was established in
August 1996 (40 U.S.C. 1401 et seq.), pursuant to the Clinger-
Cohen Act of 1996, which required the establishment of a Chief In-
formation Officer for major Federal agencies. This Office provides
policy guidance, leadership, coordination, and direction to the De-
partment’s information management and information technology
investment activities in support of USDA program delivery, and is
the lead office in USDA e-gov efforts. The Office provides long-
range planning guidance, implements measures to ensure that
technology investments are economical and effective, coordinates
interagency information resources management projects, and im-
plements standards to promote information exchange and technical
interoperability. In addition, the Office of the Chief Information Of-
ficer is responsible for certain activities financed under the Depart-
ment’s Working Capital Fund (7 U.S.C. 2235). The Office also pro-
vides telecommunication and automated data processing [ADP]
services to USDA agencies through the National Information Tech-

Committee recommendation
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nology Center with locations in Fort Collins, Colorado, Kansas
City, Missouri and Washington, DC. Direct ADP operational serv-
ices are also provided to the Office of the Secretary, the Office of
the General Counsel, the Office of Communications, the Office of
the Chief Financial Officer, and Departmental Management.

On November 28, 2004, the information technology staffs of the
Service Center Agencies [SCA] were converged into one IT organi-
zation within the office of the Chief Information Officer; this con-
verged organization is named Information Technology Services and
replaces a network of cross-agency teams used to coordinate IT in-
frastructure investment within the SCA and allows for unified
management of the IT infrastructure.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $45,199,000 for
the Office of the Chief Information Officer. Included in this amount
is $993,000 for payments to the General Services Administration
for rent and for payments to the Department of Homeland Security
for building security activities, which was previously funded
through the Agriculture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Pay-
ments account. This amount also includes not less than
$28,000,000 to support cybersecurity requirements of the Depart-
ment.

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER

Appropriations, 2014 .........ccccieiieiiiieie e $6,213,000
Budget estimate, 2015 .........ccccoceveriennenne. 6,080,000
Committee recommendation 6,080,000

The Office of the Chief Financial Officer is responsible for the
dual roles of Chief Financial Management Policy Officer and Chief
Financial Management Advisor to the Secretary and mission area
heads. The Office provides leadership for all financial management,
accounting, travel, Federal assistance, and strategic planning per-
formance measurement activities within the Department. The Of-
fice is also responsible for the management and operation of the
National Finance Center and the Departmental Working Capital
Fund.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $6,080,000 for
the Office of the Chief Financial Officer.

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR CIVIL RIGHTS

Appropriations, 2014 .........cccceeeeierieieierieieretee e aens $893,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ..........cccveeereeennnen. 898,000
Committee recommendation 898,000

The Office of the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights provides
oversight of civil rights and related functions. This includes coordi-
nation of the administration of civil rights laws and regulations for
employees of the Department of Agriculture and participants in
programs of the Department, and ensuring compliance with civil
rights laws.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $898,000 for the
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights.

OFrFICE OF CIVIL RIGHTS

Appropriations, 2014 ........ccccecevirieiieiieieieeee e $21,400,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 24,236,000
Committee recommendation 24,236,000

The Office of Civil Rights provides overall leadership responsi-
bility for all department-wide civil rights activities. These activities
include employment opportunity as well as program nondiscrimina-
tion policy development, analysis, coordination, and compliance.
The Office is responsible for providing leadership in facilitating the
fair and equitable treatment of USDA employees, and for moni-
toring program activities to ensure that all USDA programs are de-
livered in a nondiscriminatory manner. The Office’s outreach func-
tions provide leadership, coordination, facilitation, and expertise to
internal and external partners to ensure equal and timely access
to USDA programs for all constituents, with emphasis on the un-
derserved, through information sharing, technical assistance, and
training.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $24,236,000 for
the Office of Civil Rights. Included in this amount is $2,471,000 for
payments to the General Services Administration for rent and for
payments to the Department of Homeland Security for building se-
curity activities, which was previously funded through the Agri-
culture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Payments account.

AGRICULTURE BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES

Appropriations, 2014 $233,000,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........ 64,825,000
Committee recommendation 64,844,000

Department headquarters presently operates in a two-building,
Government-owned complex in downtown Washington, DC, the
George Washington Carver Center in Beltsville, Maryland, and in
leased buildings in the metropolitan Washington, DC, area. Under
an arrangement with the General Services Administration, USDA
operates, maintains, and repairs these facilities, in lieu of rental
payments. For the last several years the Department has imple-
mented a strategic space plan to locate staff more efficiently, ren-
ovate its buildings, and eliminate safety hazards, particularly in
the Agriculture South Building.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $64,844,000 for
Agriculture Buildings and Facilities. The recommendation includes
General Services Administration rental payments and Department
of Homeland Security security payments within each respective
agency, per the budget request.
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The following table reflects the Committee’s specific rec-
ommendations for this account as compared to the fiscal year 2014
and budget request levels:

[In thousands of dollars]

2015 budget Committee
2014 enacted request recommendation

Rental Payments 164,470
Building Operations 54,730 64,825 64,844
DHS Building Security 13,800

HaAzARDOUS MATERIALS MANAGEMENT

Appropriations, 2014 .............. $3,592,000
Budget estimate, 2015 .... 3,600,000
Committee recommendation 3,600,000

Under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensa-
tion, and Liability Act and the Resource Conservation and Recov-
ery Act, the Department has the responsibility to meet the same
standards regarding the storage and disposition of hazardous mate-
rials as private businesses. The Department is required to contain,
cleanup, monitor, and inspect for hazardous materials in areas
under the Department’s jurisdiction.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $3,600,000 for
Hazardous Materials Management.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

Appropriations, 2014 .........cccciiiiiiiieee e $89,902,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 97,240,000
Committee recommendation 97,240,000

The Office of Inspector General [OIG] was established October
12, 1978, by the Inspector General Act of 1978 (Public Law 95—
452). This act expanded and provided specific authorities for the ac-
tivities of OIG which had previously been carried out under the
general authorities of the Secretary of Agriculture.

The Office is administered by an inspector general who reports
directly to the Secretary of Agriculture. Functions and responsibil-
ities of this Office include direction and control of audit and inves-
tigative activities within the Department, formulation of audit and
investigative policies and procedures regarding Department pro-
grams and operations, and analysis and coordination of program-
related audit and investigation activities performed by other De-
partment agencies.

The activities of this Office are designed to assure compliance
with existing laws, policies, regulations, and programs of the De-
partment’s agencies, and to provide appropriate officials with the
means for prompt corrective action where deviations have occurred.
The scope of audit and investigative activities is large and includes
administrative, program, and criminal matters. These activities are
coordinated, when appropriate, with various audit and investiga-
tive agencies of the executive and legislative branches of the Gov-
ernment.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $97,240,000 for
the Office of Inspector General. Included in this amount is
$5,198,000 for payments to the General Services Administration for
rent and for payments to the Department of Homeland Security for
building security activities, which was previously funded through
the Agriculture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Payments ac-
count. In addition, the recommendation includes funding for OIG to
address violations of section 26 of the Animal Welfare Act (7 U.S.C.
2156) and to coordinate with State and local law enforcement per-
sonnel in this effort.

MIDAS.—The Committee is concerned that, despite having in-
vested more funding than was originally envisioned for MIDAS, the
system is not meeting the original goals and objectives of stream-
lining business processes and developing an effective long-term in-
formation technology system capable of seamless delivery of farm
bill programs. Therefore, the Committee directs OIG to review the
management oversight of MIDAS, including issues such as its cur-
rent status, timeline, funding, performance, and security. The Com-
mittee requests regular updates on the status of this review.

OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL

Appropriations, 2014 .........ccccveierereevieeereeriereeree oot enens $41,202,000
Budget estimate, 2015 .......cccoeeeeriirinnne. 47,567,000
Committee recommendation 47,567,000

The Office of the General Counsel provides all legal advice, coun-
sel, and services to the Secretary and to all agencies, offices, and
corporations of the Department. The Office represents the Depart-
ment in administrative proceedings; nonlitigation debt collection
proceedings; State water rights adjudications; proceedings before
the Environmental Protection Agency, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Federal Maritime Administration, and International Trade
Commission; and, in conjunction with the Department of Justice, in
judicial proceedings and litigation.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $47,567,000 for
the Office of the General Counsel. Included in this amount is
$2,191,000 for payments to the General Services Administration for
rent and for payments to the Department of Homeland Security for
building security activities, which was previously funded through
the Agriculture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Payments ac-
count.

OFFICE OF ETHICS

Appropriations, 2014 ..........cccceeeereereeveeereeeereeree e ee ettt enens $3,440,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........ccoeceeriieenne. 3,867,000
Committee recommendation 3,867,000

The Office of Ethics is the centralized and consolidated office im-
plementing USDA’s ethics program throughout the Department.
The Office provides ethics services to all employees at the Depart-
ment concerning advice, training, and guidance about compliance
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with conflict of interest and impartiality rules. This includes com-
plying with the requirements of the Stop Trading on Congressional
Knowledge Act, Public Law 112-105 (the STOCK Act), and the Of-
fice of Government Ethics regulatory requirements (5 CFR parts
2634 through 2641).

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $3,867,000 for
the Office of Ethics.

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR RESEARCH, EDUCATION, AND
EconNomics

AppPropriations, 2014 ..........ccceeeeereeveeeeiereeteereeree e ere et er e enens $893,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 898,000
Committee recommendation 898,000

The Office of the Under Secretary for Research, Education, and
Economics provides direction and coordination in carrying out the
laws enacted by the Congress for food and agricultural research,
education, extension, and economic and statistical information. The
Office has oversight and management responsibilities for the Agri-
cultural Research Service; National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture; Economic Research Service; and National Agricultural Sta-
tistics Service.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $898,000 for the
Office of the Under Secretary for Research, Education, and Eco-
nomics.

Healthy Water Resources.—The Department is encouraged to ex-
plore technology that meets the requirements of the National Or-
ganic Program and that can control weeds and pests while main-
taining healthy water resources.

EcoNoMIC RESEARCH SERVICE

Appropriations, 2014 ........ccceceririerieiieieieeeet e $78,058,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 83,446,000
Committee recommendation 85,373,000

The Economic Research Service [ERS] provides economic and
other social science research and analysis for public and private de-
cisions on agriculture, food, the environment, and rural America.
The information that ERS produces is for use by the general public
and to help the executive and legislative branches develop, admin-
ister, and evaluate agricultural and rural policies and programs.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $85,373,000 for
the Economic Research Service. Included in this amount is
$7,727,000 for payments to the General Services Administration for
rent and for payments to the Department of Homeland Security for
building security activities, which was previously funded through
the Agriculture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Payments ac-
count.
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Organic Data Analysis.—The Committee encourages ERS to con-
tinue all ongoing efforts relating to organic data analysis.

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS SERVICE

Appropriations, 2014 .........ccociiiiiiiiiee e $161,206,000
Budget estimate, 2015 .........ccccveeeeveeennen. 178,999,000
Committee recommendation 178,154,000

The National Agricultural Statistics Service [NASS] administers
the Department’s program of collecting and publishing current na-
tional, State, and county agricultural statistics. These statistics
provide accurate and timely projections of current agricultural pro-
duction and measures of the economic and environmental welfare
of the agricultural sector which are essential for making effective
policy, production, and marketing decisions. NASS also furnishes
statistical services to other USDA and Federal agencies in support
of their missions, and provides consulting, technical assistance, and
training to developing countries.

NASS is also responsible for administration of the Census of Ag-
riculture, which is taken every 5 years and provides comprehensive
data on the agricultural economy including: data on the number of
farms, land use, production expenses, farm product values, value of
land and buildings, farm size and characteristics of farm operators,
market value of agricultural production sold, acreage of major
crops, inventory of livestock and poultry, and farm irrigation prac-
tices.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $178,154,000 for
the National Agricultural Statistics Service. Included in this
amount is $48,044,000 for the Census of Agriculture and
$9,202,000 for payments to the General Services Administration for
rent and for payments to the Department of Homeland Security for
building security activities, which was previously funded through
the Agriculture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Payments ac-
count. The Committee recommendation includes requested funding
for the pollinator health initiative, restoration of the fruit and vege-
table in-season reports, restoration of the chemical use survey, and
does not include the proposed suspension of reports proposed in the
budget.

Chemical Use Data Series.—The Committee believes that the
Chemical Use Data Series provides timely, valuable information on
fertilizer and chemical use data and major field crops and selected
specialty crops. The Committee encourages the National Agricul-
tural Statistics Service to continue funding the collection and anal-
ysis of chemical use data as well as practices such as integrated
pest management. The Committee also provides funding, as re-
quested in the budget, for National Agricultural Statistics Service
to resume collecting Fruit Chemical Use data and Vegetable Chem-
ical Use data in alternating years.
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AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriations, 2014 .........cccccieiiieiiiiiieeie e $1,122,482,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 1,104,403,000
Committee recommendation 1,139,673,000

The Agricultural Research Service [ARS] is responsible for con-
ducting basic, applied, and developmental research through its
major program areas of New Products/Product Quality/Value
Added; Livestock/Crop Production; Food Safety; Livestock/Crop Pro-
tection; Human Nutrition; and Environmental Stewardship. The
research applies to a wide range of goals; commodities; natural re-
sources; fields of science; and geographic, climatic, and environ-
mental conditions.

ARS is also responsible for the Abraham Lincoln National Agri-
cultural Library which provides agricultural information and li-
brary services through traditional library functions and modern
electronic dissemination to agencies of the USDA, public and pri-
vate organizations, and individuals.

As the USDA’s in-house agricultural research unit, ARS has
major responsibilities for conducting and leading the national agri-
cultural research effort. It provides initiative and leadership in five
areas: research on broad regional and national problems, research
to support Federal action and regulatory agencies, expertise to
meet national emergencies, research support for international pro-
grams, and scientific resources to the executive branch and Con-
gress.

The mission of ARS research is to develop and transfer solutions
to agricultural problems of high national priority and provide infor-
mation access and dissemination to ensure high-quality, safe food
and other agricultural products; assess the nutritional needs of
Americans; sustain a competitive agricultural economy; enhance
the natural resource base and the environment; and provide eco-
nomic opportunities for rural citizens, communities, and society as
a whole.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $1,139,673,000
for salaries and expenses of the Agricultural Research Service. In-
cluded in this amount is $4,671,000 for payments to the General
Services Administration for rent and for payments to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security for building security activities, which
was previously funded through the Agriculture Buildings and Fa-
cilities and Rental Payments account. The Committee does not con-
cur with the President’s budget request regarding the termination
of research programs or closure of six research locations. The Com-
mittee expects extramural research to be funded at no less than
the fiscal year 2014 levels.

Aerial Application Research.—The Committee recognizes the im-
portance of ARS Aerial Application Technology Program. The pro-
gram conducts innovative research making aerial applications more
efficient, effective and precise. Research for aerial application
serves the public good as a vital tool for the future, as agriculture
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strives to meet the food, fiber, and bio-energy demands of a grow-
ing population.

Agroforestry.—Agroforestry can provide on-farm financial and en-
vironmental benefits while also addressing the regional and na-
tional-scale issues of clean water, wildlife habitat, and hypoxia.
Agroforesters manage trees with crops, livestock, and pasture to
combine the best of both agriculture and forestry. Recognizing the
importance of agroforestry to farm practices and the environment,
the Committee recommendation includes no less than the fiscal
year 2014 level to develop integrated strategies to manage multi-
functional agricultural landscapes that combine trees with agricul-
tural and horticultural crops, forages and grazing livestock for opti-
mal economic, environmental, and natural resources benefits.

Classical Plant Breeding.—The Committee is aware of the need
to enhance classical plant breeding, and encourages ARS to invest
in research to improve genetic resources and cultivars for the ben-
efit of U.S. producers, seed companies, processors and consumers.
This research should focus on breeding improved germplasm and
varieties with higher yields, improved disease and pest resistance
and resilience to weather extremes. Additionally, methods and tools
should be developed to enable classical breeders to choose better
breeding parents and speed up variety development.

Coffee Berry Borer.—The Committee is aware of the threat that
the coffee berry borer poses to the existence of the coffee industry,
and believes that ARS should focus research into methods to con-
trol and eradicate the pest.

Emerging Cereal Rust Diseases.—The Committee is aware that
emerging cereal rust diseases are a threat to domestic and world
food supplies. Therefore, the Department should continue to dedi-
cate funding to speed efforts to combat cereal rust disease, includ-
ing development of Ug99-resistant wheat varieties.

Forage Production Systems.—The Committee recommendation in-
cludes no less than the fiscal year 2014 level to develop manage-
ment practices that improve the production efficiency of grazing op-
erations in temperate pastures.

Forest Products.—The Committee recognizes the important role
of the forests products sector to the U.S. economy. The need to cre-
ate new and improved value-added products and renewable energy
from our Nation’s wood supply is critical to the sustainability of the
national economy. The Committee recommendation includes
$3,050,000 to support research on wood quality improvement and
improvement in forest products evaluation standards and valuation
techniques. ARS shall conduct this research in consultation with
the Forest Products Laboratory.

Human Nutrition Research.—The Committee remains concerned
about the high rates of obesity in this country, and believes that
research into human nutrition is important to help prevent child-
hood obesity and the medical issues obesity brings. The Committee
recommendation includes no less than the fiscal year 2014 level to
expand research regarding the growth, health promotion, and dis-
ease prevention of the developing child.

Nutrition Research and Aging.—The Committee is aware that re-
search into nutrition can benefit aging Americans by keeping them
active longer, delaying or reducing the effects of chronic illnesses
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and obesity, and reducing healthcare costs for such diseases. The
Committee supports the investment in human nutrition research,
especially as it affects the aging population, and encourages ARS
to continue support for nutrition research and existing centers.

Organic Production Survey.—In 2008, NASS conducted the first
ever comprehensive Organic Production Survey as a follow-on sur-
vey to the 2007 Census of Agriculture. Published in February 2010,
the survey has provided information vital to the organic sector’s
growth. The Committee believes the Organic Production Survey
should be conducted on a regular basis to properly assess the char-
acteristics, trends, and changes in the sector. The Committee pro-
vided $2,250,000 in fiscal year 2014 for this purpose and expects
USDA to conduct the Organic Production Survey as a comprehen-
sive follow-on survey to the 2012 Census of Agriculture.

Plant Science.—The Committee supports infrastructure invest-
ments in support of high priority research in plant science, particu-
larly programs that would develop small grain varieties, such as
wheat and barley, that have improved end use quality, higher dis-
ease and insect resistance, and increased abiotic stress tolerance.

Pollinator Research.—The Committee is aware that pollinators
are responsible for the production of one-third of the Nation’s food
supply, but the number of managed honeybee colonies in the
United States has dropped in half since 1940. Because of the im-
portance of pollinators in the production of the Nation’s food supply
and their impact on the stability of our agricultural economy, the
Committee recommendation includes an increase of $4,000,000 for
pollinator health, as requested in the budget.

Pulse Health Initiative—The Committee continues to recognize
the need to investigate the ability of pulse crops—dry beans, dry
peas, lentils, and chickpeas—to provide solutions to critical health
issues including but not limited to obesity, diabetes, cardiovascular
disease, and cancer; and to increase the consumption of pulse crops
by improving their functionality in baked goods and end use as a
food and food ingredient through the study of milling, extrusion,
extraction, and cooking properties. The Committee also recognizes
the potential to improve the sustainability of agricultural rotations
and reduce green house gas emissions by improving the nitrogen
fixing abilities of pulse crops. The Committee recommends ARS
provide adequate funding to establish the Pulse Health Initiative.

Research Facilities.—The Committee encourages ARS to work co-
operatively with universities to better utilize available state-of-the-
art laboratory space to effectively address important agricultural
research issues. The Committee directs ARS to study ways in
which the Federal labs could be better utilized, in cooperation with
universities, to explore new scientific opportunities that benefit the
Nation’s food and agriculture system, and to submit a report with
recommendations to the Committee by January 30, 2015. The re-
port should include information on the current utilization of ARS
facilities by universities and other cooperators, as well as the ex-
tent in which ARS is housed in cooperator facilities.

Research Priorities and Objectives.—The Committee believes that
ARS university partners play a major role in achieving ARS re-
search priorities and objectives. The Committee further believes
that ARS must ensure limited research dollars are maximized and
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administrative costs are reduced to the fullest extent possible, and
expects ARS to operate within historical administrative cost pa-
rameters.

Sclerotinia.—The Committee is aware of the economic impor-
tance of controlling sclerotinia, which affects sunflowers, soybeans,
canola, edible beans, peas, and lentils and encourages ARS to con-
tinue both core research and cooperative projects of the National
Sclerotinia Initiative.

Shellfish Research.—The Committee directs the Agricultural Re-
search Service to continue to partner with research institutions on
research to improve shellfish survival and growth rates and to clas-
sify and preserve natural genetic variation.

Sustainable Water Use Research.—The Committee recognizes the
ongoing regional groundwater problems in the Lower Mississippi
River Basin. The Committee recommendation includes no less than
the fiscal year 2014 level for ARS to continue research on conserva-
tion practices and the incorporation of technology in farm manage-
ment in order to quantify management impacts on water quality
and quantity.

Technology Transfer and Innovation.—The Committee encour-
ages the Agricultural Research Service to utilize existing Agricul-
tural Technology Innovation Partnerships to establish a pilot pro-
gram to provide regional collaborations, technology transfer and
commercialization, and innovative venture development training.

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE

Section 7511(f)(2) of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of
2008 amends the Department of Agriculture Reorganization Act of
1994 (7 U.S.C. 6971) by establishing an agency to be known as the
National Institute of Food and Agriculture [NIFA]. The Secretary
transferred to the Director of NIFA, effective October 1, 2009, all
authorities administered by the Administrator of the Cooperative
State, Research, Education and Extension Service. The mission is
to work with university partners and customers to advance re-
search, extension, and higher education in the food and agricul-
tural sciences and related environmental and human sciences to
benefit people, communities, and the Nation.

RESEARCH AND EDUCATION ACTIVITIES

Appropriations, 2014 ........ccceeeeiieeeiiieeeiee e e ar e e eree e $772,559,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........ccccceveevveeennnnn. 837,747,000
Committee recommendation 787,545,000

Research and Education programs administered by NIFA are
USDA’s principal entrée to the university system of the United
States for the purpose of conducting agricultural research and edu-
cation programs as authorized by the Hatch Act of 1887, as amend-
ed (7 U.S.C. 361a—361i); the MclIntire-Stennis Cooperative Forestry
Act of 1962, as amended (16 U.S.C. 582a et seq.); the Competitive,
Special, and Facilities Research Grant Act, as amended (7 U.S.C.
450i1); the National Agricultural, Research, Extension, and Teach-
ing Policy Act of 1977, as amended (7 U.S.C. 3101 et seq.); the Eq-
uity in Educational Land-Grant Status Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 301
note); the Agricultural Research, Extension and Education Reform
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Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-185), as amended; the Food, Agri-
culture, Conservation and Trade Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-624);
the Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (Public Law
107-171); and the Food, Conservation and Energy Act of 2008
(Public Law 110-246). Through these authorities, USDA partici-
pates with State and other cooperators to encourage and assist the
State institutions in the conduct of agricultural research and edu-
cation through the State Agricultural Experiment Stations of the
50 States and the territories; by approved Schools of Forestry; the
1890 Land-Grant Institutions and Tuskegee University and West
Virginia State University; 1994 Land-Grant Institutions; by Col-
leges of Veterinary Medicine; and other eligible institutions. The
appropriated funds provide Federal support for research and edu-
cation programs at these institutions.

The research and education programs participate in a nationwide
system of agricultural research program planning and coordination
among the State institutions, U.S. Department of Agriculture, and
the agricultural industry of America.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $787,545,000 for
research and education activities of the National Institute of Food
and Agriculture. Included in this amount is $5,960,000 for pay-
ments to the General Services Administration for rent and for pay-
ments to the Department of Homeland Security for building secu-
rity activities, which was previously funded through the Agri-
culture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Payments account.

The following table summarizes the Committee’s recommenda-
tions for research and education activities:

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE—RESEARCH AND EDUCATION ACTIVITIES

[Dollars in thousands]

Program/Activity Authorization ommitiee
Hatch Act 7 US.C. 36la-i $243,701
McIntire-Stennis Cooperative Forestry Act ...... 16 U.S.C. 582a through a-7 33,961
Research at 1890 Institutions (Evans-Allen Prog| 7 US.C. 3222 52,485
Payments to the 1994 Institutions 534(a)(1) of Public Law 103-382 .. 3,439
Education Grants for 1890 Institutions 7 US.C. 3152(b) ... 19,336
Education Grants for Hispanic-Serving Institutions ... 7US.C. 3241 ... 9,219
Education Grants for Alaska Native and Native Hawaiian-Serving | 7 U.S.C. 3156 ... 3,194
Institutions.
Research Grants for 1994 Institutions 7 US.C. 301 note . 1,801
Capacity Building for Non Land-Grant Colleges of Agriculture ......... 7US.C. 3319i ....... 4,500
Resident Instruction and Distance Education Grants for Insular | 7 U.S.C. 3222b-2, 3362, and 3363 1,800
Areas.
Agriculture and Food Research Initiative 7 U.S.C. 450i(b) 325,000
Veterinary Medicine Loan Repayment 7US.C. 3151a .. 4,790
Continuing Animal Health and Disease Research Program ............... 7US.C. 319 ... 4,000
Supplemental and Alternative Crops 7US.C. 3319d .. 825
Critical Agricultural Materials Act 7 US.C. 178 et seq 1,081
Multicultural Scholars, Graduate Fellowship and Institutions Chal- | 7 U.S.C. 3152(b) ... 9,000
lenge Grants.
Secondary and 2-year Post-Secondary Education ..........cccccooveniunnes 7 U.S.C. 3152()) ... 900
Aquaculture Centers 7 US.C. 3322 4,000
Sustainable Agriculture Research and Education ........cc.ccccoevveiennne. 7 US.C. 5811, 5812, 5831, and 22,667
5832.
Farm Business Management 7 US.C. 5925 oo 1,450
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE—RESEARCH AND EDUCATION ACTIVITIES—

Continued
[Dollars in thousands]
P . - Committee
rogram/Activity Authorization recommendation
Sun Grant Program TUS.C. 8114 s 2,500
Improved Pest Control:
Minor Crop Pest M t (IR-4) 7 US.C. 450i(C) ovvevrereerreerecererenne 11,913
Alfalfa Forage and Research Program ..........ccommiverinenns 7 US.C. 5925 oo 1,350
Special Research Grants: 7 U.S.C. 450i(c).
Global Change/UV Monitoring 1,405
Potato Research 1,350
Aquaculture Research 1,350
Total, Special Research Grants 4,105
Necessary Expenses of Research and Education Activities:
Grants Management System 7,830
Federal Administration—Other Necessary Expenses for Re- 12,698
search and Education Activities.
Total, Necessary Expenses 20,528
Total, Research and Education Activities 787,545

Agriculture and Food Research Initiative—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes $325,000,000 for the Agriculture and Food
Research Initiative [AFRI].

Section 7406 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008
specifies priority areas within the Agriculture and Food Research
Initiative [AFRI], including an emphasis on conventional (classical)
plant and animal breeding. The Committee strongly concurs with
the intent of this section, and requests a report from the agency as
to its plans for implementing this important conventional/classical
plant and animal breeding requirement. The Committee also en-
courages the agency to specifically focus on the development of pub-
lic cultivars and breeds as part of the general classical breeding re-
search program.

Agricultural Research Enhancement Awards.—The Committee
remains determined to see that quality research and enhanced
human resources development in the agricultural and related
sciences be a nationwide commitment. Therefore, the Committee
directs that not less than 15 percent of the competitive research
grant funds be used for USDA’s agricultural research enhancement
awards program, including USDA-EPSCoR. The Committee recog-
nizes that funding for EPSCoR has increased as a result of the
growth in AFRI funding over the past several years.

Agricultural Research Priorities.—The Committee recognizes that
there are many research priorities that competitive funding may be
used to address, including addressing challenges related to the
commercialization of biological conversion of biomass to fish and
animal feed; improving the digestibility, nutritional value, and effi-
ciency of the use of corn, soybean meal, cereal grains and grain by-
products for the poultry and food animal production industries; ad-
dressing pollinator health and colony collapse disorder research;
and, controlling the Macadamia Felted Coccid. The Committee en-
courages NIFA to support research into these priorities.
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Alfalfa and Forage Research.—The Committee notes that re-
search into alfalfa seed and alfalfa forage systems holds the poten-
tial to increase yields, increase milk production, and improve genet-
ics. The Committee recommendation includes $1,350,000 to support
research into the improvement of yields, water conservation, cre-
ation of new uses, and the development of new storage and harvest
systems.

Aquaculture Disease Research.—The Committee encourages
USDA to support aquaculture disease and vaccine research, includ-
ing research on coldwater aquaculture vaccines. There is currently
no national facility for pathogen testing. Research into finfish vac-
cines and pathogens has the potential to accelerate the growth of
sustainable U.S. aquaculture, reduce the trade deficit attributable
to imported seafood, and reduce the pressure on overfished species.

Aquaculture Research.—The Committee recognizes the impor-
tance of the domestic aquaculture industry to the U.S. economy.
The Committee recommendation includes $1,350,000 for aqua-
culture research to address issues related to genetics, disease, sys-
tems, and economics.

Cereal Crop Research.—Research on cereal crops has historically
been conducted by USDA and public universities, and the Com-
mittee recognizes the importance of continuing investment in ce-
real crop research. The Committee strongly encourages USDA to
provide funding for cereal crop research in the areas of genetic and
genomic research, plant pest research, and improved production
systems.

Cranberry and Blueberry Research.—The Committee encourages
the NIFA to continue working with research institutions to develop
resilient cranberry and blueberry breeds and establish effective and
environmentally sound pest management technologies.

Food and Agriculture Service Learning Program.—The Com-
mittee recognizes the importance of programs that will teach stu-
dents about basic nutrition while providing them with a variety of
experiences and learning opportunities through working in school
gardens. The Committee encourages NIFA to work with FNS and
build on the efforts of the farm to school programs and the Com-
mittee supports expanded national service opportunities.

Herbicide Resistance.—Herbicide resistant weeds are a major
threat to food, feed, and fiber production in the United States and
the problem is expected to continue to increase in size and scope.
Current funding for research and extension is woefully inadequate.
The Committee is concerned that the lack of research based infor-
mation significantly delays developing effective management strat-
egies to address the herbicide resistance problem. The Committee
encourages NIFA, in conjunction with ARS and land-grant institu-
tions, to conduct research that will more comprehensively address
herbicide resistance. Research may include: identification of herbi-
cide resistant weed populations or those most likely to develop re-
sistance, characterization of mechanisms of resistance, and devel-
opment of innovative weed management strategies to overcome cur-
rent resistance problems and delay or prevent future ones. In addi-
tion, effective and widespread dissemination of results to farmers,
foresters, and rights of way land managers through extension and
outreach will be critical to the success of this endeavor.
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Lowbush Blueberries.—The Committee directs NIFA to work
with research institutions to develop and refine predictive models
and monitoring technologies for native and invasive pests for incor-
poration into integrated pest management programs for naturally
seeded, native berry crops to increase the margin of food safety and
product quality.

Nanotechnology in Plants for Drought Resistance.—The Com-
mittee believes that research in developing drought resistance
crops is an essential safeguard against wide-spread droughts do-
mestically and internationally. The Committee encourages the De-
partment to partner with organizations and academic institutions,
particularly using nanotechnology, to develop research options and
studies that will help foster drought resistance discoveries.

Regional Research Priorities.—The Committee encourages NIFA
to consider providing funding within AFRI to assist with State and
regional research priorities, with USDA oversight and review.

Seafood.—The Committee encourages USDA, in partnership with
universities with established domestic shrimp farming programs, to
support the development of a domestic industry that will help en-
sure the safety and quality of the Nation’s seafood supply, promote
environmentally sustainable aquaculture, create new opportunities
for U.S. agriculture, and forge new markets for U.S. grain and oil-
seed products and technology services.

Specialty Crop Research Initiative—The Committee emphasizes
the important role of the Specialty Crop Research Initiative in ad-
dressing the critical needs of the specialty crop industry through
research and extension activities, and encourages NIFA to
prioritize proposals for and enhance its overall commitment to
identifying and addressing threats to pollinators from pests and
diseases.

Sustainable Agriculture Research and Education.—As proposed
in the budget request, the Committee recommendation includes the
consolidation of research, education and extension activities in the
Sustainable Agriculture Research and Education [SARE] program.
All three activities authorized in Subtitle B of the Food, Agri-
culture, Conservation and Trade Act of 1990 are vital to the suc-
cess of the SARE program, and the Committee directs the Depart-
ment to ensure that each activity remain intact in the future.

Zoonotic Disease Research.—Federal and State animal health of-
ficials have made eradicating livestock diseases with significant
wildlife reservoirs a national animal health priority. This need is
reflected in the Agricultural Act of 2014 which made the research
and development of surveillance methods, vaccines, vaccination de-
livery systems or diagnostic tests a priority research area under
the Competitive, Special, and Facilities Research Grant Act par-
ticularly for bovine brucellosis and bovine tuberculosis. The Com-
mittee recognizes the need for this research and encourages the
agency to make competitive grants available to study improved
management tools for zoonotic livestock diseases with significant
wildlife reservoirs.
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HISPANIC-SERVING AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES
ENDOWMENT FUND

AppPropriations, 2014 ..ottt e eesateebeesatesbeenaaeens
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ $10,000,000
Committee recommendation 10,000,000

Section 7129 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008,
provides for the establishment of an endowment fund for the His-
panic-Serving Agricultural Colleges and Universities [HSACU]. The
Hispanic/Latino community is the fastest-growing sector of the
American population. This investment in the Hispanic-Serving Ag-
ricultural Colleges and Universities is needed to ensure institutions
can effectively compete for NIFA competitive grants.

On the termination of each fiscal year, the Secretary shall with-
draw the income from the endowment fund for the fiscal year, and
after making adjustments for the cost of administering the endow-
ment fund, shall distribute the adjusted income as follows: 60 per-
cent of the adjusted income shall be distributed among the His-
panic-Serving Agricultural Colleges and Universities on a pro rata
basis based on the Hispanic enrollment count of each institution;
and 40 percent shall be distributed in equal shares to the Hispanic-
Serving Agricultural Colleges and Universities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $10,000,000 for
the Hispanic-Serving Agricultural Colleges and Universities En-
dowment Fund.

NATIVE AMERICAN INSTITUTIONS ENDOWMENT FUND

Appropriations, 2014 ... $11,880,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........ 11,880,000
Committee recommendation ...........cccceeeeuveeeiieeeeiieeeiieeeecreeeeiaee e 11,880,000

The Native American Institutions Endowment Fund authorized
by Public Law 103-382, the Equity in Educational Land-Grant Sta-
tus Act, provides an endowment for the 1994 land-grant institu-
tions (34 tribally controlled colleges). This program will enhance
educational opportunity for Native Americans by building edu-
cational capacity at these institutions in the areas of student re-
cruitment and retention, curricula development, faculty prepara-
tion, instruction delivery systems, and scientific instrumentation
for teaching. Income funds are also available for facility renovation,
repair, construction, and maintenance. On the termination of each
fiscal year, the Secretary shall withdraw the income from the en-
dowment fund for the fiscal year, and after making adjustments for
the cost of administering the endowment fund, distribute the ad-
justed income as follows: 60 percent of the adjusted income from
these funds shall be distributed among the 1994 land-grant institu-
tions on a pro rata basis, the proportionate share being based on
the Indian student count; and 40 percent of the adjusted income
shall be distributed in equal shares to the 1994 land-grant institu-
tions.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $11,880,000 for
the Native American Institutions Endowment Fund.

EXTENSION ACTIVITIES

Appropriations, 2014 .........cccceeieieinieieieieieiee e $469,191,000
Budget estimate, 2015 .......cccoeviiiiiiiiieieeieeeee e 468,968,000
Committee recommendation ...........cccceeeeveeeiieeeeiiieeeeieeeecreeeeeieee e 472,686,000

Cooperative extension work was established by the Smith-Lever
Act of May 8, 1914, as amended. The Department of Agriculture is
authorized to provide, through the land-grant colleges, cooperative
extension work that consists of the development of practical appli-
cations of research knowledge and the giving of instruction and
practical demonstrations of existing or improved practices or tech-
nologies in agriculture and related subjects, and to encourage the
application of such information by demonstrations, publications,
through 4-H clubs, and other means to persons not in attendance
or resident at the colleges.

To fulfill the requirements of the Smith-Lever Act, State and
county extension offices in each State, the District of Columbia,
Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, Guam, American Samoa, the
Northern Marianas, and Micronesia conduct educational programs
to improve American agriculture and strengthen the Nation’s fami-
lies and communities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $472,686,000 for
extension activities of the National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture.

The following table summarizes the Committee’s recommenda-
tions for extension activities:

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE—EXTENSION ACTIVITIES

[Dollars in thousands]

Program/Activity Authorization recg%%n;rl]%g%ion
Smith-Lever Act, Section 3(b) and (c) and Cooperative Extension ... | 7 U.S.C. 343(b) and (c) and 208(c) $300,000
of Public Law 93-471.
Extension Services at 1890 Institutions .... 7 US.C. 3221 43,920
Extension Services at 1994 Institutions ... 7 U.S.C. 343(b)3) . 4,446
Facility Improvements at 1890 Institutions ... 7 US.C. 3222b ...... 19,730
Renewable Resources Extension Act. 16 U.S.C. 1671 et seq. 4,060
Rural Health and Safety Education Programs 7 U.S.C. 2662(i) 1,500
Food and Animal Residue Avoidance Database Program ... 7 US.C. 7642 1,250
Women and Minorities in STEM Fields 7 US.C. 5925 ... 400
Food Safety Outreach Program 7US.C. 7625 ... 2,500
Smith-LeverAct, Section 3(d):
Food and Nutrition Education 7 U.S.C. 343(d) 67,934
Farm Safety and Youth Farm Safety Education Programs ....... 7 US.C. 343(d) . 4,610
New Technologies for Agricultural Extension ..........cccccccoovveunne 7 US.C. 343(d) 1,550
Children, Youth, and Families at Risk 7 U.S.C. 343(d) 8,395
Federally Recognized Tribes Extension Program ..... 7 US.C. 343(d) 3,039
Total, Section 3(d) 85,528
Necessary Expenses of Research and Education Activities:
Agriculture in the K—12 Classroom 552
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE—EXTENSION ACTIVITIES—Continued

[Dollars in thousands]

Program/Activity Authorization ommitiee

Federal Administration—Other Necessary Expenses for Re- 8,800
search and Education Activities.

Total, Necessary Expenses 9,352

Total, Extension Activities 472,686

INTEGRATED ACTIVITIES

Appropriations, 2014 ........ccccoeirieerieieieiereieree e $35,317,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........... . 28,821,000
Committee recommendation 32,217,000

Section 406, as amended, of the Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Education Reform Act of 1998 authorizes an integrated
research, education, and extension competitive grants program.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $32,217,000 for
integrated activities of the National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture.

The following table summarizes the Committee’s recommenda-
tions for integrated activities:

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE—INTEGRATED ACTIVITIES

[Dollars in thousands]

Program/Activity Authorization recg%%n;ri%g%ion

Water Quality Program 7 US.C. 7626 $4.500
Methyl Bromide Transition Program 7 US.C. 7626 1,996
Organic Transition Program 7 US.C. 7626 ... 4,000
Regional Rural Development Centers 7 U.S.C. 450i(c) .. 998
Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative ! 7 US.C. 3351 3,580
Crop Protection/Pest Management 7 US.C. 7626, 7 U.S.C. 450i(c), 17,143

and 7 U.S.C. 343(d).
Total, Integrated Activities 32,217

IFunding for the National Animal Health Laboratory Network within this line item is transferred to APHIS.

Potato Research.—To minimize the application of pesticides and
to maximize the yield and quality of harvested potatoes, the Com-
mittee directs the Secretary to support pest management programs
in potato growing States. Such programs help scientists track po-
tential pest outbreaks and provide growers and industry profes-
sionals with current information on specific and timely treatments.
Additionally, the programs help identify serious diseases, such as
late blight disease, in their early stages, allowing for preventive
measure to be put into place quickly to avoid crop losses.
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OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR MARKETING AND
REGULATORY PROGRAMS

Appropriations, 2014 ..........cceeeeerevrevveeerietiereereee e ere et ereenens $893,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 898,000
Committee recommendation 898,000

The Office of the Under Secretary for Marketing and Regulatory
Programs provides direction and coordination in carrying out laws
with respect to the Department’s marketing, grading, and stand-
ardization activities related to grain; competitive marketing prac-
tices of livestock, marketing orders, and various programs; veteri-
nary services; and plant protection and quarantine. The Office has
oversight and management responsibilities for the Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service; Agricultural Marketing Service;
and Grain Inspection, Packers and Stockyards Administration.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $898,000 for the
Office of the Under Secretary for Marketing and Regulatory Pro-
grams.

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriations, 2014 ........ccccoviiiiirinieneeeeeee e $821,721,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 834,341,000
Committee recommendation 872,414,000

The Secretary of Agriculture established the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service [APHIS] on April 2, 1972, under the au-
thority of reorganization plan No. 2 of 1953, and other authorities.
The major objectives of APHIS are to protect the animal and plant
resources of the Nation from diseases and pests. These objectives
are carried out under the major areas of activity, as follows:

Safeguarding and Emergency Preparedness/Response.—The
agency monitors plant and animal health worldwide, and sets im-
port polices to prevent the introduction of foreign plant and animal
pests and diseases. Domestically, the agency works cooperatively to
conduct plant and animal health monitoring programs, pursue
eradication, or limit the spread of the threat. The agency also con-
ducts diagnostic laboratory activities that support disease preven-
tion, detection, control, and eradication programs. In addition, the
agency protects agriculture from detrimental animal predators, and
through its regulatory structure helps advance genetic research
while protecting against the release of harmful organisms.

Safe Trade and International Technical Assistance.—The agency
helps resolve technical trade issues to ensure the smooth and safe
movement of agricultural commodities into and out of the United
States. The agency negotiates animal and plant health certification
requirements and assists U.S. exporters meet foreign regulatory
demands. In addition, the agency assists developing countries in
improving their safeguarding systems, to protect the United States
from emerging plant and animal pests and diseases.

Animal Care.—The agency conducts regulatory activities that en-
sure the humane care and treatment of animals and horses as the
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Animal Welfare and Horse Protection Acts require. These activities
include inspection of certain establishments that handle animals
intended for research, exhibition, and as pets, and monitoring cer-
tain horse shows.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $872,414,000 for
salaries and expenses of the Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service. Included in this amount is $42,567,000 for payments to the
General Services Administration for rent and for payments to the
Department of Homeland Security for building security activities,
which was previously funded through the Agriculture Buildings
and Facilities and Rental Payments account.

The following table reflects the Committee’s specific rec-
ommendations for the Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service:

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year 2014 Fiscal year 2015 Committee
enacted budget request recommendation
Safeguarding and International Technical Assistance:

Animal Health Technical SErVICeS ........oooovoevveremreeeiereeeeesiienns 35,339 37,889 35,401
Aquatic Animal Health 2,253 2,253 2,274
Avian Health 52,340 50,223 52,529
Cattle Health 92,500 92,500 93,032
Equine, Cervid and Small Ruminant Health .........ccccccovvvereenne. 19,500 19,500 19,617
National Veterinary Stockpile 3,722 3,722 3,723
Swine Health 22,250 22,250 24,353
Veterinary Biologics 16,417 16,417 16,523
Veterinary Diagnostics 31,540 31,540 25,025
National Animal Health Laboratory Network ! 10,000
Zoonotic Disease Management 9,523 9,523 9,567
Subtotal, Animal Health 285,384 285,817 292,044
Agricultural Quarantine Inspection (Appropriated) ............cc..... 26,900 26,900 27,234
Cotton Pests 12,720 9,055 11,575
Field Crop & Rangeland Ecosystems Pests ..o 8,826 8,826 8,883
Pest Detection 27,446 27,446 21,587
Plant Protection Methods Development .........c..cooovveirevineeirneinns 24,549 20,549 20,686
Specialty Crop Pests 151,500 137,393 152,667
Tree & Wood Pests 54,000 45,392 54,304
Subtotal, Plant Health 305,941 275,561 302,936
Wildlife Damage Manag t 87,428 87,428 90,027
Wildlife Services Methods Development ..........cccooevvecvvenereeinnnes 18,856 18,856 19,014
Subtotal, Wildlife Services 106,284 106,284 109,041
Animal & Plant Health Regulatory Enforcement .. 16,224 16,224 16,362
Biotechnology Regulatory Services 18,135 18,135 19,223
Subtotal, Regulatory Services 34,359 34,359 35,585
Contingency Fund 470 470 485
Emergency Preparedness & RESPONSE .......coccvveeeeenerrcivneiinnes 16,966 16,966 17,055
Subtotal, Emergency Management ..........c.ccooooveirererneenneinns 17,436 17,436 17,540
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ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year 2014 Fiscal year 2015 Committee
enacted budget request recommendation

Subtotal, Safeguarding and Emergency Preparedness/Re-

sponse 749,404 719,457 757,146
Safe Trade and International Technical Assistance:
Agriculture Import/Export 14,099 14,099 14,189
Overseas Technical & Trade Operations ........ccccooeoveverreiernnns 20,114 20,114 20,188
Subtotal, Safe Trade 34,213 34,213 34,377
Animal Welfare:
Animal Welfare 28,010 28,010 28,222
Horse Protection 697 697 705
Subtotal, Animal Welfare 28,707 28,707 28,927
Agency Management:
APHIS Information Technology Infrastructure ...........ccccoevvernnnne. 4251 4251 4251
Physical/Operational Security 5,146 5,146 5,146
GSA rent and DHS security payments 42,567 42,567
Subtotal, Agency Management 9,397 51,964 51,964
Total, Direct Appropriation 821,721 834,341 872,414

1This incorporates funding previously provided separately to NIFA and APHIS.

Agricultural Quarantine Inspection.—The Committee recognizes
that prevention of infestations of pests and diseases is much more
cost effective than subsequent control or eradication. This is an im-

ortant Federal responsibility and the Committee provides
527 ,234,000 for the agricultural quarantine inspections (AQI) func-
tion, including pre-departure and interline inspections.

In April 2014, the Department proposed new user fee regulations
and overtime reimbursements for certain AQI services provided at
U.S. ports. The current fee structure has been in place since fiscal
year 2010 and does not fully reflect the cost of providing AQI serv-
ices. The Committee supports the Department’s intent to update
user fees to comply with the requirements set forth in the Food,
Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990. Furthermore,
the Committee notes that imported fruits and vegetables comprise
a growing percentage of the produce available to consumers. Timely
inspection at U.S. Ports is critical given the highly perishable na-
ture of these commodities. Upon implementation of the new fee
structure, the Committee encourages the Department to work
closely with U.S. Customs and Border Protection to ensure that re-
sources are made available to facilitate the timely processing of
fruits and vegetable shipments.

Animal  Disease  Traceability—The Committee provides
$13,000,000 to continue support for implementation of the new ani-
mal disease traceability system.

APHIS Cargo Release.—The Committee recommends that APHIS
continue to work with the Department of Homeland Security’s Cus-
toms and Border Protection [CBP] in order to facilitate the release
of cargo at commercial import facilities by ensuring that CBP offi-
cials earn Cargo Release Authority certification for those species
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and groups of organisms listed in the Cargo Release Authority
Plan. Such coordination will allow CBP officials to release cargo au-
thorized by the Cargo Release Authority Plan while allowing
APHIS entomologists, plant pathologists, and botanists to make re-
lease decisions upon discovery of those reportable organisms that
may pose a threat to the Nation’s agricultural security. APHIS is
directed to report to the Committee regarding ongoing interagency
coordination efforts, as well as specific steps planned for the fiscal
year to improve release decisionmaking processes for import agri-
culture cargo.

Asian Long-Horned Beetle.—The Committee recognizes that the
forest products industry and family forest owners are under great
threat from a variety of invasive forest pests. It is essential that
APHIS carry out a comprehensive program to counter the spread
of invasive species and completely eradicate the Asian long-horned
beetle, which was detected in a new location in Long Island, New
York, in 2013. The Secretary is directed to report to the Committee
on Appropriations regarding the steps being taken to eradicate
Asian long-horned beetles in northeast forests.

Chronic Wasting Disease.—The national deer farming industry is
adapting to a 2012 interim final rule that established a national,
voluntary herd certification program [HCP] that provides uniform
herd certification standards and will support the domestic and
international marketability of U.S. cervid herds. The Committee
believes the industry requires funding support to ensure that the
newly implemented chronic wasting disease HCP is successful.
Therefore, APHIS should spend no less than $3,000,000 for cervid
health activities. Within the funds provided, APHIS should give
consideration to indemnity payments if warranted.

Committee Directives.—In complying with the Committee’s direc-
tives, the Committee expects APHIS not to redirect support for pro-
grams and activities without prior notification to and approval by
the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations in accordance
with the reprogramming procedures specified in the act. Unless
otherwise directed, the Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service
shall implement appropriations by programs, projects, and activi-
ties as specified by the Appropriations Committees of both Houses
of Congress. Unspecified reductions necessary to carry out the pro-
visions of this act are to be implemented in accordance with the
definitions contained in the program, project, and activity section
of this report.

Eradication of Invasive Pests.—The Committee expects APHIS,
through its Tree and Wood Pests, Specialty Crop Pests, Animal
Health, and Wildlife Services programs to continue to work to sup-
port solutions to control and eradicate destructive invasive species
affecting U.S. agriculture and the environment.

Honey Bee Pests.—The Committee remains concerned with de-
clining bee populations and the tragic implications for pollination
of U.S. agriculture. The Committee directs the agency to continue
priority work with other Federal and State agencies and the public
to manage, suppress, and eradicate varroa mites, small hive bee-
tles, and other pests and diseases contributing to colony collapse
disorder.
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Invasive Annual Grasses.—The Secretary is encouraged to con-
sider targeted herbicide treatments of invasive annual grasses and
restoration efforts to compliment juniper control efforts on greater
sage-grouse habitat on private rangelands.

National Animal Health Laboratory Network [NAHLN].—Fund-
ing for the NAHLN shall be administered through APHIS in con-
sultation with the NAHLN Coordinating Council. NAHLN funding
was previously administered through the Veterinary Diagnostics
program.

PED Virus.—Since the first positive test case in April 2013,
farms in 30 States have tested positive for the porcine epidemic di-
arrhea [PED] virus and millions of small pigs have died as a result.
The Committee provides additional funding for the Swine Health
program in support of increased biosecurity and herd management
efforts and encourages the Department to continue development of
a coordinated response strategy with industry stakeholders. The
Committee also encourages the Secretary to utilize contingency
funding from the Commodity Credit Corporation for surveillance of
the PED virus.

Peer-Reviewed Accreditation.—The Committee recognizes the di-
versity of individuals and establishments regulated under APHIS’
animal welfare programs and the commensurate diversity of viola-
tions of the animal protection statutes which APHIS is charged
with enforcing. The Committee expects APHIS to continue to
prioritize its inspection resources and frequency of inspections to
better address higher risk individuals and institutions. The Com-
mittee also encourages APHIS to recognize the merits of zoos and
aquariums receiving peer-reviewed accreditation from a commis-
sioned organization that heeds rigorous publicly available stand-
ards, utilizes notable experts in the field to conduct comprehensive
inspection and review, and provides opportunity for public input.
The Committee encourages APHIS to continue its collaborations
with these peer-reviewed accredited zoos and aquariums on critical
initiatives such as: foreign animal disease surveillance; all-hazards
preparedness and response; and animal welfare symposia.

Sudden Oak Death Syndrome.—The Committee remains inter-
ested in efforts to manage P. ramorum while minimizing regulatory
burden on nurseries and at the same time preventing disruption to
the interstate movement of plant materials and commercial trade.
The Committee expects APHIS to use an appropriate portion of the
funding for specialty crop pests to expeditiously implement the re-
vised Federal order governing the de-regulation of lower risk nurs-
eries and the shipment of plant materials from quarantined and
regulated counties and also minimize the number of nurseries re-
quired to pre-notify officials in States receiving shipments of high-
er-risk nursery stock. The Committee further expects APHIS to
continue efforts to partner with the regulated states and the nurs-
ery industry to develop and implement Best Management Practices
[BMPs] for mitigating P. ramorum during the effective period of
the order.

Wildlife Damage Management.—APHIS is responsible for pro-
viding Federal leadership in managing problems caused by wildlife.
The Committee provides $90,027,000 for wildlife damage control to
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maintain priority initiatives, including preventing the transport of
invasive snakes and other harmful species.

The Committee maintains support for assistance to aquaculture
producers to help mitigate wildlife depredation, particularly as it
pertains to fish-eating birds. The Committee encourages USDA to
continue providing tools and resources to cooperators and assisting
aqll)llaculture producers in the removal of cormorant roosts if appli-
cable.

The Committee is concerned with the persistent rabies threat to
humans, livestock, and domesticated animals. Approximately 6,000
to 8,000 rabid animals are reported to the Centers for Disease Con-
trol and Prevention annually, with more than 90 percent of cases
occurring in wildlife. Oral rabies vaccinations have helped establish
barriers to isolate impacted areas, increase rabies immunity in
wildlife, and prevent spreading to new areas of the United States.
The Committee provides $26,000,000 for the National Rabies Man-
agement Program to fortify existing barriers and advance preven-
tion and eradication efforts.

Wildlife Services Education and Training.—The Committee is
aware of the wide range of hazardous procedures and materials uti-
lized by APHIS personnel in the conduct of daily duties. In addi-
tion, a recent comprehensive study noted the critical need to pro-
vide standardized safety training, certification, and database man-
agement for tracking, to ensure the safest working environment
possible. As such, the Committee directs APHIS to deliver a train-
ing program focused on those areas of greatest concern such as py-
rotechnics, firearms, hazardous materials, immobilization and eu-
thanasia drugs, pesticides, animal care and handling, land vehicles,
watercraft, and zoonotic diseases.

Wildlife Services Methods Development.—The Committee appre-
ciates the important work done by the National Wildlife Research
Center and its affiliated field locations to resolve problems caused
by the interaction of wild animals and society. The Committee pro-
vides $19,014,000 to ensure continued development of technical
and scientific information on wildlife damage management.

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES

Appropriations, 2014 $3,175,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........ 3,175,000
Committee recommendation ...........ccccceeeveeeeieeeeiiieeeeieeeecreeeeieee e 3,175,000

The APHIS appropriation for “Buildings and Facilities” funds
major nonrecurring construction projects in support of specific pro-
gram activities and recurring construction, alterations, preventive
maintenance, and repairs of existing APHIS facilities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommendation includes an appropriation of
$3,175,000 for buildings and facilities of the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service. This funding is necessary to allow
APHIS to maintain existing facilities, and perform critically needed
repairs to and replacements of building components, such as heat-
ing, ventilation and air-conditioning on a prioritized basis at
APHIS facilities. The Committee notes that due to the environ-
mentally sensitive nature of many APHIS facilities, closure of a fa-
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cility could result if APHIS is unable to complete the required re-
pairs.

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE
MARKETING SERVICES

Appropriations, 2014 .........ccociiiiiiiee e $79,914,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........ccoeceeviiiienne. 82,963,000
Committee recommendation 81,634,000

The Agricultural Marketing Service [AMS] was established by
the Secretary of Agriculture on April 2, 1972. AMS carries out pro-
grams authorized by more than 50 different statutory authorities,
the primary ones being the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7
U.S.C. 1621-1627, 1635-1638); the U.S. Cotton Standards Act (7
U.S.C. 51-65); the Cotton Statistics and Estimates Act (7 U.S.C.
471-476); the Tobacco Inspection Act (7 U.S.C. 511-511q); the Per-
ishable Agricultural Commodities Act (7 U.S.C. 499a—499t); the
Egg Products Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 1031-1056); and section 32
of the Act of 1935 (Public Law 74-320, 7 U.S.C. 612¢).

Programs administered by this agency include the market news
services, standardization, grading, classing, shell egg surveillance
services, transportation services, wholesale farmers and alternative
market development, grant payments to States for marketing ac-
tivities, the Federal administration of marketing agreements and
orders, commodity purchases, Perishable Agricultural Commodities
Act, the Plant Variety Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 2321 et seq.), and
market protection and promotion activities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $81,634,000 for
Marketing Services of the Agricultural Marketing Service. Included
in this amount is $1,277,000 for payments to the General Services
Administration for rent and for payments to the Department of
Homeland Security for building security activities, which was pre-
viously funded through the Agriculture Buildings and Facilities
and Rental Payments account.

Organic Data Collection.—The Committee encourages the De-
partment to collect price data on organic commodities and other
data relevant to the marketing of organic agricultural products.

LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

Limitation, 2014 ......ccccovieieniieierieetee ettt es $60,435,000
Budget limitation, 201 . 60,709,000
Committee recommendation . 60,709,000

The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981 (Public Law 97—
35) initiated a system of user fees for the cost of grading and
classing cotton, and tobacco. These activities, authorized under the
U.S. Cotton Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 51 et seq.), the Tobacco In-
spection Act (7 U.S.C. 511 et seq.), and other provisions of law are
designed to facilitate commerce and protect participants in the in-
dustry.
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends a limitation of $60,709,000 on ad-
ministrative expenses of the Agricultural Marketing Service.

FUNDS FOR STRENGTHENING MARKETS, INCOME, AND SUPPLY

(SECTION 32)

Appropriations, 2014 $20,056,000
Budget estimate, 2015 .......ccccooiiiiiiiiiee e 20,317,000
Committee recommendation ..........cccceeeevrveeeiiveeeeiieeeenineeeeereeeeenreeeenees 20,317,000

Under section 32 of the Act of August 24, 1935, (7 U.S.C. 612¢),
an amount equal to 30 percent of customs receipts collected during
each preceding calendar year and unused balances are available for
encouraging the domestic consumption and exportation of agricul-
tural commodities. An amount equal to 30 percent of receipts col-
lected on fishery products is transferred to the Department of Com-
merce. Additional transfers to the child nutrition programs of the
Food and Nutrition Service have been provided in recent appropria-

tions Acts.

The following table reflects the status of this fund for fiscal years

2014-2015:
ESTIMATED TOTAL FUNDS AVAILABLE AND BALANCE CARRIED FORWARD—FISCAL YEARS 2014—
2015
Fiscal year 2014 Fiscal year 2015 Fiscal year 2015
enacted budget estimate

Appropriation (30 percent of Customs Receipts) .......c.cccvevurernnee. $9,211,182,712 $9,714,922,892 $9,714,922,892

Less Transfers:

Food and Nutrition Service —8,011,568,806 | —8,299,922,892 | —8,299,922,892
Commerce Department —130,144,436 — 131,000,000 — 131,000,000
Total, Transfers —8,141,713,242 | —8,430,922,892 | —8,430,922,892

Prior Year Appropriation Available, Start of Year .........cccccooveenne. 313,530,530 119,000,000 119,000,000

Prior Year Collections and Recoveries

Unavailable for Obligations (recoveries and offsetting collec-

tions)

Transfer of Prior Year Funds to FNS (F&V) ..coovvevrrienriiicis — 117,000,000 — 119,000,000 — 119,000,000
Budget Authority, Farm Bill 1,266,000,000 1,284,000,000 1,284,000,000
Rescission of Current Year Funds .........ccoovveveveevecverernnnnn. — 189,000,000 —203,000,000 —121,000,000
Appropriations Temporarily Reduced—Sequestration! ........ —79,703,000 | .ooovverrieieiis — 81,906,000
Unavailable for Obligations (Fruit and Veg transfer to

FNS) — 119,000,000 — 122,000,000 — 122,000,000
Budget Authority, Appropriations Act ..........ccccceevvunee. 878,297,000 959,000,000 959,000,000
Less Obligations:
Child Nutrition Programs (Entitlement Commodities) .......... 465,000,000 465,000,000 465,000,000
State Option Contract 5,000,000 5,000,000 5,000,000
Removal of Defective Commodities .......ccoooevvverrvereciernne 2,500,000 2,500,000 2,500,000
Emergency Surplus Removal 196,900,000
Small Business Support 500,000 500,000
Disaster Relief 5,000,000 5,000,000 5,000,000
Additional Fruits, Vegetables, and Nuts Purchases .... 29,100,000 206,000,000 206,000,000
Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Program 41,000,000 40,000,000 40,000,000
Estimated Future Needs 79,119,000 179,973,000 179,973,000
Total, Commodity Procurement .........ccccoooovevmiverereciennne 823,619,000 903,973,000 903,973,000
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ESTIMATED TOTAL FUNDS AVAILABLE AND BALANCE CARRIED FORWARD—TFISCAL YEARS 2014—
2015—Continued

Fiscal year 2014 Fiscal year 2015 Fiscal year 2015
enacted budget estimate

Administrative Funds:

Commodity Purchase Support 34,622,000 34,710,000 34,710,000
Marketing Agreements and Orders .........cccooeveevereeveniennne 20,056,000 20,317,000 20,317,000
Total, Administrative FUndS .........cccooomirmmirerineiricinnnis 54,678,000 55,027,000 55,027,000
Total Obligations 878,297,000 959,000,000 959,000,000

Unobligated Balance, End of Year
Unavailable for Obligations (Fruit and Veg transfer to FNS) ....... 119,000,000 122,000,000 122,000,000
Balances, Collections and Recoveries Not Available

Total End of Year Balances ...........cccccounmvviiiinnrriiiiiannns 119,000,000 122,000,000 122,000,000

1 The Budget Control Act of 2011 as amended by the American Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 reduced all non-defense mandatory accounts
by 7.2 percent in 2014 and 7.3 percent in 2015.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends a transfer from section 32 funds of
$20,317,000 for the formulation and administration of marketing
agreements and orders.

Section 32 Authorities.—Under the authority described in clause
3 of 7 U.S.C. 612¢, the Secretary is able to direct funds from the
section 32 account to increase the purchasing power of producers.
This practice has been used on various occasions to provide direct
assistance to producers when market forces or natural conditions
adversely affect the financial condition of farmers and ranchers.
The Committee notes the importance of the ability of the Secretary
to utilize this authority, but believes that communication between
the Department and the Congress should be improved when this
practice is used. Therefore, the Committee directs the Secretary to
provide notification to the Appropriations Committee in advance of
any public announcement or release of section 32 funds under the
specific authorities cited above.

PAYMENTS TO STATES AND POSSESSIONS

Appropriations, 2014 ........c.cccceeirieinieieieieeiee et $1,363,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 1,235,000
Committee recommendation 1,363,000

The Federal-State Marketing Improvement Program [FSMIP] is
authorized by section 204(b) of the Agricultural Marketing Act of
1946 and is also funded from appropriations. Matching grants are
awarded on a competitive basis to State marketing agencies to
identify and test market alternative farm commodities, determine
methods of providing more reliable market information, and de-
velop better commodity grading standards. This program has made
possible many types of projects, such as electronic marketing and
agricultural product diversification. Current projects are focused on
the improvement of marketing efficiency and effectiveness, and
seeking new outlets for existing farm produced commodities. The
legislation grants the U.S. Department of Agriculture authority to
establish cooperative agreements with State departments of agri-
culture or similar State agencies to improve the efficiency of the
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agricultural marketing chain. The States perform the work or con-
tract it to others, and must contribute at least one-half of the cost
of the projects.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $1,363,000 for
Payments to States and Possessions for Federal-State marketing
projects and activities.

GRAIN INSPECTION, PACKERS AND STOCKYARDS ADMINISTRATION

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriations, 2014 .........cccccveiererrevieiereeriereeree oo eaenens $40,261,000
Budget estimate, 2015 44,017,000
Committee recommendation 44,017,000

The Grain Inspection, Packers and Stockyards Administration
[GIPSA] was established pursuant to the Secretary’s 1994 reorga-
nization. Grain inspection and weighing programs are carried out
under the U.S. Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 71 et seq.) and other
programs under the authority of the Agricultural Marketing Act of
1946, including the inspection and grading of rice and grain-related
products; conducting official weighing and grain inspection activi-
ties; and grading dry beans and peas, and processed grain prod-
ucts. Under the Packers and Stockyards Act (7 U.S.C. 181 et seq.),
assurance of the financial integrity of the livestock, meat, and poul-
try markets is provided. The Administration monitors competition
in order to protect producers, consumers, and industry from decep-
tive and fraudulent practices which affect meat and poultry prices.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $44,017,000 for
salaries and expenses of the Grain Inspection, Packers and Stock-
yards Administration. Included in this amount is $2,787,000 for
payments to the General Services Administration for rent and for
payments to the Department of Homeland Security for building se-
curity activities, which was previously funded through the Agri-
culture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Payments account.

LIMITATION ON INSPECTION AND WEIGHING SERVICES EXPENSES

Limitation, 2014 ........oooieiiiiiieeeeeeeieeee et eeeer e e eeenes $50,000,000
Budget limitation, 2015 .............. 50,000,000
Committee recommendation 50,000,000

The agency provides an official grain inspection and weighing
system under the U.S. Grain Standards Act [USGSA], and official
inspection of rice and grain-related products under the Agricultural
Marketing Act [AMA] of 1946. The USGSA was amended in 1981
to require the collection of user fees to fund the costs associated
with the operation, supervision, and administration of Federal
grain inspection and weighing activities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends a limitation of $50,000,000 on in-
spection and weighing services expenses.
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OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FOOD SAFETY

Appropriations, 2014 $811,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........... . 816,000
Committee recommendation 816,000

The Office of the Under Secretary for Food Safety provides direc-
tion and coordination in carrying out the laws enacted by the Con-
gress with respect to the Department’s inspection of meat, poultry,
and processed egg products. The Office has oversight and manage-
ment responsibilities for the Food Safety and Inspection Service.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $816,000 for the
Office of the Under Secretary for Food Safety.

FooOD SAFETY AND INSPECTION SERVICE

Appropriations, 2014 ........cccceeeeiiieeiiieenns $1,010,689,000
Budget estimate, 2015 .... .. 1,001,402,000
Committee recommendation 1,022,770,000

The major objectives of the Food Safety and Inspection Service
are to assure that meat and poultry products are wholesome, un-
adulterated, and properly labeled and packaged, as required by the
Federal Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) and the Poultry
Products Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 451 et seq.); and to provide con-
tinuous in-plant inspection to egg processing plants under the Egg
Products Inspection Act.

The Food Safety and Inspection Service was established on June
17, 1981, by Secretary’s Memorandum No. 1000-1, issued pursuant
to Reorganization Plan No. 2 of 1953.

The inspection program of the Food Safety and Inspection Serv-
ice provides in-plant inspection of all domestic plants preparing
meat, poultry or egg products for sale or distribution; reviews for-
eign inspection systems and establishments that prepare meat or
poultry products for export to the United States; and provides tech-
nical and financial assistance to States which maintain meat and
poultry inspection programs.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $1,022,770,000
for the Food Safety and Inspection Service [FSIS]. Included in this
amount is $10,913,000 for payments to the General Services Ad-
ministration for rent and for payments to the Department of Home-
land Security for building security activities, which was previously
funded through the Agriculture Buildings and Facilities and Rental
Payments account. The Committee finds the implementation sched-
ule set forth by FSIS for revised inspections processes unrealisti-
cally rapid and provides additional funds to accomplish this transi-
tion in a more feasible manner.

Humane Slaughter—The Committee directs FSIS to continue to
provide annual reports to the Committee on the implementation of
objective scoring methods undertaken by FSIS to enforce the Hu-
mane Methods of Slaughter Act.

The Committee also directs FSIS to ensure that personnel hired
with funding previously provided specifically for Humane Methods
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of Slaughter Act enforcement focus their attention on overseeing
compliance with humane handling rules for live animals as they
arrive and are offloaded and handled in pens, chutes, and stunning
areas.

Inspections.—The Committee is disappointed in the Department’s
failure to issue a final rule within the timeframe set forth in sec-
tion 12106 of Public Law 113-79. The Committee directs the De-
partment to meet its statutory obligation by promulgating final
regulations expeditiously and meeting the implementation deadline
for all domestic and imported inspection no later than 1 year after
the enactment of the Agricultural Act of 2014.

Water Conservation.—The Committee supports the Agency’s ef-
forts to encourage innovation by poultry slaughter establishments,
particularly with regard to hand rinsing facilities. Allowing wash
stations the capability of being immediately activated and deacti-
vated in a hands-free manner substantially reduces a facility’s
water consumption. In order to encourage water conservation, en-
ergy savings and a reduction in cross-contamination, the Com-
mittee directs the Agency to pursue implementation of this innova-
tion.

The following table represents the Committee’s specific rec-
ommendations for the Food Safety and Inspection Service as com-
pared to the fiscal year 2014 and budget request levels:

FOOD SAFETY AND INSPECTION SERVICE SALARIES AND EXPENSES

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year 2014 | Fiscal year 2015 Committee
enacted budget request recommendation

Food safety inspection:
Federal 893,740 885,569 905,037
State 62,734 60,905 62,805
International 15,883 16,589 16,589
Codex Alimentarius 3,752 3,759 3,759
PHDCIS 34,580 34,580 34,580

Total 1,010,689 1,001,402 1,022,770

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FARM AND FOREIGN
AGRICULTURAL SERVICES

Appropriations, 2014 ........cccoeeeeieerieieeie et $893,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 898,000
Committee recommendation 898,000

The Office of the Under Secretary for Farm and Foreign Agricul-
tural Services provides direction and coordination in carrying out
the laws enacted by the Congress with respect to the Department’s
international affairs (except for foreign economic development),
commodity programs, farm loans, disaster assistance, crop insur-
ance, and some conservation and energy programs. The Office has
oversight and management responsibilities for the Farm Service
Agency (including the Commodity Credit Corporation), Risk Man-
agement Agency, and the Foreign Agricultural Service.




40

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $898,000 for the
Office of the Under Secretary for Farm and Foreign Agricultural
Services.

FARM SERVICE AGENCY

The Farm Service Agency [FSA] was established October 3, 1994,
pursuant to the Federal Crop Insurance Reform and Department of
Agriculture Reorganization Act of 1994, Public Law 103-354. The
FSA administers a variety of activities, such as the commodity
price support and production adjustment programs financed by the
Commodity Credit Corporation; the Conservation Reserve Program
[CRP]; the Emergency Conservation Program; the Commodity Op-
eration Programs including the warehouse examination function;
farm ownership, farm operating, emergency disaster, and other
loan programs; and the Noninsured Crop Disaster Assistance Pro-
gram [NAP], which provides crop loss protection for growers of
many crops for which crop insurance is not available. In addition,
FSA currently provides certain administrative support services to
the Foreign Agricultural Service [FAS] and to the Risk Manage-
ment Agency [RMAL

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

[In thousands of dollars]

Total, FSA,
salaries and
expenses

Transfers from

Appropriations program accounts

Appropriations, 2014 1,777,926 310,087 1,488,013
Budget estimate, 2015 1,139,323 309,880 1,449,203
Committee recommendation 1,182,544 309,880 1,492 424

The account Salaries and Expenses, Farm Service Agency, funds
the administrative expenses of program administration and other
functions assigned to FSA. The funds consist of appropriations and
transfers from the CCC export credit guarantees, Food for Peace
loans, and Agricultural Credit Insurance Fund program accounts,
and miscellaneous advances from other sources. All administrative
funds used by FSA are consolidated into one account. The consoli-
dation provides clarity and better management and control of
funds, and facilitates accounting, fiscal, and budgetary work by
eliminating the necessity for making individual allocations and al-
lotments and maintaining and recording obligations and expendi-
tures under numerous separate accounts.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $1,492,424,000
for salaries and expenses of the Farm Service Agency, including a
direct appropriation of $1,182,544,000. Included in this amount is
$27,142,000 for payments to the General Services Administration
for rent and for payments to the Department of Homeland Security
for building security activities, which was previously funded
through the Agriculture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Pay-
ments account.
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Continuous Conservation Reserve Program.—The Secretary is
strongly encouraged to, within the total acreage made available for
enrollment in the conservation reserve program and without reduc-
ing the periodic availability of general signup, enroll, to the max-
imum extent practicable, acreage for activities included in the
State Acres for Wildlife Enhancement practice or other similar ad-
ministratively established wetland and habitat practices that ben-
efit priority fish and wildlife species identified in State, regional,
and national conservation initiatives with a priority for initiatives
that provide large blocks of cover ideal for wildlife nesting.

County Staff—The Committee does not agree with the budget
proposal to reduce 815 non-Federal staff and provides sufficient
funding to maintain acceptable staffing levels.

Emergency Forestry Conservation Reserve Program.—The Com-
mittee directs the Department to expeditiously carry out its con-
tractual obligations on all contracts and agreements entered into
by the Secretary of Agriculture under section 1231A of the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831a). The Committee expects the
authorized review process for outstanding 2013 EFCRP payments
to remain consistent with the review process for 2012 and prior
year CRP payments.

Farm to Fleet.—The Committee is concerned that the Depart-
ment has given inconsistent indications of whether algae-derived
fuel qualifies for Commodity Credit Corporation support under the
Farm to Fleet initiative. The Committee is aware that USDA is in
the process of clarifying algae’s eligibility for this program and be-
lieves defining algae as an eligible commodity would be consistent
with the Department’s treatment of algae under other programs.
The Committee encourages the Department to make this deter-
mination expeditiously and apply it consistently across each agency
that has a role in implementing the Farm to Fleet initiative.

MIDAS.—The Committee recommendation includes $32,500,000
for Modernize and Innovate the Delivery of Agricultural Systems
[MIDAS]. Since fiscal year 2009, the Committee has provided over
$360,000,000 for MIDAS and has supported the overall goal of sta-
bilizing and updating the agency’s outdated information technology
[IT] systems. The Committee is concerned that despite this invest-
ment, MIDAS is not meeting the original goals and objectives of
streamlining business processes and developing an effective long-
term IT system that will ensure seamless delivery of new farm bill
programs. The Committee is also concerned that implementation of
the new farm bill will not be done through MIDAS but through
outdated systems that have proven unreliable. In addition, in 2008,
2011, and 2013 GAO raised major concerns about the viability of
MIDAS citing unrealistic schedules as well as poor management
practices.

While the Committee remains dedicated to ensuring FSA has re-
liable and functioning IT systems, without a clear path forward,
the Committee cannot justify providing the full budget request for
this project.

The Committee understands that USDA is currently engaged in
a comprehensive assessment of MIDAS and plans to rebase funding
requirements, scope, and schedule. The Committee finds an overall
lack of communication unacceptable and directs the Secretary, by



42

June 20, 2014, to provide detailed information on future funding
requirements and a schedule for full implementation of a system
capable of implementing all farm programs.

National Agriculture Imagery Program.—The Committee rec-
ommends that funding shall be allocated to purchase imagery prod-
ucts to meet programmatic requirements.

Office Closures.—The Committee does not agree with the budget
proposal to close 250 Farm Service Agency county offices. The Com-
mittee cannot be expected to agree to close offices when the loca-
tion of those offices are unknown. The Committee is concerned that
in light of the recently passed farm bill, the Department does not
have a clear understanding of where or how the county office work-
load will be impacted. The Department is directed to conduct a
thorough workload analysis to assess how new farm bill programs
will impact current and future work in county offices. The Depart-
ment is further directed to work with a third-party entity, such as
the National Academy of Public Administration, to determine a
clear path forward to ensure the agency continues to provide the
highest level of customer service. The Committee directs the De-
partment to provide quarterly reports on the status of the workload
analysis.

STATE MEDIATION GRANTS

Appropriations, 2014 ........cccceirieririeriieieeiereees e eseseesenees $3,782,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 3,404,000
Committee recommendation 3,404,000

This program is authorized under title V of the Agricultural
Credit Act of 1987 (7 U.S.C. 5101 et seq.). Originally designed to
address agricultural credit disputes, the program was expanded by
the Federal Crop Insurance Reform and Department of Agriculture
Reorganization Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-354) to include other
agricultural issues such as wetland determinations, conservation
compliance, rural water loan programs, grazing on National Forest
System lands, and pesticides. Grants are made to States whose me-
diation programs have been certified by the FSA. Grants will be
solely for operation and administration of the State’s agricultural
mediation program.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $3,404,000 for
State Mediation Grants.

GRASSROOTS SOURCE WATER PROTECTION PROGRAM

Appropriations, 2014 .........cccciiiieriiiee e $5,526,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ et e ee eereesaeeneeeteeaaenane
Committee recommendation 6,500,000

This program is intended to assist in the protection of ground-
water through State rural water associations.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $6,500,000 for
Grassroots Source Water Protection.
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DAIRY INDEMNITY PROGRAM

Appropriations, 2014 .........ccceceeieieriecieieieireree et aens $500,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 500,000
Committee recommendation 500,000

Under the program, the Department makes indemnification pay-
ments to dairy farmers and manufacturers of dairy products who,
through no fault of their own, suffer income losses because they are
directed to remove their milk from commercial markets due to con-
tamination of their products by registered pesticides. The program
also authorizes indemnity payments to dairy farmers for losses re-
sulting from the removal of cows or dairy products from the market
due to nuclear radiation or fallout.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of such sums as
may be necessary, estimated in fiscal year 2015 to be $500,000, for
indemnity payments to dairy farmers.

AGRICULTURAL CREDIT INSURANCE FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT

The Agricultural Credit Insurance Fund Program Account is
used to provide direct and guaranteed farm ownership, farm oper-
ating, conservation, Indian highly fractioned land, and emergency
loans to individuals, as well as the following types of loans to asso-
ciations: irrigation and drainage, grazing, Indian tribe land acquisi-
tion, and boll weevil eradication.

FSA is also authorized to provide financial assistance to bor-
rowers by guaranteeing loans made by private lenders having a
contract of guarantee from FSA as approved by the Secretary of
Agriculture and to establish Beginning Farmer and Rancher Indi-
vidual Development grant accounts.

The following programs are financed through this fund:

Boll Weevil Eradication Loans.—Made to assist foundations in fi-
nancing the operations of the boll weevil eradication programs pro-
vided to farmers.

Credit Sales of Acquired Property.—Property is sold out of inven-
{:ory and is made available to an eligible buyer by providing FSA
oans.

Emergency Loans.—Made to producers to aid recovery from pro-
duction and physical losses due to drought, flooding, other natural
disasters, or quarantine. The loans may be used to: restore or re-
place essential property; pay all or part of production costs associ-
ated with the disaster year; pay essential family living expenses;
reorganize the farming operation; and refinance certain debts.

Farm Operating Loans.—Provide short-to-intermediate term pro-
duction or chattel credit to farmers who cannot obtain credit else-
where, to improve their farm and home operations, and to develop
or maintain a reasonable standard of living. The term of the loan
varies from 1 to 7 years.

Farm Ownership Loans.—Made to borrowers who cannot obtain
credit elsewhere to restructure their debts, improve or purchase
farms, refinance nonfarm enterprises which supplement but do not
supplant farm income, or make additions to farms. Loans are made
for 40 years or less.
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Indian Tribe Land Acquisition Loans.—Made to any Indian tribe
recognized by the Secretary of the Interior or tribal corporation es-
tablished pursuant to the Indian Reorganization Act (Public Law
93-638) which does not have adequate uncommitted funds to ac-
quire lands or interest in lands within the tribe’s reservation or
Alaskan Indian community, as determined by the Secretary of the
Interior, for use of the tribe or the corporation or the members
thereof.

Indian Highly Fractionated Land Loans.—Made to Indian tribal
members to purchase highly fractionated lands, as authorized by
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends a total loan level of $6,402,114,000
for programs within the Agricultural Credit Insurance Fund Pro-
gram Account.

The following table reflects the program levels for farm credit
programs administered by the Farm Service Agency recommended
by the Committee, as compared to the fiscal year 2014 and the
budget request levels:

AGRICULTURAL CREDIT PROGRAMS—LOAN LEVELS

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year 2014 Fiscal year 2015 Committee
enacted budget recommendation
Farm ownership:
Direct 575,000 1,500,000 1,500,000
Guaranteed 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000
Farm Operating:
Direct 1,195,620 1,252,004 1,252,004
Guaranteed unsubsidized 1,500,000 1,393,443 1,393,443
Emergency Loans 34,658 34,667 34,667
Indian Tribe Land Acquisition 2,000 2,000 2,000
Conservation Loans:
Guaranteed 150,000 150,000 150,000
Indian Highly Fractionated Land Loans .........ccccoomemmirmiineiireninnnns 10,000 10,000 10,000
Boll Weevil Eradication 60,000 60,000 60,000

The Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990 established the program
account. Appropriations to this account are used to cover the life-
time subsidy costs associated with the direct loans obligated and
loan guarantees committed, as well as for administrative expenses.
. The following table reflects the cost of programs under credit re-
orm:

[In thousands of dollars]

2014 enacted 2015 budget |, Commifiee
Farm Ownership:
Direct 4428
Farm Operating:
Direct 65,520 63,101 63,101
Guaranteed unsubsidized 18,300 14,770 14,770
Emergency Loans 1,698 856 856
Indian Highly Fractionated Land Loans .........ccocoooevvemvvcmrirnrieniinns 68
Individual Development Account Grants 2,500 2,500
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RISK MANAGEMENT AGENCY

Appropriations, 2014 .........ccociiiiiiiieee et $71,496,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 76,779,000
Committee recommendation 76,779,000

The Risk Management Agency performs administrative functions
relative to the Federal crop insurance program that is authorized
by the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508), as amended by
the Agricultural Risk Protection Act of 2000 [ARPA], Public Law
106-224, and the Agricultural Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-79).

ARPA authorized significant changes in the crop insurance pro-
gram. This act provides higher government subsidies for producer
premiums to make coverage more affordable; expands research and
development for new insurance products and under-served areas
through contracts with the private sector; and tightens compliance.
Functional areas of risk management are: research and develop-
ment; insurance services; and compliance, whose functions include
policy formulation and procedures and regulations development.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $76,779,000 for
the Risk Management Agency. Included in this amount is
$3,333,000 for payments to the General Services Administration for
rent and for payments to the Department of Homeland Security for
building security activities, which was previously funded through
the Agriculture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Payments ac-
count.

The Committee recognizes that there are many research prior-
ities that competitive funding may be used to address, including
the feasibility of insurance programs to cover business interruption
due to integrator bankruptcy and catastrophic loss in the poultry
industry. The Committee encourages RMA to support research into
these priorities.

Price Elections.—The Committee encourages RMA to pool data
from as many sources as possible, including guaranteed contracts
as well as data from industry and extension agents, to demonstrate
compliance with the Agriculture Act of 2014. In addition, RMA is
encouraged to make use of the data from the NASS 2014 Organic
Production and Price Survey to publish remaining organic price
elections as quickly as possible.

CORPORATIONS

FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE CORPORATION FUND

Appropriations, 2014 ........cccceeecieieiiiieeeriee e e ar e e ereeens $9,502,944,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 8,668,000,000
Committee recommendation 8,668,000,000

The Federal Crop Insurance Act, as amended by the Federal
Crop Insurance Reform Act of 1994, authorizes the payment of ex-
penses which may include indemnity payments, loss adjustment,
delivery expenses, program-related research and development,
startup costs for implementing this legislation such as studies, pilot
projects, data processing improvements, public outreach, and re-
lated tasks and functions.




46

All program costs, except for Federal salaries and expenses, are
mandatory expenditures subject to appropriation.

Producers of insurable crops are eligible to receive a basic level
of protection against catastrophic losses, which cover 50 percent of
the normal yield at 55 percent of the expected price. The only cost
to the producer is an administrative fee of $300 per crop per coun-

ty.
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of such sums as
may be necessary, estimated to be $8,668,000,000 in fiscal year
2015 for the Federal Crop Insurance Corporation Fund.

CoMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION FUND

The Commodity Credit Corporation [CCC] is a wholly owned
Government corporation created in 1933 to stabilize, support, and
protect farm income and prices; to help maintain balanced and ade-
quate supplies of agricultural commodities, including products,
foods, feeds, and fibers; and to help in the orderly distribution of
these commodities. CCC was originally incorporated under a Dela-
ware charter and was reincorporated June 30, 1948, as a Federal
corporation within the Department of Agriculture by the Com-
modity Credit Corporation Charter Act, approved June 29, 1948 (15
U.S.C. 714).

The Commodity Credit Corporation engages in buying, selling,
lending, and other activities with respect to agricultural commod-
ities, their products, food, feed, and fibers. Its purposes include sta-
bilizing, supporting, and protecting farm income and prices; main-
taining the balance and adequate supplies of selected commodities;
and facilitating the orderly distribution of such commodities. In ad-
dition, the Corporation makes available materials and facilities re-
quired in connection with the storage and distribution of such com-
modities. The Corporation also disburses funds for sharing of costs
with producers for the establishment of approved conservation
practices on environmentally sensitive land and subsequent rental
payments for such land for the duration of Conservation Reserve
Program contracts.

Corporation activities are primarily governed by the following
statutes: the Commodity Credit Corporation Charter Act (Public
Law 80-806), as amended; the Agricultural Act of 1949 (Public Law
81-439), as amended (1949 Act); the Agricultural Adjustment Act
of 1938 (Public Law 75-430), as amended (the 1938 Act); the Food
Security Act of 1985 (Public Law 99-198), as amended (1985 Act);
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110—
246); and the Agricultural Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-79).

Management of the Corporation is vested in a board of directors,
subject to the general supervision and direction of the Secretary of
Agriculture, who is an ex officio director and chairman of the
board. The board consists of seven members, in addition to the Sec-
retary, who are appointed by the President of the United States
with the advice and consent of the Senate. Officers of the Corpora-
tion are designated according to their positions in the Department
of Agriculture.
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The activities of the Corporation are carried out mainly by the
personnel and through the facilities of the Farm Service Agency
[FSA] and the Farm Service Agency State and county committees.
The Foreign Agricultural Service, the General Sales Manager,
other agencies and offices of the Department, and commercial
agents are also used to carry out certain aspects of the Corpora-
tion’s activities.

Under Public Law 87-155 (15 U.S.C. 713a-11, 713a—12), annual
appropriations are authorized for each fiscal year, commencing
with fiscal year 1961. These appropriations are to reimburse the
Corporation for net realized losses.

REIMBURSEMENT FOR NET REALIZED LOSSES
Appropriations, 2014 .............. $12,538,880,000

Budget estimate, 2015 .... 9,067,281,000
Committee recommendation 9,067,281,000

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of such sums as
may be necessary, estimated in fiscal year 2015 to be
$9,067,281,000, for the payment to reimburse the Commodity Cred-
it Corporation for net realized losses.

HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT

Limitation, 2014 $5,000,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........ 5,000,000
Committee recommendation 5,000,000

The Commodity Credit Corporation’s [CCC] hazardous waste
management program is intended to ensure compliance with the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Li-
ability Act (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.) and the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.). The CCC funds oper-
ations and maintenance costs as well as site investigation and
cleanup expenses. Investigative and cleanup costs associated with
the management of CCC hazardous waste are also paid from
USDA’s hazardous waste management appropriation.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends a limitation of $5,000,000 for the
Commodity Credit Corporation’s hazardous waste management
program.



TITLE II
CONSERVATION PROGRAMS

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR NATURAL RESOURCES AND

ENVIRONMENT
AppPropriations, 2014 ..........ccceeiereeveereiereereereeree e ee et enens $893,000
Budget estimate, 2015 898,000
Committee recommendation 898,000

The Office of the Under Secretary for Natural Resources and En-
vironment provides direction and coordination in carrying out the
laws enacted by the Congress with respect to natural resources and
the environment. The Office has oversight and management re-
sponsibilities for the Natural Resources Conservation Service and
the Forest Service.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $898,000 for the
Office of the Under Secretary for Natural Resources and Environ-
ment.

NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION SERVICE

The Natural Resources Conservation Service [NRCS] was estab-
lished pursuant to Public Law 103-354, the Department of Agri-
culture Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 6962). The NRCS
works with conservation districts, watershed groups, and Federal
and State agencies to bring about physical adjustments in land use
that will conserve soil and water resources, provide for agricultural
production on a sustained basis, and reduce flood damage and sedi-
mentation.

CONSERVATION OPERATIONS

Appropriations, 2014 ........cccceeeeieieiiiieeeiee e e e e e eaae e $812,939,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 814,772,000
Committee recommendation 849,295,000

Conservation operations are authorized by Public Law 74-46 (16
U.S.C. 590a-590f). Activities include:

Conservation Technical Assistance provides assistance to district
cooperators and other land users in the planning and application
of conservation treatments to control erosion and improve the
quantity and quality of soil resources, improve and conserve water,
enhance fish and wildlife habitat, conserve energy, improve wood-
land, pasture and range conditions, and reduce upstream flooding;
all to protect and enhance the natural resource base.

Resource appraisal and program development ensures that pro-
grams administered by the Secretary of Agriculture for the con-
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servation of soil, water, and related resources shall respond to the
Nation’s long-term needs.

Plant Materials Centers assemble, test, and encourage increased
use of plant species which show promise for use in the treatment
of conservation problem areas.

Snow Survey and Water Forecasting provides estimates of an-
nual water availability from high mountain snow packs and relates
to summer stream flow in the Western States and Alaska. Informa-
tion is used by agriculture, industry, and cities in estimating future
water supplies.

Soil Surveys inventory the Nation’s basic soil resources and de-
termine land capabilities and conservation treatment needs. Soil
survey publications include interpretations useful to cooperators,
other Federal agencies, State, and local organizations.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $849,295,000 for
Conservation Operations. Included in this amount is $28,614,000
for payments to the General Services Administration for rent and
for payments to the Department of Homeland Security for building
security activities, which was previously funded through the Agri-
culture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Payments account.

Acre-for-acre Wetlands Mitigation.—The Secretary is encouraged
to use mitigation with the conversion of a natural wetland and
equivalent wetlands functions at a ratio not to exceed a ratio of 1-
to-1 acreage.

Cover Crops.—The Committee recognizes the importance of con-
servation technical assistance and encourages NRCS to maximize
the staff available to provide land users direct assistance in plan-
ning and implantation techniques to promote soil health including
the adoption of cover crops.

Herbicide Resistance.—The Committee is concerned that pigweed
has seriously endangered conservation tillage and has increased
herbicide costs by more than 70 percent for some crops. In an effort
to address herbicide-resistant weeds and associated environmental
concerns, agricultural advisors and producers have become increas-
ingly more aggressive with conservation planning and practice im-
plementation to solve this issue. The Committee directs NRCS to
ensure agency staff, partners, and producers are aware of new and
interim conservation practice standards and conservation activity
plans to address herbicide-resistant weeds, such as pigweed, and
that financial assistance through certain conservation programs is
available to assist producers in their efforts to control these weeds.

Honey Bee Health.—The Committee understands that NRCS
through the EQIP, provided $3,000,000 in technical and financial
assistance for farmers and ranchers to help improve honey bee
health through better conservation practices. Access to good forage
is an ongoing challenge for commercial beekeepers, and the Com-
mittee supports continuing and expanding this technical and finan-
cial assistance program, and recommends that a significant portion
of the funds should be devoted to facilitating training by expert re-
searchers and beekeepers of NRCS officials and agents in pollinator
conservation practices.
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Invasive Species.—The Committee reiterates its concern for the
need to address threats posed by invasive plant species and the
need to protect, restore and enhance native plants, including those
that are endangered or threatened. The Committee encourages the
Secretary to increase support for native plant conservation efforts
throughout the Department and urges the Secretary to work close-
ly with the Department of the Interior to better integrate and co-
ordinate the plant conservation efforts of both Departments.

WATERSHED REHABILITATION PROGRAM

Appropriations, 2014 $12,000,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ...........

Committee recommendation

The watershed rehabilitation program account provides for tech-
nical and financial assistance to carry out rehabilitation of struc-
tural measures, in accordance with section 14 of the Watershed
Protection and Flood Prevention Act, approved August 4, 1954 (16
U.S.C. 1012, U.S.C. 1001, et seq.), as amended by section 313 of
Public Law 106-472, November 9, 2000, and by section 2803 of
Public Law 110-246.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee does not recommend an appropriation for the
Watershed Rehabilitation Program.



TITLE III
RURAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS

The Federal Crop Insurance Reform and Department of Agri-
culture Reorganization Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-354) abolished
the Farmers Home Administration, Rural Development Adminis-
tration, and Rural Electrification Administration and replaced
those agencies with the Rural Housing and Community Develop-
ment Service, (currently, the Rural Housing Service), Rural Busi-
ness and Cooperative Development Service (currently, the Rural
Business—Cooperative Service), and Rural Utilities Service and
placed them under the oversight of the Under Secretary for Rural
Economic and Community Development, (currently, Rural Develop-
ment). These agencies deliver a variety of programs through a net-
work of State and field offices.

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR RURAL DEVELOPMENT

Appropriations, 2014 $893,000
Budget estimate, 2015 . 898,000
Committee recommendation 898,000

The Office of the Under Secretary for Rural Development pro-
vides direction and coordination in carrying out laws with respect
to the Department’s rural economic and community development
activities. The Office has oversight and management responsibil-
ities for the Rural Housing Service, Rural Business—Cooperative
Service, and the Rural Utilities Service.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $898,000 for the
Office of the Under Secretary for Rural Development.

Broadband.—High speed broadband and high-bandwidth tele-
communications capabilities are essential for economic competitive-
ness and quality of life for rural America. The Secretary is encour-
aged to promote development and demonstrate innovative
connectivity solutions such as providing high-speed Internet via op-
tical laser beams in free space, which help connect rural America
without broadband infrastructure costs and where wireless cov-
erage does not exist.

RURAL DEVELOPMENT SALARIES AND EXPENSES

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year—

Committee
2014 2015 budget recommendation

appropriation request

Appropriation 203,424 225,101 228,898
(51
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RURAL DEVELOPMENT SALARIES AND EXPENSES—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year—

Committee
2014 2015 budget recommendation

appropriation request

Transfer from:
Rural Housing Insurance Fund Loan Program Account ............. 415,100 397,296 415,100
Rural Electrification and Telecommunications Program Ac-

count 34,478 33,000 34,478
Rural Development Loan Program Account ..........ccccoevvveeruecnnes 4439 4,249 4439

Total, Rural Development salaries and expenses .................. 662,441 659,646 682,915

These funds are used to administer the loan and grant programs
of the Rural Utilities Service, the Rural Housing Service, and the
Rural Business—Cooperative Service, including reviewing applica-
tions, making and collecting loans and providing technical assist-
ance and guidance to borrowers; and to assist in extending other
Federal programs to people in rural areas.

Under credit reform, administrative costs associated with loan
programs are appropriated to the program accounts. Appropria-
tions to the salaries and expenses account will be for costs associ-
ated with grant programs.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends $682,915,000 for salaries and ex-

enses of Rural Development. Included in this amount is
520,777,000 for payments to the General Services Administration
for rent and for payments to the Department of Homeland Security
for building security activities, which was previously funded
through the Agriculture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Pay-
ments account.

New Hires.—The Committee notes the abundance of staffing va-
cancies at Rural Development and remains concerned about its im-
pacts on program delivery and the integrity of the Agency’s port-
folio. The Secretary is directed to focus any new hiring efforts on
staffing to support portfolio management and to redress imbalances
that might have developed among States’ workforce needs. The
Committee does not include funding for the Rural Corps pilot.

RURAL HOUSING SERVICE

The Rural Housing Service [RHS] was established under the
Federal Crop Insurance Reform and Department of Agriculture Re-
organization Act of 1994, dated October 13, 1994.

RURAL HOUSING INSURANCE FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT

Appropriations, 2014 (budget authority) $462,404,000
Budget estimate, 2015 (budget authority) 453,380,000
Committee recommendation (budget authority) . 511, 036 1000

This fund was established in 1965 (Pubhc Law 89-117) pursuant
to section 517 of title V of the Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C.
517(d)), as amended. This fund may be used to insure or guarantee
rural housing loans for single-family homes, rental and cooperative
housing, farm labor housing, and rural housing sites. Rural hous-
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ing loans are made to construct, improve, alter, repair, or replace
dwellings and essential farm service buildings that are modest in
size, design, and cost. Rental housing insured loans are made to in-
dividuals, corporations, associations, trusts, or partnerships to pro-
vide low-cost rental housing and related facilities in rural areas.
These loans are repayable in terms up to 30 years. Loan programs
are limited to rural areas, which include towns, villages, and other
places of not more than 10,000 population, which are not part of
an urban area. Loans may also be made in areas with a population
in excess of 10,000, but less than 20,000, if the area is not included
in a standard metropolitan statistical area and has a serious lack
of mortgage credit for low- and moderate-income borrowers.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $511,036,000 for
the Rural Housing Insurance Fund Program Account [RHIF].

The Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-508) es-
tablished the RHIF program account. Appropriations to this ac-
count will be used to cover the lifetime subsidy costs associated
with the direct loans obligated and loan guarantees committed in
2014, as well as for administrative expenses. The following table
presents the loan subsidy levels as compared to the 2014 levels and
the 2015 budget request:

RURAL HOUSING INSURANCE FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year 2014 2015 budget Committee
appropriation request recommendation
Loan Levels:
Single-Family Housing (sec. 502):
Direct 900,000 360,000 900,000
Guaranteed 24,000,000 24,000,000 24,000,000
Housing repair (sec. 504) 26,280 26,279 26,279
Direct rental housing (sec. 515) 28,432 28,432 28,432
Guaranteed rental housing (sec. 538) .. 150,000 150,000 150,000
Site development loans (sec. 524) ... 5,000 5,000 5,000
Credit sales of acquired property 10,000 10,000 10,000
Self help land development loans (sec. 523) ... 5,000 | oo, 5,000
Farm labor housing loans (sec. 514) 23,855 23,854 23,854
Total, loan levels 25,156,903 24,611,902 25,148,565
Loan Subsidies and Grants:
Single-Family Housing (sec. 502):
Direct 24,480 26,568 66,420
Housing repair (sec. 504) 2,176 3,687 3,687
Direct rental housing (sec. 515) 6,656 9,812 9,812
Farm labor housing loans (sec. 514) 5,656 7,681 7,681
Farm labor housing grants (sec. 516) 8,336 8,336 8,336
Total, loan subsidies and grants ...........cccooeeevererrvresrieniinnns 47,304 56,084 95,936
Administrative expenses 415,100 397,296 415,100
Total, loan subsidies and administrative expenses .............. 462,404 453,380 511,036

Coordinated Environmental Reviews in Indian Country.—Tribes
face challenges with differing environmental review requirements
when resources are leveraged from a variety of Federal housing
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and infrastructure programs. The Committee believes substantial
efficiencies and cost-savings could be achieved by creating a coordi-
nated project environmental review process. The Committee directs
the Secretary to work with HUD, who is leading the initiative, and
other agencies to investigate opportunities to design a coordinated
environmental review process for tribal housing and related infra-
structure development.

RENTAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

Appropriations, 2014 .........ccccieiiiriiieiieeie e $1,110,000,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 1,088,500,000
Committee recommendation 1,093,500,000

Rental assistance is authorized under section 521(a)(2) of the
Housing Act of 1949, as amended (42 U.S.C. 1490a). The objective
of the program is to reduce rents paid by low-income families living
in Rural Housing Service financed rental projects and farm labor
housing projects. Under this program, low-income tenants will con-
tribute the higher of: (1) 30 percent of monthly adjusted income; (2)
10 percent of monthly income; or (3) designated housing payments
from a welfare agency.

Payments from the fund are made to the project owner for the
difference between the tenant’s payment and the approved rental
rate established for the unit.

The program is administered in tandem with the Rural Housing
Service section 515 rural rental housing program and the farm
labor loan and grant programs. Priority is given to existing projects
for units occupied by rent over-burdened low-income families and
projects experiencing financial difficulties beyond the control of the
owner.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $1,093,500,000
for the Rental Assistance Program.

Rental Assistance.—The Committee includes statutory language
requiring rental assistance to be held in 514/516 projects for a min-
imum period of time. Rental assistance contracts are funded for 1-
year durations and shall not be renewed within a 12-month period.
The Committee is concerned with the potential impacts on very
low-income tenants with the proposed minimum rent requirement,
particularly as it pertains to the absence of criteria for hardship ex-
emptions as noted in the budget request. Furthermore, proposals
for selective renewal authority and partial year funding lack suffi-
cient justification in meeting the goal of setting the rental assist-
ance program on a more fiscally sustainable path. While the Com-
mittee is encouraged by the Department’s efforts to reform the
rental assistance program, the Secretary shall continue to pursue
options that increase program efficiency while maintaining protec-
tion for very low-income rural households.

MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING REVITALIZATION PROGRAM ACCOUNT
Appropriations, 2014 .........ccccieiieiiieieee e $32,575,000

Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 28,000,000
Committee recommendation 28,000,000
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The Rural Housing Voucher Program was authorized under the
Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1940r) to assist very low income
families and individuals who reside in rental housing in rural
areas. Housing vouchers may be provided to residents of rental
housing projects financed by section 515 loans that have been pre-
paid after September 30, 2005. Voucher amounts reflect the dif-
ference between comparable market rents and tenant-paid rent
prior to loan prepayment. Vouchers allow tenants to remain in ex-
isting projects or move to other rental housing.

The Multi-family Housing Revitalization Program includes fund-
ing for housing vouchers and a demonstration program for the
preservation and revitalization of affordable multi-family housing
projects. Rural Development’s multi-family housing portfolio faces
dual pressures for loan prepayments and repair/rehabilitation
stemming from inadequate reserves resulting in deferred property
maintenance.

Provision of affordable rental housing can be accomplished more
economically by revitalizing existing housing stock rather than
funding new construction. The Multi-family Housing Revitalization
Program includes revitalization tools for maintenance of existing
units and vouchers to protect tenants in those projects that prepay.
Flexibility is provided to allow Rural Development to utilize fund-
ing to meet the most urgent local needs for tenant protection and
project revitalization.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $28,000,000 for
the Multi-family Housing Revitalization Program, including
$8,000,000 for vouchers and $20,000,000 for a housing preservation
demonstration program.

MUTUAL AND SELF-HELP HOUSING GRANTS

Appropriations, 2014 $25,000,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........... . 10,000,000
Committee recommendation 25,000,000

The Mutual and Self-Help Housing Grants Program is author-
ized by title V of the Housing Act of 1949. Grants are made to local
organizations to promote the development of mutual or self-help
programs under which groups of usually 6 to 10 families build their
own homes by mutually exchanging labor. Funds may be used to
pay the cost of construction supervisors who work with families in
the construction of their homes and for administrative expenses of
the organizations providing the self-help assistance.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $25,000,000 for
Mutual and Self-Help Housing Grants.

RURAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE GRANTS
Appropriations, 2014 ........ccccoeeirieirieriieieeiereees e esenees $32,239,000

Budget estimate, 2015 25,000,000
Committee recommendation ............cccoeeeeevivveeeeeeeiiiinieee e 32,239,000
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The Rural Housing Assistance Grants Program consolidates
funding for rural housing grant programs. This consolidation of
housing grant funding provides greater flexibility to tailor financial
assistance to applicant needs.

Very Low-Income Housing Repair Grants.—The Very Low-Income
Housing Repair Grants Program is authorized under section 504 of
title V of the Housing Act of 1949. The rural housing repair grant
program is carried out by making grants to very low-income fami-
lies to make necessary repairs to their homes in order to make
such dwellings safe and sanitary, and remove hazards to the health
of the occupants, their families, or the community.

These grants may be made to cover the cost of improvements or
additions, such as repairing roofs, providing toilet facilities, pro-
viding a convenient and sanitary water supply, supplying screens,
repairing or providing structural supports or making similar re-
pairs, additions, or improvements, including all preliminary and in-
stallation costs in obtaining central water and sewer service. A
grant can be made in combination with a section 504 very low-in-
come housing repair loan.

No assistance can be extended to any one individual in the form
of a loan, grant, or combined loans and grants in excess of $27,500,
and grant assistance is limited to persons, or families headed by
persons who are 62 years of age or older.

Supervisory and Technical Assistance Grants.—Supervisory and
technical assistance grants are made to public and private non-
profit organizations for packaging loan applications for housing as-
sistance under sections 502, 504, 514/516, 515, and 533 of the
Housing Act of 1949. The assistance is directed to very low-income
families in underserved areas where at least 20 percent of the pop-
ulation is below the poverty level and at least 10 percent or more
of the population resides in substandard housing. In fiscal year
1994 a Homebuyer Education Program was implemented under
this authority. This program provides low-income individuals and
families education and counseling on obtaining and/or maintaining
occupancy of adequate housing and supervised credit assistance to
become successful homeowners.

Compensation for Construction Defects.—Compensation for con-
struction defects provides funds for grants to eligible section 502
borrowers to correct structural defects, or to pay claims of owners
arising from such defects on a newly constructed dwelling pur-
chased with RHS financial assistance. Claims are not paid until
provisions under the builder’s warranty have been fully pursued.
Requests for compensation for construction defects must be made
by the owner of the property within 18 months after the date finan-
cial assistance was granted.

Rural Housing Preservation Grants.—Rural housing preservation
grants (section 533) of the Housing and Urban-Rural Recovery Act
of 1983 (42 U.S.C. 1490m) authorizes the Rural Housing Service to
administer a program of home repair directed at low- and very low-
income people.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $32,239,000 for
the Rural Housing Assistance Grants Program.
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The following table compares the grant program levels rec-
ommended by the Committee to the fiscal year 2014 levels and the
budget request:

RURAL HOUSING ASSISTANCE GRANTS

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year— Committee

2014 level 2015 request recommendation

Very low-income housing repair grants .........ccoeoveeerecveriesssieniens 28,701 25,000 28,701
Housing preservation grants 3,538 | oo 3,538

Total 32,239 25,000 32,239

The Committee recommends that the Rural Housing Service
prioritize funding for communities with unique weather patterns in
need of replacing antiquated heating systems with more efficient
technologies.

RURAL COMMUNITY FACILITIES PROGRAM ACCOUNT

Appropriations, 2014 .........ccccieiiiiiiiee e $32,520,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 21,000,000
Committee recommendation 32,330,000

Community facility loans were created by the Rural Development
Act of 1972 (7 U.S.C. 1926 et seq.) to finance a variety of rural
community facilities. Loans are made to organizations, including
certain Indian tribes and corporations not operated for profit and
public and quasi-public agencies, to construct, enlarge, extend, or
otherwise improve community facilities providing essential services
to rural residents. Such facilities include those providing or sup-
porting overall community development, such as fire and rescue
services, healthcare, transportation, traffic control, and community,
social, cultural, and recreational benefits. Loans are made for facili-
ties which primarily serve rural residents of open country and
rural towns and villages of not more than 20,000 people.
Healthcare and fire and rescue facilities are the priorities of the
program and receive the majority of available funds.

The Community Facility Grant Program authorized in the Fed-
eral Agriculture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 (Public Law
104-127), is used in conjunction with the existing direct and guar-
anteed loan programs for the development of community facilities,
such as hospitals, fire stations, and community centers. Grants are
targeted to the lowest income communities. Communities that have
lower population and income levels receive a higher cost-share con-
tribution through these grants, to a maximum contribution of 75
percent of the cost of developing the facility.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $32,330,000 for
the Rural Community Facilities Program Account.

The following table provides the Committee’s recommendations,
as compared to the fiscal year 2014 and budget request levels:
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RURAL COMMUNITY FACILITIES PROGRAM ACCOUNT

[Loan levels and budget authority in thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year 2014 2015 budget Committee
appropriation request recommendations
Loan levels:

Community facilities direct loans 2,200,000 2,200,000 2,200,000
Community facilities guaranteed loans 59,543 | oo 75,000
Total loan levels 2,259,543 2,200,000 2,275,000

Budget authority:
Community facilities guaranteed 10ans ...........ccocovevrerernrirnennne 3775 | e 3,585
Community facilities grants 13,000 17,000 13,000
Economic initiative grants 5778 5,778
Rural community development initiative ........ccccooovvererrierennnns 5,967 5,967
Tribal college grants 4,000 4,000 4,000
Total budget authority 32,520 21,000 32,330

Day Care Facilities.—The Committee directs the Secretary to in-
crease efforts to provide assistance for day care facilities through
the Community Facilities program. Availability of proper day care
facilities is limited in rural areas, making it difficult for many par-
ents to work and sometimes resulting in children receiving sub-
standard care.

RURAL BUSINESS—COOPERATIVE SERVICE

The Rural Business—Cooperative Service [RBS] was established
by Public Law 103-354, Federal Crop Insurance Reform and De-
partment of Agriculture Reorganization Act of 1994, dated October
13, 1994. Its programs were previously administered by the Rural
Development Administration, the Rural Electrification Administra-
tion, and the Agricultural Cooperative Service.

RURAL BUSINESS PROGRAM ACCOUNT

Appropriations, 2014 .........cccceirieirieiiieiereiereees et $96,539,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 30,190,000
Committee recommendation 78,527,000

The Rural Business and Industry Loan Program was created by
the Rural Development Act of 1972, and finances a variety of rural
industrial development loans. Loans are made for rural industrial-
ization and rural community facilities under Rural Development
Act amendments to the Consolidated Farm and Rural Development
Act (7 U.S.C. 1932 et seq.) authorities. Business and industrial
loans are made to public, private, or cooperative organizations or-
ganized for profit, to certain Indian tribes, or to individuals for the
purpose of improving, developing or financing business, industry,
and employment or improving the economic and environmental cli-
mate in rural areas. Such purposes include financing business and
industrial acquisition, construction, enlargement, repair or mod-
ernization, financing the purchase and development of land, ease-
ments, rights-of-way, buildings, payment of startup costs, and sup-
plying working capital.

Rural business development grants were authorized by the Agri-
cultural Act of 2014 and can be made to governmental and non-
profit entities, and Indian tribes. Up to 10 percent of appropriated
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funds may be used to: identify and analyze business opportunities;
identify, train, and provide technical assistance to existing or pro-
spective rural entrepreneurs and managers; assist in the establish-
ment of new rural businesses and the maintenance of existing busi-
nesses; conduct economic development planning, coordination and
leadership development; and establish centers for training, tech-
nology, and trade. The balance of appropriated funding may be
used for projects that support the development of business enter-
prises that finance or facilitate: the development of small and
emerging private business enterprise; the establishment, expan-
sion, and operation of rural distance learning networks; the devel-
opment of rural learning programs; and the provision of technical
assistance and training to rural communities for the purpose of im-
proving passenger transportation.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $78,527,000 for
the Rural Business Program Account.

The following table provides the Committee’s recommendations,
as compared to the fiscal year 2014 and budget request levels:

RURAL BUSINESS PROGRAM ACCOUNT

[Loan levels and budget authority in thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year 2014 2015 budget Committee
appropriation request recommendations
Loan levels:
Business and industry guaranteed loans loan levels ................ 958,097 590,802 958,102
Budget authority:
Business and industry guaranteed 10aNS ........ccccoomvveniirerirnns 66,971 30,190 48,959
Business enterprise grants 24,318
Business opportunity grants 2,250
Rural business development grants 26,568
Delta Regional Authority grants 3,000 | oo 3,000
Total budget authority 96,539 30,190 78,527

Rural Business Program Account.—The Committee recommends
$500,000 for transportation technical assistance.

The Committee directs that of the $4,000,000 recommended for

rants to benefit Federally Recognized Native American Tribes,
%250,000 shall be used to implement an American Indian and Alas-
ka Native passenger transportation development and assistance
initiative.

INTERMEDIARY RELENDING PROGRAM FUND

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year— Committee
2014 level 2015 request | ecommendation
Estimated loan level 18,889 10,013 18,889
Direct loan subsidy 4,082 3,084 5,818
Administrative expenses 4439 4,249 4439
Total, loan subsidies and administrative expenses .............. 8,521 7,333 10,257
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The rural development (intermediary relending) loan program
was originally authorized by the Economic Opportunity Act of 1964
(Public Law 88-452). The making of rural development loans by
the Department of Agriculture was reauthorized by Public Law
113-79, the Agricultural Act of 2014.

Loans are made to intermediary borrowers (small investment
groups) who in turn will reloan the funds to rural businesses, com-
munity development corporations, private nonprofit organizations,
public agencies, et cetera, for the purpose of improving business,
industry, community facilities, and employment opportunities and
diversification of the economy in rural areas.

The Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990 established the program
account. Appropriations to this account will be used to cover the
lifetime subsidy costs associated with the direct loans obligated in
2015, as well as for administrative expenses.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $10,257,000 for
the Intermediary Relending Program Fund.

RURAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT

[In thousands of dollars]

Estimated loan
level

Fiscal year 2014 level 33,077
Fiscal year 2015 request 59,456
Committee recommendation 33,077

The Rural Economic Development Loans program was estab-
lished by the Reconciliation Act of December 1987 (Public Law
100-203), which amended the Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (Act
of May 20, 1936), by establishing a new section 313. This section
of the Rural Electrification Act (7 U.S.C. 901) established a cushion
of credits payment program and created the rural economic devel-
opment subaccount. The Administrator of RUS is authorized under
the act to utilize funds in this program to provide zero interest
loans to electric and telecommunications borrowers for the purpose
of promoting rural economic development and job creation projects,
including funding for feasibility studies, startup costs, and other
reasonable expenses for the purpose of fostering rural economic de-
velopment.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends a loan program level of $33,077,000,
to be funded from earnings on the Cushion of Credit and fees on
guaranteed underwriting loans made pursuant to section 313A of
the Rural Electrification Act of 1936.

RURAL COOPERATIVE DEVELOPMENT GRANTS

Appropriations, 2014 .. $26,050,000
Budget estimate, 2015 16,087,000
Committee recommendati 26,050,000

Rural cooperative development grants are authorized under sec-
tion 310B(e) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural Development Act,
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as amended. Grants are made to fund the establishment and oper-
ation of centers for rural cooperative development with their pri-
mary purpose being the improvement of economic conditions in
rural areas. Grants may be made to nonprofit institutions or insti-
tutions of higher education. Grants may be used to pay up to 75
percent of the cost of the project and associated administrative
costs. The applicant must contribute at least 25 percent from non-
Federal sources, except 1994 institutions, which only need to pro-
vide 5 percent. Grants are competitive and are awarded based on
specific selection criteria.

Cooperative research agreements are authorized by 7 U.S.C.
2204b. The funds are used for cooperative research agreements,
primarily with colleges and universities, on critical operational, or-
ganizational, and structural issues facing cooperatives.

Cooperative agreements are authorized under 7 U.S.C. 2201 to
any qualified State departments of agriculture, university, and
other State entity to conduct research that will strengthen and en-
hance the operations of agricultural marketing cooperatives in
rural areas.

The Appropriate Technology Transfer for Rural Areas [ATTRA]
program was first authorized by the Food Security Act of 1985. The
program provides information and technical assistance to agricul-
tural producers to adopt sustainable agricultural practices that are
environmentally friendly and lower production costs.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $26,050,000 for
Rural Cooperative Development Grants.

Of the funds recommended, $2,250,000 is for the Appropriate
Technology Transfer for Rural Areas program.

The Committee has included language in the bill that not more
than $3,000,000 shall be made available to cooperatives or associa-
tions of cooperatives whose primary focus is to provide assistance
to small, minority producers.

Value Added.—The Committee recommends $15,000,000 for
value-added agricultural product market development grants.

RURAL MICROENTERPRISE INVESTMENT PROGRAM

ApPropriations, 2014 ........ccccoiiiiiiiirientee ettt tesbeetenne st ente st eaes
Budget estimate, 2015 ................
Committee recommendation

This program, authorized by section 379E of the Consolidated
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1981 et seq.), provides
loans and grants to intermediaries that assist micro-entrepreneurs.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommendation does not include funding for the
Rural Microenterprise Investment Program.

RURAL ENERGY FOR AMERICA PROGRAM
Appropriations, 2014 .........ccccieiieiiiieieee e $3,500,000

Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 10,000,000
Committee recommendation 1,350,000




62

The Rural Energy for America Program is authorized under sec-
tion 9007 of the Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002
(7 U.S.C. 8107). This program may fund energy audits, direct
loans, loan guarantees, and grants to farmers, ranchers, and small
rural businesses for the purchase of renewable energy systems and
for energy efficiency improvements.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $1,350,000 for
the Rural Energy for America Program.

The following table provides the Committee’s recommendation as
compared to the fiscal year 2014 and budget request levels:

RURAL ENERGY FOR AMERICA PROGRAM

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year 2014
level

Committee

2015 request recommendation

Estimated loan level 12,760 47,259 12,760
Guaranteed loan subsidy 3,500 5,000 1,350
Grants 5,000 | oo

Biogas System Deployment.—The Committee encourages Rural
Development to support biogas system deployment with financial
and technical assistance from existing energy programs, including
the Rural Energy for America Program [REAP], the Bioenergy Pro-
gram for Advanced Biofuels, and the Biorefinery Assistance Pro-
gram.

REAP.—The Committee recognizes the opportunity for agricul-
tural operations to conserve energy and pioneer the next genera-
tion of American energy. To the greatest extent possible, the De-
gartment shall prioritize projects proposed by agricultural pro-

ucers.

RURAL UTILITIES SERVICE

The Rural Utilities Service [RUS] was established under the Fed-
eral Crop Insurance Reform and Department of Agriculture Reor-
ganization Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-354), October 13, 1994.
RUS administers the electric and telephone programs of the former
Rural Electrification Administration and the water and waste pro-
grams of the former Rural Development Administration.

RURAL WATER AND WASTE DISPOSAL PROGRAM ACCOUNT

Appropriations, 2014 $462,371,000
Budget estimate, 2015 304,000,000
Committee recommendati 463,230,000

The water and waste disposal program is authorized by sections
306, 306A, 309A, 306C, 306D, 306E, and 310B of the Consolidated
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1921 et seq., as amend-
ed). This program makes loans for water and waste development
costs. Development loans are made to associations, including cor-
porations operating on a nonprofit basis, municipalities and similar
organizations, generally designated as public or quasi-public agen-
cies, that propose projects for the development, storage, treatment,
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purification, and distribution of domestic water or the collection,
treatment, or disposal of waste in rural areas. Such grants may not
exceed 75 percent of the development cost of the projects and can
supplement other funds borrowed or furnished by applicants to pay
development costs.

The solid waste grant program is authorized under section
310B(b) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural Development Act.
Grants are made to public bodies and private nonprofit organiza-
tions to provide technical assistance to local and regional govern-
ments for the purpose of reducing or eliminating pollution of water
resources and for improving the planning and management of solid
waste disposal facilities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $463,230,000 for
the Rural Water and Waste Disposal Program Account.

The Committee recommends $66,500,000 for water and waste
disposal systems grants for Native Americans, including Native
Alaskans, the Colonias, and residents of Hawaiian Home Lands.
The Committee recognizes the special needs and problems for deliv-
ery of basic services to these populations. In addition, the Com-
mittee makes up to $15,919,000 available for the circuit rider pro-

ram.

The following table provides the Committee’s recommendations,
as compared to the fiscal year 2014 and budget request levels:

RURAL WATER AND WASTE DISPOSAL PROGRAM ACCOUNT

[Loan levels and budget authority in thousands of dollars]

Committee
recommendation

Fiscal year 2014 2015 budget
appropriation request

Loan levels:
Water and waste disposal direct [0anS ........ccooovvvererrenrnnee 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,200,000
Direct loans authorized by Public Law 83-566 40,000
Water and waste disposal guaranteed loans .............. 50,000 | oo 50,000
Total loan levels 1,290,000 1,200,000 1,250,000

Budget authority:
Water and waste disposal guaranteed loans ..........ccc......... 355 | e 295

Water and waste disposal grants 345,523 246,800 345,523
Solid waste management grants 4,000 4,000 4,000
Water well systems grants 993 | e 993
Colonias and AK/HI/Native American grants ...........c.ccoee.n. 66,500 36,480 66,500
Water and waste water revolving funds .......ccc.cooevvevieninnne 1,000 | ... 1,000
High energy cost grants 10,000 10,000
Circuit rider 15,000 15,919
Technical assistance grants 19,000 19,000

Total, budget authority 462,371 304,000 463,230

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS LOANS PROGRAM
ACCOUNT

The Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 901 et seq.) pro-
vides the statutory authority for the electric and telecommuni-
cations programs.
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The Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-508) es-
tablished the program account. An appropriation to this account
will be used to cover the lifetime subsidy costs associated with the
direct loans obligated and loan guarantees committed in fiscal year
2015, as well as for administrative expenses.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee is very concerned about the potential impacts of
a proposed rule issued by Rural Development on February 4, 2014.
The stated goal of the rule is to consolidate environmental proce-
dures of the Rural Utilities Service, Rural Business-Cooperative
Service, and Rural Housing Service. However, in its present form
the rule would dramatically increase USDA workload, and place
undue burdens on RUS and its electric borrowers without commen-
surate benefit. Before issuing a final rule, the Committee directs
Rural Development to report to the Committee on additional per-
sonnel requirements, obstacles to RUS program delivery and im-
pacts on borrowers. Furthermore, additional loan processing fees
proposed in the President’s Budget are not appropriate at this
time.

The following table reflects the Committee’s recommendation for
the Rural Electrification and Telecommunications Loans Program
Account, the loan subsidy and administrative expenses, as com-
pared to the fiscal year 2014 and budget request levels:

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year—

Committee
2014 level 2015 request | ecommendation
Loan authorizations:
Electric:
Direct FFB 5,000,000 5,000,000 5,000,000
Guaranteed underwriting 500,000 | wovveererreeieeane 500,000
Subtotal 5,500,000 5,000,000 5,500,000
Telecommunications 690,000 690,000 690,000
Total loan authorization 6,190,000 5,690,000 6,190,000
Administrative expenses 34,478 33,000 34,478
DISTANCE LEARNING, TELEMEDICINE, AND BROADBAND PROGRAM
LOANS AND GRANTS
[In thousands of dollars]
Fiscal year— Committee

2014 level 2015 request recommendation

Loan and grant levels:
Distance learning and Telemedicine Program:
Grants 24,323 24,950 24,323
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DISTANCE LEARNING, TELEMEDICINE, AND BROADBAND PROGRAM
LOANS AND GRANTS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year— Committee

2014 level 2015 request recommendation

Broadband program:
Treasury rate loans 34,430 44,238 34,430
Treasury rate loans budget authority ........ccccooeeovevveriinrieniins 4,500 8,268 6,435
Grants 10,372 20,372 10,372

Total DLT and Broadband Program level .............ccccccocvemrnnee. 69,125 89,560 69,125

Total DLT and Broadband Budget authority ......c..cccoovvuenenee 39,195 53,590 41,130

The Distance Learning, Telemedicine, and Broadband Program is
authorized by the Food, Agriculture, Conservation and Trade Act
of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 950aaa et seq.), as amended by the Federal Agri-
culture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 (Public Law 104—
127). This program provides incentives to improve the quality of
phone services, to provide access to advanced telecommunications
services and computer networks, and to improve rural opportuni-
ties.

This program provides the facilities and equipment to link rural
education and medical facilities with more urban centers and other
facilities providing rural residents access to better healthcare
through technology and increasing educational opportunities for
rural students. These funds are available for loans and grants.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $41,130,000 for
the Distance Learning, Telemedicine, and Broadband Program.
Funds recommended for the RUS broadband program are intended
to promote broadband availability in those areas where there is not
otherwise a business case for private investment in a broadband
network. The Committee encourages RUS to focus expenditures on
Ercl)éects that bring broadband service to currently unserved house-

olds.

The Committee is concerned about the longstanding, unmet
health needs in the Mississippi River Delta. The Committee rec-
ommendation includes $3,000,000 to address critical healthcare
needs in the region, as authorized by section 379G of the Consoli-
dated Farm and Rural Development Act.

Broadband Grants.—Of the funds recommended, $10,372,000 in
grants shall be made available to support broadband transmission
and local dial-up Internet services for rural areas.



TITLE IV
DOMESTIC FOOD PROGRAMS

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FOOD, NUTRITION AND
CONSUMER SERVICES

Appropriations, 2014 ..........ccceeiereereveeiereeeereeeee e ee et enens $811,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........cccccveeeeveeennenn. 816,000
Committee recommendation 816,000

The Office of the Under Secretary for Food, Nutrition and Con-
sumer Services provides direction and coordination in carrying out
the laws enacted by the Congress with respect to the Department’s
nutrition assistance activities. The Office has oversight and man-
agement responsibilities for the Food and Nutrition Service.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $816,000 for the
Office of the Under Secretary for Food, Nutrition and Consumer
Services.

Foob AND NUTRITION SERVICE

The Food and Nutrition Service represents an organizational ef-
fort to eliminate hunger and malnutrition in this country. Nutri-
tion assistance programs provide access to a nutritionally adequate
diet for families and persons with low incomes and encourage bet-
terlegting patterns among the Nation’s children. These programs
include:

Child Nutrition Programs.—The National School Lunch and
School Breakfast, Summer Food Service, and Child and Adult Care
Food programs provide funding to the States, Puerto Rico, the Vir-
gin Islands, American Samoa, and Guam for use in serving nutri-
tious lunches and breakfasts to children attending schools of high
school grades and under, to children of preschool age in child care
centers, and to children in other institutions in order to improve
the health and well-being of the Nation’s children, and broaden the
markets for agricultural food commodities. Through the Special
Milk Program, assistance is provided to the States for making re-
imbursement payments to eligible schools and child care institu-
tions which institute or expand milk service in order to increase
the consumption of fluid milk by children. Funds for this program
are provided by direct appropriation and transfer from section 32.

Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants,
and Children [WIC].—This program safeguards the health of preg-
nant, postpartum, and breast-feeding women, infants, and children
up to age 5 who are at nutritional risk because of inadequate nutri-
tion and income by providing supplemental foods. The delivery of
supplemental foods may be done through health clinics, vouchers
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redeemable at retail food stores, or other approved methods which
a cooperating State health agency may select. Funds for this pro-
gram are provided by direct appropriation.

Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program.—This program
seeks to improve nutritional standards of needy persons and fami-
lies. Assistance is provided to eligible households to enable them to
obtain a better diet by increasing their food purchasing capability,
usually by furnishing benefits in the form of electronic access to
fl'%l_nds. The program also includes Nutrition Assistance to Puerto

ico.

The program also includes the Food Distribution Program on In-
dian Reservations, which provides nutritious agricultural commod-
ities to low-income persons living on or near Indian reservations
who choose not to participate in the Supplemental Nutrition Assist-
ance Program.

Commodity Assistance Program [CAP].—This program provides
funding for the Commodity Supplemental Food Program [CSFP],
the Farmers’ Market Nutrition Program, Disaster Assistance, Pa-
cific Island Assistance, and administrative expenses for TEFAP.

CSFP provides supplemental foods to infants and children up to
age 6, and to pregnant, postpartum, and breast-feeding women
with low incomes, and who reside in approved project areas. In ad-
dition, this program operates commodity distribution projects di-
rected at low-income elderly persons.

TEFAP provides commodities and grant funds to State agencies
to assist in the cost of storage and distribution of donated commod-
ities.

Nutritious agricultural commodities are provided to residents of
the Federated States of Micronesia and the Marshall Islands. Cash
assistance is provided to distributing agencies to assist them in
meeting administrative expenses incurred. It also provides funding
for use in non-presidentially declared disasters, and for FNS’ ad-
ministrative costs in connection with relief for all disasters. Funds
for this program are provided by direct appropriation.

Nutrition Programs Administration.—Most salaries and Federal
operating expenses of the Food and Nutrition Service are funded
from this account. Also included is the Center for Nutrition Policy
and Promotion [CNPP] which oversees improvements in and revi-
sions to the food guidance systems, and serves as the focal point
for advancing and coordinating nutrition promotion and education
policy to improve the health of all Americans.

CHILD NUTRITION PROGRAMS

Appropriations, 2014 .. $19,287,957,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........... .. 20,537,000,000
Committee recommendati 20,497,000,000

The Child Nutrition Programs, authorized by the Richard B.
Russell National School Lunch Act (Public Law 79-396) and the
Child Nutrition Act of 1966 (Public Law 89-642), provide Federal
assistance to State agencies in the form of cash and commodities
for use in preparing and serving nutritious meals to children while
they are attending school, residing in service institutions, or par-
ticipating in other organized activities away from home. The pur-
pose of these programs is to help maintain the health and proper
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physical development of America’s children. Milk is provided to
children either free or at a low cost, depending on their family in-
come level. FNS provides cash subsidies to States for administering
the programs and directly administers the program in the States
which choose not to do so. Grants are also made for nutritional
training and surveys and for State administrative expenses. Under
current law, most of these payments are made on the basis of reim-
bursement rates established by law and applied to lunches and
breakfasts actually served by the States. The reimbursement rates
are adjusted annually to reflect changes in the Consumer Price
Index for food away from home.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends $20,497,000,000 for the Child Nutri-
tion Programs.

The Committee’s recommendation provides for the following an-
nual rates for the child nutrition programs.

TOTAL OBLIGATIONAL AUTHORITY

[In thousands of dollars]

Child nutrition programs 2015 budget recg%nr:]grl]%g?ion
School Lunch Program 11,369,079 11,369,079
School Breakfast Program 3,904,967 3,904,967
Child and Adult Care Food Program 3,149,700 3,149,700
Summer Food Service Program 492,738 492,738
Special Milk Program 10,350 10,350
State Administrative Expenses 264,016 264,016
Commodity Procurement 1,199,797 1,199,797
Team Nutrition/HUSSC/CMS 17,004 17,004
Food Safety Education 2,718 2,718
Coordinated Review 10,000 10,000
Computer Support 11,250 11,250
CACFP Training and Technical Assistance 8,137 8,137
CNP Studies and Evaluation 20,079 20,079
Farm to School Team 2,261 2,261
Payment Accuracy 9,904 9,904
School Meal Equipment Grants 35,000 25,000
Summer EBT Demonstration 30,000 | oo

The Committee expects FNS to utilize the National Food Service
Management Institute to carry out the food safety education pro-
gram.

School Meals.—The Committee recognizes that some schools an-
ticipate difficulties in complying with the 100 percent whole grain
requirement that is set to go in effect in July 2014. The Committee
directs the Department to consult with individual school districts
that express concern and to work with both schools and relevant
industry stakeholders.

Summer Food Service Program [SFSP].—The Committee recog-
nizes the importance of SFSP to promote year-round child nutri-
tion. The Committee encourages FNS to work with nonprofit na-
tional youth mentoring organizations in administering this pro-
gram. When working with these organizations, FNS should con-
sider organizations with national headquarters that already pro-
vide services to the community and have well defined management
practices.
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SPECIAL SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION PROGRAM FOR WOMEN, INFANTS,
AND CHILDREN [WIC]

Appropriations, 2014 .........ccociiiiiiie e $6,715,841,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........ccoeoeeviiiienne. 6,823,000,000
Committee recommendation 6,623,000,000

The special supplemental nutrition program for women, infants,
and children [WIC] is authorized by section 17 of the Child Nutri-
tion Act of 1966. Its purpose is to safeguard the health of pregnant,
breast-feeding and postpartum women and infants, and children up
to age 5 who are at nutritional risk because of inadequate nutrition
and inadequate income.

The WIC program food packages are designed to provide foods
which studies have demonstrated are lacking in the diets of the
WIC program target population. The authorized supplemental
foods are iron-fortified breakfast cereal, fruit or vegetable juice
which contains vitamin C, dry beans, peas, and peanut butter.

There are three general types of delivery systems for WIC foods:
(1) retail purchase in which participants obtain supplemental foods
through retail stores; (2) home delivery systems in which food is
delivered to the participant’s home; and (3) direct distribution sys-
tems in which participants pick up food from a distribution outlet.
The food is free of charge to all participants.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $6,623,000,000
for the Special Supplemental Food Program for Women, Infants,
and Children [WIC].

The Committee recommendation fully funds estimated WIC par-
ticipation in fiscal year 2015. The Committee recommendation in-
cludes $60,000,000 for breastfeeding support initiatives,
$14,000,000 for infrastructure, and $30,000,000 for management
information systems.

Income Eligibility.—The Food and Nutrition Service is to submit,
within 30 days, a report to the subcommittee on the policies, proce-
dures, training and technical assistance it has provided to State
WIC programs on income eligibility determination and verification
since the release of the February 2013 Government Accountability
Office report “WIC Program: Improved Oversight of Income Eligi-
bility Determination Needed.” The report is to include data from
the USDA’s regional offices on the extent to which all State WIC
programs have complied with the use of a standard set of income
eligibility and verification criteria.

WIC Food Package.—The Committee understands the Depart-
ment is working with the Institute of Medicine to make rec-
ommendations for the fish species to include in the WIC food pack-
ages that scientific evidence shows to be low in mercury and in
other respects nutritious, including wild salmon, for pregnant,
postpartum and breastfeeding women. The Committee requests a
report, within 120 days of enactment of this act, on this effort.
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SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

Appropriations, 2014 ........cccceeeeiieeeiiiieeeieeeeee e e e e e eaee e $82,169,945,000
Budget estimate, 2015 .........ccccveeecveeennnen. 84,256,387,000
Committee recommendation 82,251,387,000

The Food Stamp Program was reauthorized through fiscal year
2012 and renamed the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program
[SNAP] in the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008. The
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program attempts to alleviate
hunger and malnutrition among low-income persons by increasing
their food purchasing power. Eligible households receive SNAP
benefits with which they can purchase food through regular retail
stores.

Other programs funded through SNAP include Nutrition Assist-
ance to Puerto Rico and American Samoa, the Food Distribution
Program on Indian Reservations, the Emergency Food Assistance
Program, and the Community Food Projects program.

The Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program is currently in
operation in all 50 States, the District of Columbia, the Virgin Is-
lands, and Guam. Participating households receive food benefits,
the value of which is determined by household size and income.
The cost of the benefits is paid by the Federal Government. As re-
quired by law, the Food and Nutrition Service annually revises
household benefit allotments to reflect changes in the cost of the
thrifty food plan.

Administrative Costs.—All direct and indirect administrative
costs incurred for certification of households, issuance of benefits,
quality control, outreach, and fair hearing efforts are shared by the
Federal Government and the States on a 50-50 basis.

State Antifraud Activities.—Under the provisions of the Food and
Nutrition Act of 2008, States are eligible to be reimbursed for 50
percent of the costs of their fraud investigations and prosecutions.

States are required to implement an employment and training
program for the purpose of assisting members of households par-
ticipating in SNAP in gaining skills, training, or experience that
will increase their ability to obtain regular employment. The De-
partment of Agriculture has implemented a grant program to
States to assist them in providing employment and training serv-
ices.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $82,251,387,000
for the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program. Of the amount
recommended, $3,000,000,000 is made available as a contingency
reserve.

Food Distribution Program on Indian Reservations.—The Com-
mittee encourages the Secretary to continue the purchase of bison
from producer-owned and Native American owned cooperatives for
the Food Distribution Program on Indian Reservations. Although
funding is not provided specifically for bison purchase, historically
these purchases have been important for the Native American pop-
ulation both economically and nutritionally.
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COMMODITY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

Appropriations, 2014 .........ccccieiieiiiieieeie e $269,701,000
Budget estimate, 2015 .........cccvveeeiveeennnen. 275,701,000
Committee recommendation 275,701,000

The Commodity Assistance Program includes funding for the
Commodity Supplemental Food Program and funding to pay ex-
penses associated with the storage and distribution of commodities
through The Emergency Food Assistance Program.

The Commodity Supplemental Food Program [CSFP].—Author-
ized by section 4(a) of the Agricultural and Consumer Protection
Act of 1973 (7 U.S.C. 612¢ note), as amended in 1981 by Public
Law 97-98, this program provides supplemental food to infants and
children up to age 6, and to pregnant, post partum, and breast-
feeding women who have low incomes, and reside in approved
project areas. In addition, the program operates commodity dis-
tribution projects directed at low-income elderly persons 60 years
of age or older.

The foods for CSFP are provided by the Department of Agri-
culture for distribution through State agencies. The authorized
commodities include: iron-fortified infant formula, rice cereal,
cheese, canned juice, evaporated milk and/or nonfat dry milk,
canned vegetables or fruits, canned meat or poultry, egg mix, dehy-
drated potatoes, farina, and peanut butter and dry beans. Elderly
participants may receive all commodities except iron-fortified infant
formula and rice cereal.

The Emergency Food Assistance Program [TEFAP]—Authorized
by the Emergency Food Assistance Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 7501 et
seq.), as amended, the program provides nutrition assistance to
low-income people through prepared meals served on site and
through the distribution of commodities to low-income households
for home consumption. The commodities are provided by USDA to
State agencies for distribution through State-established networks.
State agencies make the commodities available to local organiza-
tions, such as soup kitchens, food pantries, food banks, and commu-
nity action agencies, for their use in providing nutrition assistance
to those in need.

Funds are administered by FNS through grants to State agencies
which operate commodity distribution programs. Allocation of the
funds to States is based on a formula which considers the States’
unemployment rate and the number of persons with income below
the poverty level.

Farmers’ Market Nutrition Program.—The Farmers’ Market Nu-
trition Program [FMNP] provides WIC or WIC-eligible participants
with coupons to purchase fresh, nutritious, unprepared foods, such
as fruits and vegetables, from farmers’ markets. This benefits both
participants and local farmers by increasing the awareness and use
of farmers’ markets by low-income households.

Pacific Island and Disaster Assistance.—This program provides
funding for assistance to the nuclear-affected islands in the form of
commodities and administrative funds. It also provides funding for
use in non-presidentially declared disasters and for FNS’ adminis-
trative costs in connection with relief for all disasters.




72

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $275,701,000 for
the Commodity Assistance Program. The Committee continues to
encourage the Department to distribute Commodity Assistance Pro-
gram funds equitably among the States, based on an assessment
of the needs and priorities of each State and the State’s preference
to receive commodity allocations through each of the programs
funded under this account.

Commodity Supplemental Food Program.—The Committee rec-
ommends $208,682,000 for the Commodity Supplemental Food Pro-
gram. This amount fully funds participation in fiscal year 2015.
The Committee is aware that there are additional States that have
approved applications to participate in the Commodity Supple-
mental Food Program, and encourages USDA to work to provide
sufficient funding for these States in future budget requests.

Farmers’ Market Nutrition Program.—The Committee is aware
that the Farmers’ Market Nutrition Program provides fresh fruits
and vegetables to low-income mothers and children, benefiting not
only WIC participants, but local farmers as well. Therefore, the
Committee recommends $16,548,000 for the Farmers’ Market Nu-
trition Program and directs the Secretary to obligate these funds
within 45 days.

The Emergency Food Assistance Program.—The Agricultural Act
of 2014 provides $324,000,000 for TEFAP commodities to be pur-
chased with Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program funds.
The Committee recommendation includes $49,401,000 for TEFAP
transportation, storage, and program integrity. In addition, the
Committee recommendation grants the Secretary authority to
transfer up to an additional 10 percent from TEFAP commodities
for this purpose.

The Committee encourages the Secretary to identify opportuni-
ties for increasing the supply of TEFAP commodities in the coming
fiscal year through bonus and specialty crop purchases. The De-
partment shall make available to the States domestically produced
catfish fillets for distribution to local agencies.

NUTRITION PROGRAMS ADMINISTRATION

Appropriations, 2014 ........cccceeeciieieiiiieeeieeeeee e e e e eaee e $141,348,000
Budget estimate, 2015 .........ccoeceeviiiienne. 155,000,000
Committee recommendation 155,000,000

The Nutrition Programs Administration appropriation provides
for most of the Federal operating expenses of the Food and Nutri-
tion Service, which includes the Child Nutrition Programs; Special
Milk Program; Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for
Women, Infants, and Children [WIC]; Supplemental Nutrition As-
sistance Program; Nutrition Assistance for Puerto Rico; the Com-
modity Assistance Program, including the Commodity Supple-
mental Food Program and the Emergency Food Assistance Pro-
gram; and Farmers’ Market Nutrition Program and Pacific Island
and Disaster Assistance.

The major objective of Nutrition Programs Administration is to
efficiently and effectively carry out the nutrition assistance pro-
grams mandated by law. This is to be accomplished by the fol-
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lowing: (1) giving clear and consistent guidance and supervision to
State agencies and other cooperators; (2) assisting the States and
other cooperators by providing program, managerial, financial, and
other advice and expertise; (3) measuring, reviewing, and analyzing
the progress being made toward achieving program objectives; and
(4) carrying out regular staff support functions.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $155,000,000 for
Nutrition Programs Administration. Included in this amount is
$12,999,000 for payments to the General Services Administration
for rent and for payments to the Department of Homeland Security
for building security activities, which was previously funded
through the Agriculture Buildings and Facilities and Rental Pay-
ments account.



TITLE V
FOREIGN ASSISTANCE AND RELATED PROGRAMS

FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

[In thousands of dollars]

Transfers from

loan accounts Total

Appropriations

Appropriations, 2014 177,863 6,394 184,257
Budget estimate, 2015 182,563 6,394 188,957
Committee recommendation 182,797 6,394 189,191

The Foreign Agricultural Service [FAS] was established March
10, 1953, by Secretary’s Memorandum No. 1320, supplement 1.
Public Law 83-690, approved August 28, 1954, transferred the ag-
ricultural attachés from the Department of State to the Foreign Ag-
ricultural Service.

The mission of FAS overseas is to represent U.S. agricultural in-
terests, to promote export of domestic farm products, improve world
trade conditions, and report on agricultural production and trade
in foreign countries. FAS staff are stationed at 98 offices around
the world where they provide expertise in agricultural economics
and marketing, as well as provide attaché services.

FAS carries out several export assistance programs to counter
the adverse effects of unfair trade practices by competitors on U.S.
agricultural trade. The Export Enhancement Program uses CCC-
owned commodities as export bonuses to provide export enhance-
ments to U.S. producers. The Market Access Program [MAP] con-
ducts both generic and brand-identified promotional programs in
conjunction with nonprofit agricultural associations and private
firms financed through reimbursable CCC payments.

The General Sales Manager was established pursuant to section
5(f) of the charter of the Commodity Credit Corporation and 15
U.S.C. 714-714p. The funds allocated to the General Sales Man-
ager are used for conducting the following programs: (1) CCC Ex-
port Credit Guarantee Program (GSM-102), including facilities fi-
nancing guarantees; (2) Food for Peace; (3) section 416b Overseas
Donations Program; (4) Market Access Program; and (5) programs
authorized by the Commodity Credit Corporation Charter Act in-
cluding barter, export sales of most CCC-owned commodities, ex-
port payments, and other programs as assigned to encourage and
enhance the export of U.S. agricultural commodities.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends $189,191,000 for the Foreign Agri-
cultural Service, including a direct appropriation of $182,797,000.
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Included in this amount is $1,140,000 for payments to the General
Services Administration for rent and for payments to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security for building security activities, which
was previously funded through the Agriculture Buildings and Fa-
cilities and Rental Payments account. While the Committee has a
history of supporting USDA reconstruction and stabilization activi-
ties, the Committee expects appropriated funds to be used for es-
tablished FAS trade promotion, trade policy, trade capacity build-
ing, and food security efforts.

Borlaug Fellows Program.—The Committee recommendation in-
cludes $1,500,000 for the Borlaug International Agricultural
Science and Technology Fellows Program. This program provides
training for international scientists and policymakers from selected
developing countries. The fellows work closely with U.S. specialists
in their fields of expertise and apply that knowledge in their home
countries. The Committee recognizes the importance of this pro-
gram in helping developing countries strengthen their agricultural
practices and food security.

Cochran Fellowship Program.—The Committee recommendation
includes $5,300,000 for the Cochran Fellowship Program. The Com-
mittee encourages the Secretary to continue to provide additional
support for the program through the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion Emerging Markets Program.

Foreign Market Development Cooperator Program.—The Com-
mittee expects the FAS to fund the Foreign Market Development
Cooperator Program.

Market Access Program.—The Committee continues the full man-
datory funding for the Market Access Program and expects the De-
partment to administer the program as authorized in 7 U.S.C.
5623, without changing the eligibility requirements for participa-
tion of cooperative organizations, small businesses, trade associa-
tions, and other entities.

FOOD FOR PEACE TITLE I DIRECT CREDIT AND FOOD FOR PROGRESS
PROGRAM ACCOUNT

Appropriations, 2014 ..........c.cceeeereererieiereereereeeeee e ee e et enens $2,735,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........ccoeceeviiiiennne. 2,528,000
Committee recommendation 2,528,000

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $2,528,000 for
administrative expenses to continue servicing existing Food for
Peace title I agreements.

FOOD FOR PEACE TITLE II GRANTS

Appropriations, 2014 .........cccccieiiieiiieiieeieee e $1,466,000,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........ccccceeeeeveeennen. 1,400,000,000
Committee recommendation 1,466,000,000

Commodities Supplied in Connection With Dispositions Abroad
(Title I1) (7 U.S.C. 1721-1726).—Commodities are supplied without
cost through foreign governments to combat malnutrition and to
meet famine and other emergency requirements. Commodities are
also supplied for nonemergencies through public and private agen-
cies, including intergovernmental organizations. The Commodity
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Credit Corporation pays ocean freight on shipments under this
title, and may also pay overland transportation costs to a land-
locked country, as well as internal distribution costs in emergency
situations. The funds appropriated for title II are made available
to private voluntary organizations and cooperatives to assist these
organizations in meeting administrative and related costs.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $1,466,000,000
for Food for Peace title II grants.

MC GOVERN-DOLE INTERNATIONAL FOOD FOR EDUCATION AND CHILD
NUTRITION PROGRAM GRANTS

Appropriations, 2014 ........cccceeeiieieriiieeeiiree e eebee e $185,126,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ................ 185,126,000
Committee recommendation 185,126,000

The McGovern-Dole International Food for Education and Child
Nutrition Program helps support education, child development, and
food security for some of the world’s poorest children. The program
provides for donations of U.S. agricultural products, as well as fi-
nancial and technical assistance, for school feeding and maternal
and child nutrition projects in low-income, food-deficit countries
that are committed to universal education. Commodities made
available for donation through agreements with private voluntary
organizations, cooperatives, intergovernmental organizations, and
foreign governments may be donated for direct feeding or for local
sale to generate proceeds to support school feeding and nutrition
projects.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $185,126,000 for
the McGovern-Dole International Food for Education and Child Nu-
trition Program.

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION EXPORT LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(EXPORT CREDIT PROGRAMS AND GSM-102)

[In thousands of dollars]

Guaranteed loan Administrative
levels expenses

Appropriations, 2014 5,500,000 6,748
Budget estimate, 2015 5,500,000 6,748
Committee recommendation 5,500,000 6,748

In 1980, the Commodity Credit Corporation [CCC] instituted the
Export Credit Guarantee Program (GSM-102) under its charter au-
thority. With this program, CCC guarantees, for a fee, payments
due U.S. exporters under deferred payment sales contracts (up to
36 months) for defaults due to commercial as well as noncommer-
cial risks. The risk to CCC extends from the date of export to the
end of the deferred payment period covered in the export sales con-
tract and covers only that portion of the payments agreed to in the
assurance agreement. Operation of this program is based on cri-
teria which will assure that it is used only where it is determined
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that it will develop new market opportunities and maintain and ex-
pand existing world markets for U.S. agricultural commodities. The
program encourages U.S. financial institutions to provide financing
to those areas where the institutions would be unwilling to provide
financing in the absence of the CCC guarantees. CCC also provides
facilities financing guarantees.

The Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990 establishes the program
account. The subsidy costs of the CCC export guarantee programs
are exempt from the requirement of advance appropriations of
budget authority according to section 504(c)(2) of the Federal Cred-
it Reform Act of 1990, Public Law 101-508. Appropriations to this
account will be used for administrative expenses.



TITLE VI
RELATED AGENCY AND FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION

The Food and Drug Administration [FDA] is a scientific regu-
latory agency whose mission is to promote and protect the public
health and safety of Americans. FDA’s work is a blend of science
and law. The Food and Drug Administration Amendments Act of
2007 [FDAAA] (Public Law 110-85) reaffirmed the responsibilities
of the FDA: to ensure safe and effective products reach the market
in a timely way, and to monitor products for continued safety while
they are in use. In addition, FDA is entrusted with two critical
functions in the Nation’s war on terrorism: preventing willful con-
tamination of all regulated products, including food, and improving
the availability of medications to prevent or treat injuries caused
by biological, chemical, radiological, or nuclear agents.

The FDA Foods program has the primary responsibility for as-
suring that the food supply, quality of foods, food ingredients and
dietary supplements are safe, sanitary, nutritious, wholesome, and
honestly labeled, and that cosmetic products are safe and properly
labeled. The variety and complexity of the food supply has grown
dramatically while new and more complex safety issues, such as
emerging microbial pathogens, natural toxins, and technological in-
novations in production and processing, have developed. This pro-
gram plays a major role in keeping the United States food supply
among the safest in the world.

In January 2011, the Food Safety Modernization Act was signed
into law. This law enables FDA to better protect public health by
strengthening the food safety system. It enables FDA to focus more
on preventing food safety and feed problems rather than relying
primarily on reacting to problems after they occur. The law also
provides FDA with new enforcement authorities designed to
achieve higher rates of compliance with prevention- and risk-based
food and feed safety standards and to better respond to and contain
problems when they do occur. The law also gives FDA important
new tools to hold imported food and feed to the same standards as
domestic food and feed and directs FDA to build an integrated na-
tional food safety system in partnership with State and local au-
thorities.

The FDA Drugs programs are comprised of four separate areas,
Human Drugs, Animal Drugs, Medical Devices and Biologics. FDA
is responsible for the lifecycle of products, including premarket re-
view and postmarket surveillance of human and animal drugs,
medical devices and biological products to ensure their safety and
effectiveness. For Human Drugs this includes assuring that all
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drug products used for the prevention, diagnosis and treatment of
disease are safe and effective. Additional procedures include the re-
view of investigational new drug applications; evaluation of market
applications for new and generic drugs, labeling and composition of
prescription and over-the-counter drugs; monitoring the quality and
safety of products manufactured in, or imported into, the United
States; and, regulating the advertising and promotion of prescrip-
tion drugs. The Animal Drugs and Feeds Program ensures only
safe and effective veterinary drugs, intended for the treatment and/
or prevention of diseases in animals and the improved production
of food-producing animals, are approved for marketing.

The FDA Biologics program assures that blood and blood prod-
ucts, blood test kits, vaccines, and therapeutics are pure, potent,
safe, effective, and properly labeled. The program inspects blood
banks and blood processors, licenses and inspects firms collecting
human source plasma, evaluates and licenses biologics manufac-
turing firms and products; lot releases licensed products; and mon-
itors adverse events associated with vaccine immunization, blood
products, and other biologics.

The FDA Devices and Radiological program ensures the safety
and effectiveness of medical devices and eliminates unnecessary
human exposure to manmade radiation from medical, occupational,
and consumer products. In addition, the program enforces quality
standards under the Mammography Quality Standards Act (Public
Law 108-365). Medical devices include thousands of products from
thermometers and contact lenses to heart pacemakers, hearing
aids, and MRIs. Radiological products include items such as micro-
wave ovens and video display terminals.

FDA’s National Center for Toxicological Research in Jefferson,
Arkansas, serves as a specialized resource, conducting peer-review
scientific research that provides the basis for FDA to make sound
science-based regulatory decisions through its premarket review
and postmarket surveillance. The research is designed to define
and understand the biological mechanisms of action underlying the
toxicity of products and lead to developing methods to improve as-
sessment of human exposure, susceptibility and risk of those prod-
ucts regulated by FDA.

In 2009, Congress granted FDA new authority to regulate the
manufacture, distribution, and marketing of tobacco products. FDA
exercises this responsibility by protecting the public health from
the health effects of tobacco, setting scientific standards and stand-
ards for tobacco product review, conducting compliance activities to
enforce its authority over tobacco, and conducting public education
and outreach about the health effects of tobacco products.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

[In thousands of dollars]

Appropriation User fees Total

Appropriations, 2014 2,551,905 1,825,965 4,377,870
Budget estimate, 2015 2,575,383 2,161,827 4,737,210
Committee recommendation 2,588,536 1,902,324 4,490,860
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COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $2,588,536,000
for FDA salaries and expenses. The Committee also recommends
$798,000,000 in Prescription Drug User Fee Act user fee collec-
tions; $128,282,000 in Medical Device User Fee and Modernization
Act user fee collections; $22,464,000 in Animal Drug User Fee Act
user fee collections; $6,944,000 in Animal Generic Drug User Fee
Act user fee collections; $566,000,000 in Tobacco Product user fee
collections; $312,116,000 in Generic Drug User Fee Act user fee col-
lections; $21,014,000 in Biosimilar User Fee Act user fee collec-
tions; $5,300,000 in Voluntary Qualified Importer Program collec-
tions; $1,434,000 in food and feed recall collections; $6,414,000 in
food reinspection collections; $19,705,000 in Mammography Quality
Standards Act fee collections; and $13,651,000 in export and certifi-
cation fees, as assumed in the President’s budget. The Committee
recommendation includes bill language which prohibits FDA from
developing, establishing, or operating any program of user fees au-
thorized by 31 U.S.C. 9701.

The Committee recommendation does not include proposed user
fees for food facility registration and inspection, food import, food
contact substance notification, cosmetics, and international courier
imports. None of these user fee proposals have been authorized by
Congress. The Committee will continue to monitor any action by
the appropriate authorizing Committees regarding these proposed
user fees.

For direct appropriations, the Committee recommendation is con-
sistent with the budget request, including fully funding the amount
requested for implementation of the Food Safety Modernization
Act. In addition, the Committee recommendation includes a
$4,000,000 increase for the National Antimicrobial Resistance Mon-
itoring System.

The Committee expects FDA to continue all projects, activities,
laboratories, and programs as included in fiscal year 2014 unless
otherwise specified.

The following table reflects the Committee’s recommendations, as
compared to the fiscal year 2014 and budget request levels:

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION SALARIES AND EXPENSES

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year— Committee
2014 enacted 2015 request recommendation
Centers and related field activities:

Foods 882,817 903,403 903,403
Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition [CFSAN] ..... 266,408 279,994 279,994

Field Activities 616,409 623,409 623,409
Human Drugs 466,374 479,678 484,223
Center for Drug Evaluation and Research [CDER] ........... 339,838 347,513 347,873

Field Activities 126,536 132,165 136,350
Biologics 210,928 209,754 209,754
Center for Biologics Evaluation and Research [CBER] ..... 170,744 169,890 169,890

Field Activities 40,184 39,864 39,864
Animal Drugs 141,566 144,577 148,577
Center for Veterinary Medicine [CVM] .....ccooevvecveviveisienns 87,846 90,505 94,505

Field Activities 53,720 54,072 54,072
Medical and radiological devices 320,825 317,937 317,937
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FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION SALARIES AND EXPENSES—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Fiscal year— Committee

2014 enacted 2015 request recommendation

Center for Devices and Radiological Health ..................... 240,345 238,308 238,308

Field Activities 80,480 79,629 79,629

National Center for Toxicological Research ...........cccccoovverrnnee. 62,494 58,998 63,331
Other Activities 172,107 175,360 175,635
Rent and related activities 132,718 116,340 116,340
Rental Payments to GSA 162,076 169,336 169,336

Total, FDA salaries and expenses, new budget authority ..... 2,551,905 2,575,383 2,588,536

Abuse Deterrent Drug Development.—The Committee urges FDA
to make faster progress on setting and applying appropriate regu-
latory incentives and expectations regarding abuse-deterrent
opioids. This includes finalizing the January 2013 draft guidance
on evaluation and labeling of abuse-deterrent opioids and pub-
lishing draft guidance on the assessment of generic versions of such
products. The draft guidance on generics should include a discus-
sion of whether and in what circumstances human abuse liability
studies will be needed, and if so, how applicants can ensure that
such studies are acceptable for review by FDA. The Committee fur-
ther urges FDA to include, where appropriate, descriptions of stud-
ies of a product’s abuse-deterrent properties when a sponsor has
not yet established a claim of abuse deterrence.

Antibiotics.—The Commissioner is urged to devise a strategy to
help ensure the use of medically important antibiotics in food ani-
mals for disease prevention, as defined in guidance for Industry
No. 213, that is judicious and appropriate. Additionally, the Com-
missioner is directed to finalize a Veterinary Feed Directive rule
prior to April 1, 2015, and is encouraged to include provisions that
provide adequate assurance that licensed veterinarians will be fa-
miliar with the animals and premises where they are kept when
prescribing medically important antibiotics for use in food animals.

Artificial Pancreas.—The Committee commends the FDA for tak-
ing critical steps in advancing artificial pancreas systems, includ-
ing its recent approval of the threshold suspend system. The Com-
mittee encourages the FDA to continue collaboration with key
stakeholders to ensure that artificial pancreas systems are further
developed, tested and approved, ensuring timely access to safe and
effective systems for patients with type I diabetes.

Compounding Guidance Documents.—The Committee notes that
the Food and Drug Administration has begun implementing the
Compounding Quality Act by releasing guidances and working to
appoint members to the Pharmacy Compounding Advisory Com-
mittee. The Committee is concerned that the Food and Drug Ad-
ministration is not meeting with any stakeholders before publicly
releasing further guidance for public comment. The Committee di-
rects the Food and Drug Administration to meet with stakeholders
to help inform the implementation of the Compounding Quality Act
to ensure continued access to safe compounded drugs for which
there is a clinical need.
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Comprehensive Device Review Assessment.—FDA is directed to
participate in a comprehensive assessment of the process for the re-
view of device applications conducted by an independent entity ca-
pable of performing technical analysis, management assessment,
and program evaluation for the device review program. In consulta-
tion with FDA and industry, the assessment should include, but is
not limited to, an identification of process improvements and best
practices for conducting predictable, efficient, and consistent pre-
market reviews that meet regulatory review standards; analysis of
elements of the review process to facilitate a more efficient process;
assessment of FDA methods and controls for collecting and report-
ing information on premarket review process resource use and per-
formance; assessment of the effectiveness of FDA’s Reviewer Train-
ing Program implementation; and recommendations for ongoing
periodic assessments and any additional, more detailed or focused
program assessments. Following this assessment, FDA is directed
to report to the Committee, within 120 days of the enactment of
this act, on the findings of the assessment and the agency’s plan
to incorporate those findings and recommendations, as appropriate,
into its management of the premarket review program.

Counterfeit Products.—The Committee recommendation includes
an increase of $4,820,000 to provide FDA with additional resources
to investigate counterfeit drugs both within the United States and
internationally. These funds will be used to complete undercover
purchases of suspected counterfeit products for testing; to remove
counterfeit products from the market; and to prosecute criminal ac-
tors. The Committee believes that the growing marketplace for
counterfeit drugs available on the Internet is particularly con-
cerning, and these funds will allow FDA to enhance its cybercrime
program, which will ultimately allow FDA to seek appropriate
criminal fines and forfeitures, and to protect the public health.

Fixed Dose Combination Drugs.—The Committee applauds the
agency’s issuance of draft guidance to promote the development of
fixed combination drug products for critical diseases like cancer,
HIV, global diseases like malaria and tuberculosis, and against
health threats like drug-resistant infections. The Committee en-
courages the FDA to finalize the guidance by the end of this cal-
endar year to facilitate development of new treatments against se-
rious and life-threatening diseases.

Food Safety Modernization Act.—The Committee notes that FDA
has stated its intent to re-propose certain sections of the Food Safe-
ty Modernization Act proposed rules for produce safety and preven-
tive controls for human food and animal food because significant
changes are warranted. The Committee is concerned that the agen-
cy only intends to address discrete portions of these proposed rules.
FDA is reminded that the activities covered by the proposed rules
are complex and interrelated and that the concerns raised by the
rules are broader than the handful of items FDA has announced
that it will address. The agency shall ensure that all Food Safety
Modernization Act regulations are science-based, risk-based, and
flexible, taking into account the different risks posed by different
commodities. For example, the secondary market for spent grains
and byproduct from human food manufacturing and agricultural
practices is an important part of the supply chain for agricultural
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producers that reduces waste and produces safe, cost effective ani-
mal feed. FDA should reconsider how its proposed preventive con-
trols for animal food rule will affect this relationship and the envi-
ronment. Additionally, FDA should take into account the diversity
of many integrated livestock and poultry feeding arrangements,
and aquaculture feeding arrangements, when promulgating the
final rule.

Further, FDA is directed to ensure that the public has an oppor-
tunity to review and comment on all preventive controls for human
food requirements, accompanied by an economic analysis, including
such elements as supplier verification, environmental monitoring,
and verification testing of products in the form of a proposed rule,
not an interim final or final rule. FDA should allow flexibility in
the location and frequency of verification testing. The Committee
strongly encourages the agency to re-propose the produce safety
and preventive controls for human and animal food rules in their
entirety so stakeholders may comment on the agency’s proposals as
a whole.

Food Safety Outreach and Technical Assistance.—As FDA imple-
ments the requirements of the Food Safety Modernization Act
[FSMA], it is critical that the agency work with USDA to perform
outreach and technical assistance to farmers and small businesses
to help them understand FSMA requirements and resources avail-
able to help with FSMA compliance as rules are developed and im-
plemented. The Committee recommendation includes $2,500,000
for the National Institute of Food and Agriculture to conduct exten-
sion activities related to FSMA, as requested in the budget.

Global Drug Supply Chain.—FDA is directed to ensure that ade-
quate resources are dedicated to the Office Global Regulatory Oper-
ations and Policy and the Center for Drug Evaluation and Research
to advance the agency’s strategic priority of strengthening the safe-
ty and integrity of the global drug supply chain. In order to ad-
vance this initiative, resources should be dedicated to FDA’s inter-
national leadership to combat threats to global health and the glob-
al drug supply chain from counterfeit medicines; promote regu-
latory convergence and the harmonization of international stand-
ards that will strengthen global drug supply chain security; and
build upon and achieve key goals as articulated in FDA’s reports
on Global Engagement and the Pathway to Global Product Safety
and Quality. As part of this effort, funding and personnel should
be dedicated to advance the success of key efforts, including the
FDA-championed Global Road Map on Medical Product Quality and
Supply Chain Integrity under the Asia Pacific Economic Coopera-
tion Regulatory Harmonization Steering Committee which will re-
quire FDA’s continued leadership to ensure its success and tangible
outcomes. In addition, adequate resources should be dedicated to
FDA’s work to improve policy, international cooperation, and en-
forcement collaboration related to the Internet and the unprece-
dented growth in illegal drug sales via the Internet, including the
online trade of counterfeit, adulterated, misbranded, and unap-
proved drugs.

Import Shipments.—The Commissioner is encouraged to ensure
that sufficient FDA personnel are available to clear shipments ex-
peditiously at the time of their arrival at the port of entry, includ-
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ing outside normal working hours and on holidays. The Commis-
sioner is further encouraged to work to develop a process by which
shipments from highly compliant importers may be released with
minimal administrative disruption. Recognizing that FDA has a re-
sponsibility to ensure legitimate trade is cleared rapidly and that
compliant shipments are not unduly detained, FDA is directed to
provide two reports to the Committees on Appropriations, the first
6 months after the enactment of this act, and the second in 6 addi-
tional months. These reports shall provide information on the num-
ber of shipments being identified for FDA examination as a per-
centage of all shipments subject to FDA regulatory review and the
number of violative products detained as a percentage of those
being held.

Inclusion in Clinical Trials.—Research has shown that gender
differences, as well as differences based on age, race, or other fac-
tors, may contribute to differences in the safety and efficacy of
drugs, biologics, and devices. The Committee directs FDA to en-
courages diverse participation, including women, racial and ethnic
minorities, and the elderly, to help assure that clinical trials are
representative of those individuals who ultimately will use these
medical products, and that the products will be safe and effective
for people in these demographic subgroups. The Committee urges
the FDA to issue the Action Plan required by section 907 of the
Food and Drug Administration Safety and Innovation Act and pro-
vide a timeline for implementation of the actions FDA will take, in
cooperation with industry stakeholders, to ensure that women, mi-
norities, and others are appropriately represented in clinical re-
search, that meaningful subgroup analyses of clinical trials are con-
ducted, and that subgroup specific clinical trial results are made
publically available in an accessible and timely manner.

Mammography Quality Standards Act.—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes full funding as requested for implementa-
tion of the Mammography Quality Standards Act. This program
sets national quality standards for mammography facilities, equip-
ment, personnel and operating procedures, and has improved the
quality of mammography and made mammograms a more reliable
tool to detect breast cancers.

Nanotechnology.—The Committee recognizes the increased capa-
bilities that FDA has developed to study environment, health, and
safety of nanomaterials within FDA’s Jefferson Laboratory Cam-
pus, including the National Center for Toxicological Research, and
its consolidated headquarters at White Oak, Maryland. The Com-
mittee expects FDA to continue to support collaborative research
with universities and industry on the toxicology of nanotechnology
products and processes in accordance with the National Nanotech-
nology Initiative Environment, Health, and Safety Research Strat-
egy as updated in October 2011.

Office of Cosmetics and Colors.—The Committee recommendation
includes not less than $11,700,000 for cosmetics activities, includ-
ing not less than $7,200,000 for the Office of Colors and Cosmetics
[OCAC]. Funding provided for OCAC is for direct support of the op-
eration, staffing, compliance, research and international activities
performed by this office. The Committee notes that every year since
fiscal year 2012, it has requested that OCAC respond to a citizen
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petition setting safety levels for trace amount of lead in cosmetics.
The Committee is disappointed that OCAC has not responded to
these requests and urges OCAC to make this a priority. Therefore,
the Committee directs the Office of Colors and Cosmetics to re-
spond to the petition by March 15, 2015. Additionally, in light of
China’s importance to U.S.-based manufacturers and consumers,
the Committee directs FDA establish a bilateral technical dialogue
with Chinese regulators. The Committee directs FDA to promote
international regulatory harmonization and trade in cosmetic prod-
ucts by supporting international trade negotiations on cosmetics in
bilateral and multilateral trade agreements.

Oversight Activities.—The Committee notes that over the past 5
years FDA’s responsibilities have grown significantly and resources
available to the agency have increased more than 60 percent. The
Committee is concerned that oversight of FDA has not kept pace
with the growth in the agency’s regulatory authority or funding.
Therefore, the Committee recommendation includes $1,500,000 for
the HHS Office of Inspector General specifically for oversight of
FDA activities. The funding provided under this appropriation is in
addition to FDA oversight activities supported within the Inspector
General’s regular appropriation. The Committee instructs the In-
spector General to submit a plan, within 60 days of the enactment
of this act, on the additional oversight activities planned with this
funding.

Pediatric Device Consortia Grants.—The Committee is pleased
that the nine FDA-funded Pediatric Device Consortia have assisted
in advancing the development of 324 proposed pediatric medical de-
vices since its inception in 2009, as well as promoting job-growth
in the healthcare sector, and as such, continues to support this crit-
ical effort. The program funds consortia to assist innovators in de-
veloping medical and surgical devices designed for the unique
needs of children, needs that often go unmet by devices currently
available on the market. However, the Committee remains con-
cerned that children’s medical devices continue to lag behind those
manufactured for adults and directs the FDA to fund the program
at the levels authorized by the Food and Drug Safety and Innova-
tion Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-144).

Prescription Drug Inserts—The Committee is aware that FDA is
considering regulatory changes that could eliminate printed profes-
sional inserts for prescription drugs. A July 2013 GAO report on
the topic concluded that while there were potential public health
benefits associated with electronic drug labeling, relying exclusively
on electronic labeling could disadvantage physicians, pharmacists,
other healthcare providers, and ultimately patients, potentially ad-
versely impacting public health. Therefore, the Committee directs
FDA to ensure that any proposed regulation regarding electronic
inserts of drug labeling does not come in lieu of paper inserts.

Seafood Advisory.—The Committee is concerned that after many
years, the FDA has not published an updated advice on seafood
consumption for pregnant women, mothers and children. The Com-
mittee directs the FDA to publish final advice to pregnant women
on seafood consumption in conjunction with all applicable parties
as directed in House Report 112-101 and Senate Report 112-73 by
June 30, 2014.
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Seafood Economic Integrity.—The Committee recognizes the im-
portance of seafood to a healthy diet, but is concerned that the
FDA does not focus sufficient attention on economic integrity
issues, particularly with respect to mislabeling of species, weights,
and treatment. The Committee encourages the FDA to work with
States and the Department of Commerce to more aggressively com-
bat fraud in parts of the seafood industry.

Shellfish Embargo.—As a result of a dispute over sanitation pro-
tocols, the European Union imposed a retaliatory ban on U.S. shell-
fish in July 2010, depriving U.S. shellfish growers of a lucrative
market. The Committee is concerned that, in nearly 4 years, a reso-
lution has not been achieved. The Committee recommends that the
FDA continue its ongoing consultation with the U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative [USTR] to address the issue as expeditiously as pos-
sible. The FDA is also directed to provide a report to the Com-
mittee on this issue within 100 days.

Special Protocol Assessment.—The Committee is aware that
questions have arisen in connection with the rescission of a Special
Protocol Assessment [SPA] Agreement. While FDA can rescind a
SPA agreement reached under section 505(b)(5)(C) of the Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act if certain requirements are met, the Com-
mittee expects that FDA should be accountable for continued dili-
gence in in identifying issues that bear on a SPA agreement and
in notifying the sponsor of such issues within a reasonable period
of time after FDA becomes aware. To ensure clarity over the stand-
ard to rescind a SPA agreement, the Committee encourages FDA
to revise and re-issue, after public comment, its existing guidance
regarding SPA agreements, including the statutory standards asso-
ciated with the rescission of such agreements.

Sunscreen Labeling Regulations.—The Committee is pleased that
FDA finalized regulations establishing significant new labeling and
testing requirements for products marketed under FDA’s mono-
graph for over-the-counter sunscreen drug products. The Com-
mittee directs the FDA to finalize its proposed rule limiting the
maximum Sun Protection Factor [SPF] to “50” or “560+” and issue
a proposed rule to establish testing and labeling standards for sun-
screen sprays.

User Fees.—The Committee notes that the restoration in fiscal
year 2014 of user fees sequestered in fiscal year 2013 was to be
used by FDA to mitigate the impact of the sequester on the user
fee programs. This includes the hiring of new staff, and FDA initia-
tives supported by PDUFA user fees, including the regulatory
science activities as outlined in sections IX, X, and XI of the
PDUFA Reauthorization Performance Goals and Procedures Fiscal
Years 2013 Through 2017. The Committee requests that FDA pro-
vide a detailed financial summary for the restored fiscal year 2013
PDUFA user fees; identify funding spent to date; and a detailed
plan for the allocation of the remaining funds. Specifically, the
Committee requests that FDA identify and report to the Committee
an itemized accounting of any and all funds expended for each of
the regulatory science activities as outlined in sections IX, X, and
XTI of the PDUFA V Performance Goals and provide a plan for how
the PDUFA wuser fees will be allocated for each such activity
through fiscal year 2017.
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White Oak Consolidation.—The Commissioner is directed to iden-
tify in FDA’s fiscal year 2016 budget justification the funding level
that is necessary to complete Phase II and Phase III of the White
Oak Consolidation. Additionally, the Committee expects FDA to
provide a justification and spending plan in subsequent budget re-
quests for completion of both Phase II and Phase III of the White
Oak Consolidation.

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES

Appropriations, 2014 ........cccecererierieiieieiee et $8,788,000
Budget estimate, 2015 ........ccoeceeriieinnne. 8,788,000
Committee recommendation 8,788,000

FDA maintains offices and staff in 49 States and in the District
of Columbia and Puerto Rico, including field laboratories and spe-
cialized facilities, as well as the National Center for Toxicological
Research complex. Repairs, modifications, improvements, and con-
struction to FDA headquarters and field facilities must be made to
preserve the properties, ensure employee safety, meet changing
program requirements, and permit the agency to keep its labora-
tory methods up to date.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $8,788,000 for
FDA buildings and facilities. This funding shall be used to upgrade
FDA facilities and laboratories which are currently below public
safety standards and incapable of performing agency requirements.

INDEPENDENT AGENCY
FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

Appropriations, 2014 ........ccceceririerieiieieieeeet e $62,600,000
Budget estimate, 2015 .........cccceveeveeennnen. 65,100,000
Committee recommendation 65,100,000

The Farm Credit Administration [FCA] is the independent agen-
cy in the executive branch of the Government responsible for the
examination and regulation of the banks, associations, and other
institutions of the Farm Credit System.

Activities of the Farm Credit Administration include the plan-
ning and execution of examinations of Farm Credit System institu-
tions and the preparation of examination reports. FCA also promul-
gates regulations, establishes standards, enforces rules and regula-
tions, and approves certain actions of the institutions.

The administration and the institutions under its jurisdiction
now operate under authorities contained in the Farm Credit Act of
1971, Public Law 92-181, effective December 10, 1971. Public Law
99-205, effective December 23, 1985, restructured FCA and gave
the agency regulatory authorities and enforcement powers.

The act provides for the farmer-owned cooperative system to
make sound, adequate, and constructive credit available to farmers
and ranchers and their cooperatives, rural residences, and associa-
tions and other entities upon which farming operations are depend-
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ent, and to modernize existing farm credit law to meet current and
future rural credit needs.

The Agricultural Credit Act of 1987 authorized the formation of
the Federal Agricultural Mortgage Corporation [FAMC] to operate
a secondary market for agricultural and rural housing mortgages.
The Farm Credit Administration, under section 8.11 of the Farm
Credit Act of 1971, as amended, is assigned the responsibility of
regulating this entity and assuring its safe and sound operation.

Expenses of the Farm Credit Administration are paid by assess-
ments collected from the Farm Credit System institutions and by
assessments to the Federal Agricultural Mortgage Corporation.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends a limitation of $65,100,000 on ad-
ministrative expenses of the Farm Credit Administration.

Annual Report—The Committee recognizes the importance of
the Farm Credit System in agricultural finance, including lending
to beginning farmers and ranchers and to farmers and ranchers
utilizing local and regional food markets. The Committee encour-
ages the Farm Credit Administration to provide to the Committee
an annual report with data and analysis of the operations and
achievements of the Farm Credit System in providing financial and
other forms of support for farms and ranches serving emerging
local and regional food markets, including but not limited to begin-
ning farmers and ranchers.



TITLE VII
GENERAL PROVISIONS

The Committee recommends the following provisions:

Section 701. This section makes funds available for the purchase,
replacement, and hire of passenger motor vehicles.

Section 702. This section gives the Secretary of Agriculture au-
thority to transfer unobligated balances to the Working Capital
Fund and clarifies longstanding practices associated with the Fund.

Section 703. This section limits the funding provided in the bill
to 1 year, unless otherwise specified.

Section 704. This section limits negotiated indirect costs on coop-
erative agreements between the Department of Agriculture and
nonprofit organizations to 10 percent.

Section 705. This section makes appropriations to the Depart-
ment of Agriculture for the cost of direct guaranteed loans avail-
able until expended to disburse obligations for certain Rural Devel-
opment programs.

Section 706. This section prohibits the purchase of new informa-
tion technology equipment in excess of $25,000 without the prior
approval of the Chief Information Officer.

Section 707. This section makes funds for certain conservation
programs available until expended to disburse certain obligations
made in the current fiscal year.

Section 708. This section makes certain former Rural Utilities
Service borrowers eligible for the Rural Economic Development
loan and grant program.

Section 709. This section includes language regarding a limita-
tion of funds.

Section 710. This section provides funds for Rural Development
and the Farm Service Agency information technology expenses.

Section 711. This section includes language regarding reconsti-
tuted infant formula.

Section 712. This section includes language regarding first-class
travel.

Section 713. This section includes language regarding the Com-
modity Credit Corporation.

Section 714. This section limits the amount of funding available
to reimburse the Commodity Credit Corporation for the release of
commodities under the Bill Emerson Humanitarian Trust.

Section 715. This section makes funds available for the expenses
and activities of certain advisory committees, panels, commissions,
and task forces at the Department of Agriculture.

Section 716. This section includes language regarding the limita-
tion on direct costs for grants awarded by the National Institute of
Food and Agriculture.

Section 717. This section includes language regarding loan levels.
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Section 718. This section includes language regarding the avail-
ability of funds for certain Department of Agriculture programs.

Section 719. This section includes language regarding the avail-
ability of funds for certain Department of Agriculture programs.

Section 720. This section prohibits the use of funds for user fee
proposals that fail to provide sufficient budget impact information.

Section 721. This section prohibits the reprogramming of funds
for programs, projects, or activities in excess of $500,000 or 10 per-
cent, whichever is less without the prior notification of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

Section 722. This section includes language for the establishment
of a fee under the business and industry loan program.

Section 723. This section prohibits the Department of Agriculture
and the Department of Health and Human Services from transmit-
ting questions or responses as a result of the appropriations hear-
ing process to non-Department employees.

Section 724. This section includes language regarding pre-
packaged news.

Section 725. This section requires Department of Agriculture
agencies to provide reimbursement to other Department of Agri-
culture agencies for employees detailed for longer than 30 days.

Section 726. This section provides funding for the Geographically
Disadvantaged Farmers Program.

Section 727. This section provides funding to carry out a program
for hardwood trees.

Section 728. This section includes language regarding spending
plans.

Section 729. This section includes language regarding the guar-
anteed single family housing program.

Section 730. This section includes language regarding the Water
Bank Program.

Section 731. This section includes language regarding con-
ferences.

Section 732. This section includes language regarding the De-
partment of Health and Human Services.

Section 733. This section includes language regarding Rural Eco-
nomic Area Partnership Zones.

Section 734. This section includes language regarding the Emer-
gency Community Water Assistance Grant Program.

Section 735. This section includes language regarding the Food
Safety and Inspection Service.

Section 736. This section includes language regarding housing
programs.

Section 737. This section includes language regarding non-
recurring expenses.

Section 738. This section includes language regarding emergency
spending.

Section 739. This section includes language regarding milk mar-
keting orders.

Section 740. This section includes language regarding official por-
traits.

Section 741. This section includes language regarding rural hous-
ing loans.

Section 742. This section includes language regarding travel.
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Section 743. This section includes a rescission of funds.



PROGRAM, PROJECT, AND ACTIVITY

During fiscal year 2015, for purposes of the Balanced Budget and
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (Public Law 99-177) or the
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Reaffirmation Act
of 1987 (Public Law 100-119), the following information provides
the definition of the term “program, project, and activity” for de-
partments and agencies under the jurisdiction of the Agriculture,
Rural Development, Food and Drug Administration, and Related
Agencies Subcommittee. The term “program, project, and activity”
shall include the most specific level of budget items identified in
the Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Administra-
tion, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2015, and the ac-
companying Senate Report.

If a sequestration order is necessary, in implementing the Presi-
dential order, departments and agencies shall apply any percentage
reduction required for fiscal year 2015 pursuant to the provisions
of Public Law 99-177 or Public Law 100-119 to all items specified
in the explanatory notes submitted to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House and Senate in support of the fiscal year 2015
budget estimates, as amended, for such departments and agencies,
as modified by congressional action, and in addition:

For the Agricultural Research Service the definition shall include
specific research locations as identified in the explanatory notes.

For the Natural Resources Conservation Service the definition
shall include individual flood prevention projects as identified in
the explanatory notes and individual operational watershed
projects as summarized in the notes.

For the Farm Service Agency the definition shall include indi-
vidual, regional, State, district, and county offices.

COMPLIANCE WITH PARAGRAPH 7, RULE XVI OF THE
STANDING RULES OF THE SENATE

Paragraph 7 of rule XVI requires that Committee reports accom-
panying general appropriations bills identify each recommended
amendment which proposes an item of appropriation which is not
made to carry out the provisions of an existing law, a treaty stipu-
lation, or an act or resolution previously passed by the Senate dur-
ing that session.

The Committee is filing an original bill, which is not covered
under this rule, but reports this information in the spirit of full dis-
closure.

The Committee recommends funding for the following programs
or activities which currently lack authorization for fiscal year 2015:

Multi-family Housing Revitalization Program
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COMPLIANCE WITH PARAGRAPH 7(c), RULE XXVI OF THE
STANDING RULES OF THE SENATE

Pursuant to paragraph 7(c) of rule XXVI, on May 22, 2014, the
Committee ordered favorably reported en bloc a bill (H.R. 4486)
making appropriations for military construction, the Department of
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2015, and for other purposes, with an amendment
in the nature of a substitute and an original bill making appropria-
tions for Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, and Related Agencies programs for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2015, and for other purposes, provided, that the bills
be subject to amendment (or further amendment) and that the bills
be consistent with the subcommittee allocations, by a recorded vote
of 30-0, a quorum being present. The vote was as follows:

Yeas Nays
Chairwoman Mikulski
Mr. Leahy
Mr. Harkin
Mrs. Murray
Mrs. Feinstein
Mr. Durbin
Mr. Johnson
Ms. Landrieu
Mr. Reed
Mr. Pryor
Mr. Tester
Mr. Udall
Mrs. Shaheen
Mr. Merkley
Mr. Begich
Mr. Coons
Mr. Shelby
Mr. Cochran
Mr. McConnell
Mr. Alexander
Ms. Collins
Ms. Murkowski
Mr. Graham
Mr. Kirk
Mr. Coats
Mr. Blunt
Mr. Moran
Mr. Hoeven
Mr. Johanns
Mr. Boozman

COMPLIANCE WITH PARAGRAPH 12, RULE XXVI OF THE
STANDING RULES OF THE SENATE

Paragraph 12 of rule XXVI requires that Committee reports on
a bill or joint resolution repealing or amending any statute or part
of any statute include “(a) the text of the statute or part thereof
which is proposed to be repealed; and (b) a comparative print of
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that part of the bill or joint resolution making the amendment and
of the statute or part thereof proposed to be amended, showing by
stricken-through type and italics, parallel columns, or other appro-
priate typographical devices the omissions and insertions which
would be made by the bill or joint resolution if enacted in the form
recommended by the committee.”

The Committee bill as recommended contains no such provisions.

BUDGETARY IMPACT OF BILL

PREPARED IN CONSULTATION WITH THE CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE PURSUANT TO SEC.
308(a), PUBLIC LAW 93-344, AS AMENDED

[In millions of dollars]

Budget authority Outlays
Committee Amount Committee Amount
allocation in bill allocation in bill
Comparison of amounts in the bill with the subcommittee
allocation for 2015: Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural
Development, Food and Drug Administration, and Re-
lated Agencies:
Mandatory 114,937 114,937 107,310 1107,310
Discretionary 20,575 20,675 21,833 121,649
Security NA
Nonsecurity 20,575 20,675 | oo NA
Projections of outlays associated with the recommenda-
tion:
2015 2114,734
2016 4,627
2017 1,048
2018 403
2019 and future years 349
Financial assistance to State and local governments for
2015 NA 38,923 NA 32,858

includes outlays from prior-year budget authority.
2Excludes outlays from prior-year budget authority.

NA: Not applicable.

Consistent with the funding recommended in the bill for disaster funding and in accordance with section 251(b)(2)(D) of the BBEDCA, the
Committee anticipates that the Budget Committee will file a revised section 302(a) allocation for the Committee on Appropriations reflecting
an upward adjustment of $100,000,000 in budget authority plus associated outlays.



95

PIT'0T + 7879 G289 0€L'%8 3oueud)UIBW pue suoijesado Suiping
008'€T— 008'€1 f31n29g pueawoy o Juswyedaq
0L7'791 — 041791 YS9 0} sjuawkey
(6T+) (951891 —) (vv8'79) (528'%9) (000°€€2) sjuawfied ejual pue sanyjoey pue s3ulpjing ainynaldy
- 9687+ 9¢2'12 9¢2'1C 00%'12 SIYBIY [INIY 10 8140
G+ 868 868 €68 SJYB1Y (11 10} AIJ109S JUBISISSY BU] JO 201440
ger— 080'9 080'9 €129 1301340 [e10URULY JBIYY BY} J0 BAILI0
89T'T+ 661°GY 661°GY 107y 130130 uorewloul 43143 3y} 4o 33140
[86— L06+ 685°6€ 9/5°0F 789'3¢ suoljesadQ aA1N9ax3 ‘|ejoiqng
g+ G0g'6 262°01 7906 sisfjeuy weidold pue 123png Jo 39140
686+ 0ev'el 0ev'el 178'21 uoising sjeaddy [euoiey
1L+ 768'91 68'91 L1191 1S1WOU03T JAIYY 8y) 40 801
'suofjesad anN0axy
05 — 8897+ 9979y 918'9y 8LL'eY fieya10ag ay} 4o 0430 ‘je10L
o+ LET'8 LET'8 G90'8 SUONBIIUNWILIOY JO 33140
87+ 168'€ 168'¢ 698'c Suole|ay [BuOISSaISU0Y 10} 1B}RII8S JUBISISSY BYY JO BIIH0
05€— GeS'e+ 11€'62 1992 98122 uonensiuILpy [ejuswyedaq
- G+ 608 608 708 UoneLISIUIWpY 10} KIBJBIO3S JUBJSISSY BU} JO 89140
8+ 1121 1121 602'T yoeainnQ pue KILI0APY J0 39110
1+ 106°T 10T 961'T uorjeulpi00) Aouagiawl pue A}Indag puelswioy Jo s8I0
v+ €05 A 867 SUOIJe|aY [BQLIL JO 89110
Ge+ 980'G 980'G 160 f1e1a103g 8y} 40 3910
f1810108 8Y} 40 BIH0
Sunjayley pue ‘Suissagnld ‘uorINpold
SINYYI0Ud YENLINJIYIV—I F1LIL
8jew1)ss umm_u:m :o_uw_‘ﬁ_ﬂcw‘_ﬁ_am
uorjep uopjendoidde
3ePIWWo) ajewysa je3png 102 way

(— 40 +) yyum pasedwod
UOI}EPULILI0IA SRFHWILIOY d}eusg

[siejjop Jo spuesnoy} uj]

GT0¢ ¥v3A TYISI4 404

TNg JHL NI CIANTAWOIIY SINNOWY ANY SILYWILST 13DANG ANV ¥T0Z ¥YIA TvISI4 ¥04 ALIMOHLAY (IYNOILYDITE0) 139ANG MIN 40 INIWILYLS JAILYYYAINOD



96

[7AR3 GLT'E GLT'E saii|ioe} pue s3uipjing
£/0'8¢ + £69'05 + vIv'es8 T7E'7es 120128 sasuadxs pue salie|es
:901M1G U01}0adsu| Y} eay Jue|d pue [ewiuy
G+ 868 868 £68 sweidold Kojen3ay pue 3unsyely o) K1e}8108S Japup) 8y} Jo 8010
880y — 18€'GT + 8Y1'262'T 9€6'GeE'T 1904121 3IN}ndu3Y pue poo4 Jo nIsu| [euorjey ‘oL
96€'€ + 001'¢— JARA4S 128'82 L1€'6E salIAe pajelsalu|
8IL'e+ 61 + 989'2Ly 89689 161'697 SI}IAIO. UOISUA]
” | (000'0T+) (000°01) (000°0T) pun4 juswmopuy SaljisIaAluf pue sagal|o) |einynaudy Sulniag-oluedsiy
(088'1T) (088°TT) (088°11) puny Juswmopuy SUOIN}IISU| UeILBWY 3AIeN
20206 — 98671 + GYS'18L LyL'LE8 655'2LL SaI}IAI}9B LUOIBINP3 PUB YIIBasay
:31N}N9L3Y pue Poo4 Jo BInjIsu| |euoneN
0/2'sE+ I61°2T+ €L9'6€T'T e0v'v0T'T 8Y'7el'T sasuadxa pue sauees
:90|MIAS Y0Jeasay [enynaudy
(661 +) (70'8%) (790°8t) (SvS'vh) AINYNOLBY Jo snsuag
Gp8— 87697 + PST'8LI 666'8L1 902'191 30IMI8g SINSIRIS [BNYNoLBY [euoneN
[26'T+ SIe'L+ £L£'68 9vv'e8 850'8L 90IMIAS Y2IBasay IWOU09]
G+ 268 868 £68 SOILIOU0I] PUB ‘UOIRINPT ‘YoIeasay Jo} A1B}aI03g Japu() By} JO 3310
15911 — 986'6.€ 06°08€ €€1'926 uojessiulwpy [ejuawiedaq ‘ejo]
Ly + 198°¢ 198°¢ (743 SAIU13 40 3140
G9€'9+ 196'Ly 1961y 2021y [9SUN0Y [eJ3UY 3} JO AIIYQ
8E'L+ 0v2'L6 02'L6 20668 [e1au8Y J0j03dsu] Jo 391440
8+ 009'¢ 009‘¢ 766°¢ Juswageuew s|elajew snopiezey
a1eWNSa 193pN uonjendoidde
Jelsa eEng ¥10¢ uonep uoneudoidde
aaniuwo) v102 uel

(— 10 +) yum pasedwod
UOIJEpUBLILI03) 3R}}IWOY 3}BUAS

panuiuoy—aT10¢ ¥vaA TvISI4 404

[siejjop Jo spuesnoy} uj]

TNg JHL NI CIANTAWOIIY SINNOWY ANY SILYWILST 13DANG ANV ¥T0Z ¥YIA TvISI4 ¥04 ALIMOHLAY (IYNOILYDITE0) 139ANG MIN 40 INIWILYLS JAILYYYAINOD



97

wes3oid u0I398}0Jd JaJeM 82IN0S $}00ISSEIY

Sjuelg uorjelpaw jelg

sasuadya pue salle|es ‘|ejo]

Sjunodge weidold wouy Siajsuel) ‘|ejoqng

(419V wouy saysuel])

(sueo| podxa wouy Jajsuel))

(081 Me7 211qnd) 99834 10} Ppoo4 wol} Jajsuel])

sasuadxa pue saliejes
:Kouasy 80IMeS Lieq

$80IMaS [eANYNOLBY USIel04 pue wie4 Joj AIBJBI08S JapUp Y} 4O 8910

Swei3old aoueysIssy wieq

‘

Suijeyle|y pue ‘Suissasnld ‘uoonpold ‘|elol

$93) UOIjR}IPaIdIe qeT

30IAI8S U01303dsu| pue A}ajeg pooy

fjajes poo4 1o} K1e}81035 Japup) 8y} 40 8310

$9IM3S Fulydiem pue uoljoadsul uo uoreyw]

sasuadxa pue salejes
:UOIJeJ)SIUIWPY SPIBAYI0)S pue SIayded ‘uoijaadsu) urels

wes3o1d 821\ FuljayJely eanynaudy ‘|ejol

I d pue S8jels 0} sjuawheq
(Z€ U0NI8S WO Jajsuel}) SI3PI0 pue sjuswaaigde Sunayiely

€ U0I}99S ‘JusueulIdyd
{(ze u01j0ag) Aiddns pue ‘awodul ‘syyiew uusyidualys oy spund

(P9199]109 $38} WO} ‘SasUaAXa BAIRIISIUILIPE UO UOJRHWIT)

YN (S83} 19SN) S3INAINR UOIjRZIpIBPUR)S

0059+ vL6+ 0059 T 9ess
8/€— vo's vo's 8Lt
(1ze'sy +) 'y +) (ver'z6y'T) (€02'67'T) (€10°88¢'T)
o L0z ) (088'60¢) (088°60€) (£80°01€)
(866°90€) (866'90€) (866°90€)
(v5€) (¥5€) (¥5€)
(L0z—) (8257 (825°7) (SeLD)
Tecer+ 8197+ vr§'8I'T €2E6ET' 926'LLT'
st 868 868 €68
981°05 + Lrr'9— 612'G22'9 €€0'GLT'9 999'1€2'9
(000'T) (000T) (000'T)
89€'T2+ 18021 + 0£L'220'T 207'100°T 689°010°
h st 918 918 118
(000°09) (000°09) (000°09)
C| o9sL'e+ L10'7Y L10'y 192°0%
6691 + 90£'692'T £06'992'T AV /A
€9€'T Gee' €9€'T
T (192 +) (L1€°02) (L1€°02) (950°02)
| 000°GT+ 000221’ 000221’ 000°£0T°T
T g +) (60£°09) (60£09) (Sv'09)
(00079 —) (00079 —) " " | (000'%9) (00079
62€'T— 0L+ €918 £96°78 716'6L
€L0'8E+ £69'05+ 68568 916'L€8 968728

$30IM3S ulieyep
:301M8S Sunaylely eIy naugy

301G U01303dSU] Y}|B3H JUB|d PUB [BWIUY ‘|BI0L



98

8Ly — 8Ly 108110
:sueo| diysiaumo wieq
SaIpISqNS U0

(9¢8'7/8+) (y11°201'9) (¥11°201'9) (82'125'S) suoijeziioyjne ueo7 ‘jejof
(000°09) (00009) (000°09) SUBO| UOIJBIIPRID |INGAM |[0g
(000°01) (00001) (000'01) Sueo| pue| pajeuoijael) Aysiy uelpu|
(000°0ST) (000°0ST) (000°0ST) pagjueseny
:SUBO| U0I}BAIBSUOY
(000'2) (000'2) (000'2) sueo| uolsinboe pue| aquy ueipuy|
(6+) (£99'%€) (£99'%¢€) (859'v¢) sueo| fouasiaw3
(€£1°06—) (L¥9'5¥9'2) (L97'6¥9'7) (029'669'2) |ejoigng
(166901 —) (evv'e6e'T) (evy'e6e'T) (000°005'T) paajuelen3 pazipisqnsup
(¥8€°9G +) (¥00'252'1) (¥00°252'T) (029°G6T°'T) 1aulg
:sueo| Surjesado wieq
(000°G26 +) (000°'00°€) (000°006°€) (000'5£5°2) |ejo1qng
(000°000'2) (000°000'2) (000°000°2) paajueleny
(000°G26 +) (000°005'T) (000°005'T) (000°G.5) 109110

'sueo| diysioumo wieq
SUOIJeZLIOYINE UBOT]
:Jun02dy weigoid [419y] pun4 soueinsu| ypal) [eAn}naLgy

12206+ 797'G + 8Y6'26T'T [2L'TT'T 78y /81T fouasy aolniag Wied ‘jejolgng
005+ 06¢ + 00§ 06¢ weioid Ayuwspul Kiteq
ajewnsa 1a3png :ozw_%ﬁw%m
uoljep uoijendoidde
sap w0y Aeuisa 138png p10Z e

(— 40 +) ypm pasedwod
UO[JEpUBWILI0A) 3RY}ILLOY 3}BUSS

[siejjop Jo spuesnoy} uj]

panuiuoy—aT10¢ ¥vaA TvISI4 404
TNg JHL NI CIANTAWOIIY SINNOWY ANY SILYWILST 13DANG ANV ¥T0Z ¥YIA TvISI4 ¥04 ALIMOHLAY (IYNOILYDITE0) 139ANG MIN 40 INIWILYLS JAILYYYAINOD



99

(uoijezioyjne ueol)

(1aysuely £g)

sweisold |eanynaudy ‘| 8fyL ‘|elol

suoljelodio) ‘jejol

(sasuadxa U0 uorje}IwI|) Juswaseuew ajsem snopiezey

$3SS0| pazi|eal Jau 10} Juswasinquiay
pun4 uorjelodio) ypaig Aypowwo)

pun4 uoryeiodio)) soueinsu| doiy |esapay
:uorjelodioy saueinsu) doiy |eiapay

sweidold daueysIssy Wieq ‘|eio]

sasuadxa Surjelado pue annjesisiuiwpy Aousdy Juswaseuely ysiy

Kouady 91AaS wied ‘ejo)

(uorjezuoyine ueo)

pun4 agueinsu| }ipaiy |enynaudy ‘el

sasuadxa 419y ‘(eloL

$aSUAdXa anIjelISIuIWpY

(¥S4 01 Jajsuesy) asuadxe pue sauiejes
'sasuadxe sAensIuIWpe 419y

SalpIsqns ueoq ‘|ejol

sjues3 Junoade juawdojanap [enpiapul

sueo| pue| pajeuoijoel Aysiy ueipuy|

sueoq Aousdlawl

[e303qns

pasjuelens pazipisqnsupn

(9€8'7/8+) (¥11°20%'9) (¥11°20%'9) (812'125'G)
(¥5+) (L6T'0€€) (£61°0€8) (ev1'0€€)
928'01€'7 — 0£2'129'G¢ £€98'926'G2 960'8€6'6¢
£76'908'7 — 182'GeL'(1 182'GeL'L1 728'1%0°2¢
(000°G) (000°5) (000°5)
©| 66STLVE— 182'190'6 182'190'6 088'8€G°2T
776'7€8 — 000'899°8 0008998 776°205°6
suoijelodion
12206+ P91+ 0££'999'T 6¥6'919'T 909'799'T
C| e8ze+ 6191 6/1'91 9611/
rer'e— £60'685'T 7/8'8€S'T L12'265'T
| (988'r/8+) (¥11°20%'9) (¥11°20%'9) (812'126'G)
©| 8848 — G1'96€ Gi1'96¢ €EL'v0Y
661+ 816'71€ 816'71¢€ 61LY1€E
661+ 026'L 026'L 2Lt
866'90€ 866°90€ 866'90¢€
181'8— 12218 12218 710°06
005+ 005z 0052
89— 89
8 — 948 948 869'T
616'G — 14811 148°LL 028'€8
0€5'¢ — 0LLW1 0LL'Y1 00€'81
617'C— 101°€9 101°€9 02569

1a11Q
:sueo| Surjesado wueq



100

(czL'81+) (L10'75H) (S62'5eD) (L10'%5H) sjunodge weldoid woly siajsued] ‘ejogng
®Ly'T+) (8L1'v€) (000°€e) (8L1'vE) (d113Y woly Jajsuel])
(062-) (0G4) (INH ‘spoo4 Ay}eay woly Jaysuei])
(061 +) (6EV'Y) (6v2') (6E7'Y) (d410Y woyy Jajsued))
(v08'21+) (00T'STY) (962'26€) (001'STH) (4IHY wouy saysued])
6L+ vLy'ST+ 868'82¢ 101622 2h'€0C sasuadxs pue sallejes
:s3suadxa Juawdojanap |einy
‘Juawdo|anaq |einy
G+ 868 868 £68 Juawdojanaq |einy 1oy A1e3alaag Japuf 8y} JO 3910
ININAOTIAIA TYdNY—IIl 31LIL
€25 vE+ 19€'y¢ + €61°068 0£9'G18 7€8'G28 Swei3oid UoneAIasuog ‘|| ajuL ‘elo]
€26 Ve + 96E'ye + 662678 TLLYT8 6€6'728 80IAI8S UOIJEAIBSUO] $8IN0say [einjeN ‘|ejoL
00021 — 00021 weidoid uore}|Iqeyal paysiajepm
962'869 — 96€'9¢ + 662678 16G°L15'T 6€6°C18 suonelado uoljenasuo) spuet dljgnd ‘ejo]
(618°26L—) (618°2€L) (Apdoyine Jaysuel)) weigoid Juawisau| |einy pue AIndsg wieq
€25 vE+ 96€'9e + 662678 LTS 6€6°C18 suoresado UoNeAIBSUO)
‘80IA8S UOIJBAIBSUO] S82IN0SaY [einjeN
G+ 368 368 £68 JUBWUOIIAUF PUB $30IN0S8Y [enjeN 10} K1B3B128S Japuf) 8y} JO 82I40
SINYY904d NOILYAYISNOO—II 31LIL
(Le+) (60£'ST1) (60£'GT1) (Sev'sT1) (sasuadxa anijelisIuIWpE UO UoEHWIT)
ajews ja3png E:w_%ﬁw%m
uorjep aeunss 138pn uopjendoidde way
(— 10 +) ypm pasedwod S9Rlwwoy ’ prg ¥10¢ |
UOIJepuaWwiLiodal 8djjiWWoy ajeuss

[siejjop Jo spuesnoy} uj]

panuiuoy—aT10¢ ¥vaA TvISI4 404

TNg JHL NI CIANTAWOIIY SINNOWY ANY SILYWILST 13DANG ANV ¥T0Z ¥YIA TvISI4 ¥04 ALIMOHLAY (IYNOILYDITE0) 139ANG MIN 40 INIWILYLS JAILYYYAINOD



101

wesSoud Jayonon 3uisnoy |einy
:Jun0ady weisold uorjezieynay Suisnoy Ajwed-1yny

(126 "99S) due)sIsse [ejuay
:weidold ouejsISSe |ejuay

(uorjezioyine ueot)
weigosd pun4 soueinsu| 3uiSnoy |einy ‘[ejol

(Qy 03 Jaysuely) sasuadxe aAIRASIUILIPE 4IHY

sjuel3 3uisnoy Joqe| wieq

SaIpIsqns ueoy ‘|ejol

(§16 "98S) Buisnoy Joge| wieq

(§16 933) Buisnoy [ejuay

(706G "98S) Jiedas 3uisnoy

(205 "98g) JoauIp Ajiwey aj3uis
'SaIpISqNS Ueo]

suoljezuoyine ueay ‘|ejol

(§16 "98S) BuISNOY JogeT wiey
(626 995) “dojanap pue| Suisnoy diay-4jag

sajes Jpaia Suisnoy Ajiwey 9j3uig

($2G "098) sueo| Juawdojanap ayg
(8€G "098) sasjueleng guisnoy Ajiweyyniy

(G616 "935) Buisnoy |ejuay

(%0G "098) Jredas Suisnoy

Alwey 913uIs ‘|ejoigng

pasjueiensd pazipisqnsup

B 0008 0008 Al
000G+ 00591 — 005°€60'T 005'880'T 000°011°T
(000675 +) -) (695°8¥1°G2) (595°€09'%2) (£96'8¥1°G2)
969'/G+ 9E0°T1S 08€'€SY 70v°29y
v08°LT + 001°GTY 96¢°L6€ 001'GTY

9eg's 9e€'s 9e€'s
258'6€ + 2E9'8y + 009°.8 8vL'Ly 896'8€
G20+ 189’ 189'L 959G
96T'e + 2186 186 959'9
15T+ 189 189 9/1'C
268'6€ + 06Ty + 02v'99 896°92 08%'72
(000°6¥S +) -) (G95°8¥1°G2) (§95°€09'%2) (£95°8¥1°52)
=) (v58'€2) (r58°€2) (§58°¢2)
* | (000°) (000°G)
(000°01) (000°01) (000°01)
(0005) (000°9) (000°G)
(000°051) (000°05T) (000°0ST)
(¢ev'8e) (2ev'8e) (¢ev'8)

' (6£2'92) (6£2'92) (082'92)

(000°0¥5 +) (000°006'72) (000°09¢'t2) (000°006't2)
(000°00072) (000°000°%2) (000°000'72)

(000°0¥S +) (000°006) (000°09¢) (000°006)

(61622 +) (rLy'se+) (616'89) (96€°099) (Tv'L59)

(206 "983) JoauIp Ajiwiey aj3uig

'SUoIjezIOYINE UBQT]
U029y weigoid puny sueinsul Suisnoy [eany
:901A3G BUISNOY |einy

sasuadxa Juawdojanap [eany ‘|eio)



102

(uorjezuoyine ueo)

301G SuISNOY [einy ‘jelo]

sjuawfed pue sjuels ‘[ejoyqns

SJUBI puB SBIPISNS UBOT d40Y ‘[eI0]

sjuets 39|09 |equ]

Sjuet3 anije Joedw] 21wouod]

anerul juswdojansp Ayunwwoo [einy

sjuels

pagjueleny
:Ayj1oey Aunwwon
'SJUBIS pue SapIsgNs ueo]

suoljezIIoyINe ueoy ‘|eio]

pagjueleny

19110
Ay)19ey Ayunwwo)
:SUOIJRZIIOYNE UBO]
‘Junodge welgosd Sary|19e) AHuNWWod |einy

sjueid gouelsisse Suisnoy [einy

sjuesd guisnoy djay-jjes pue |enjnjy

uonezijeyAsl Suisnoy Ajiwey-1ynpy ‘leiol

weJgosd uorjezieyinss 3uisnoy Ajiwes-1yni

(000029 +) (SSt'ST+) (696°€2v'L2) (595°€08'92) (011'80%'£2)
62296+ 19€'[2+ G01°22L'T 088'G29'T 8€/'769'T
69G°¢€ + 061 — 69568 00095 65268
0EETT + 061 — 0€€'ce 000'T¢ 025°c€
0007 000t 000t
811G+ 811G “| 8LLS
196G+ 196'G “ | 196'G
0007 — 000°€T 000°LT 000°€T
68G'e + 686°¢ “|osiL'e
(000°GL+) (LGY'ST+) (000°522°2) (000°002'2) (€v5'652'2)
(000°GL+) (L5V'ST+) (000°G2) | (€p5'66)
(000°002°2) (000°002'2) (000°002'2)
6L+ 6€2'2¢ 00062 6€2'2E
000°GT + 000'G¢ 000°0T 000'G¢
00082 00082 G/5°2¢E
00002 00002 00002
3 uoijendoidde
lese 12PN ¥10¢ uopjeudoidde

(— 10 +) yum pasedwod
UOI}EPUALLILI0I3) d3JILIWI0Y dJeUaS

a0y

ajew()sa j83png

¥10¢

way)

[siejjop Jo spuesnoy} uj]

panuiuoy—aT10¢ ¥vaA TvISI4 404

TG IHL NI (IANTAIWOIIY SINNOWY ANY SILYWILST 13DANG ANV ¥T0Z ¥YIA TvISI4 ¥O4 ALIMOHLAY (TYNOILYDITE0) 139aNG MIN 40 INIWILYLS JAILYYYANOD



103

(uonjeziioyine ueo?)
U029y weiSold Juawsanu| ssauisng |einy

JUBWISAAU| 3sHdIB)US0INN [eINY ‘|eI0L

Sjuel3 pue sajpisqns ueo]

(uoijezijoyjne ueot)
:Jun092y Weigoiqd Juswwsanu| asudiausoidly [einy

sjuels juawdojanap aijesadoos |einy ‘|eyo]

Juawdojanap Jayiew jonpoid |einynase pappe-anjep

s190npoid Ayourw Jsisse 0} sjueln

seale |einJ 1o} Jajsuel} A3ojouyosy ajeridosddy

jJuswdofansp anjeladoo)
:sjuely juswdojanaq anijesadoo) [einy

(uorssiosay)

Suipuads }saajul JIpald 40 uolysNa Wi

(uoljeziioyne ueo7)
:Juno2dy weidold sueo juawdojanaq dlwouody |einy

pun4 ueoq juswdojanaq [eny ‘|elo)

(@Y 03 Joysuely) sasuadxa aAjelSIUIWPY

fpisqns ueoq]

(uoljeziioyne ueo7)
:pun4 wesdold Suipus|ay Aleipawiajul

sjuely aijesadoon pue ssauisng [einy

Sjuei3 pue salpisqns ueo| 4gy ‘jelol

fyuoyne [euoidal eyaq

(¥52'6 —) (¥52'6€)

062'¢— 062

062'€— 062

(€89'G¢—) (€89'G2)

£€96'6 + 050'92 £80°91 050'9¢

0007+ 000°sT 00011 000'GT
000°¢ 000°¢ 000°¢

€91+ 0522 80T 0522

008G+ 008'S “ | 008

000 — 00091+ 000'85T — 000651 — 00021 —

(000°¢ +) (00091 —) (000°85T) (000°GST) (000°2LT)

(6L€'9¢—) (LL0'€S) (95+°65) (LL0'€8)

9.6 — 9eL'T+ L5201 ££8'79 125'8

061+ BEY'Y A BEY'Y

veLT+ 818G 180°¢ 2801

(988 +) (688°81) (€10°0T) (688'8T)

005'L6— 005'L§

LES'8Y+ 210’81 — 125'8L 06T°0¢ 6€5'96

000°¢ + 000°¢ " | 000t

896°97 + 89692+ 895°9¢

h 05¢'c— 052

81€YC
69L'81+ 1081 — 65687 061'0¢ 1£6'99
(00€°29¢+) G+) (201'856) (208°065) (£60°856)

juawdojanap ssauisng |einy

fyunpoddo ssauisng |einy

asudieiua ssauisng |einy

fipisqns Aiasnpul pue ssauisng paajuelens
'SJUBIF pue SaIpIsqns ueo]

(sueoj Kijsnpur pue ssauisng pasjuelens)
:un0day weigoid ssauisng (eany
:90I0I3S 8AljeIado0)—ssauisng [einy



104

00005 + 000°07 — 000°052'T 000°002'T 000°062'T uoljezuoyjne ueo ‘fejol
(000'0v —) (000°0%) 995—£8 Me7 91|qnd Aq pazuoyine sueo| aa1IQ
(000°0G +) (000°05) (000°05) paajueleny
(000'002'T) (000°002°T) (000°002°T) 10811Q
:SUOITRZIIOYINE UBO]
:Jun0ddy weidoid [esodsiq 8)sep pue Jajep [einy
:30IM3S SAINN [einy
(19€'062+) (G+) (828'220'T) (L9v'2LL) (€28'220'T) (uonezuoyine ueo7)
91z'0¢ — 9er'r— 918'TY — 00911 — 06€'LE— 0IMAS AAI}eIado0)—ssauIsng [einy ‘|ejo]
000°€T — 000°€T anljeniu] spoowioqysiaN AuyeaH ‘spood AujeaH ‘|elol
06— 06 (@Y 03 Jajsuely) sasuadxa anIjeJiSIuILIPY
05221 — 05221 sjuely
‘anieu| spooyioqysiaN AuyeaH ‘spood AuijesH
0598 — 0S1'2— 0G€'T 000°0T 006 weligold eauawy Joy A318u7 |einy ‘|ejol
000G — 000G sjuely
069'€ — 05e'T 000'G 005°€ fipisgns ueo]
(661'7€ —) (09£°21) (652'L) (09£'21) (uorjezuioyine ueo7)
:weidold eouswy Joy A318u7 |einy
000'9— 0009 weJ3old JUaWISaAu| ssauisng |einy ‘|eiol
000 — 0002 sjuely
0007 — 000y fpisqns ueoq
alewnse 13png uopjeudoidde

(— 40 +) ypm pasedwod
UOIJEpUBWILI03] 39YILWOY 3JBUAS

[siejjop Jo spuesnoy} uj]

panuiuoy—aT10¢ ¥vaA TvISI4 404

TG IHL NI (IANTAIWOIIY SINNOWY ANY SILYWILST 13DANG ANV ¥T0Z ¥YIA TvISI4 ¥O4 ALIMOHLAY (TYNOILYDITE0) 139aNG MIN 40 INIWILYLS JAILYYYANOD



105

129~ AR 74 06672 4R 74 sjueln
‘3ul0IpawWwae) pue Suiulea| aouelsiq
'SJueI3 pue SaIpIsqns ueo]
(8086 —) (€§—) (0et've) (8€2'7Y) (€8Y'7€) suoijeziioyjne ueol ‘jejo|
(8086 —) (€§—) (0et've) (8€2'7Y) (€8Y'7€) SUOI}EIUNLLILIOAJ3) pUBGpPEOIg
'suojezIoyINe Ueo]
:weidold pueqpeosg pue ‘auldipawa|a) ‘3uiuiea] aoueisiq
(000°G¥8 +) (000°061°9) (000°G¥€"S) (000°061°9) (uonezuoyine ueoT)
8/%'1+ 8117 000'€E 8/7'vE “* ]UN0J0Y Weig0id SUBOT SUOIIBIIUNWWOIBI3] PUB UOIJRIILI08|] [einy ‘[eloL
8/t T+ 8117 000'€E 8.7'vE (@Y 03 Jaysuely) sasuadxe anjelisiuiwpe 4113y
(000618 +) (000°061°9) (000°6¥€S) (000°061°9) suoljeziioyine ueot ‘lejo]
(000°GyE +) (000°069) (000°GYE) (000°069) ajel funseau] 10811Q
:SUOI}RIIUNWIWOB[A]
(000006 +) (000°'00') (000°000°G) (000'00°G) 919919 ‘[ejoigng
(000°006 +) (000°005) (000°005) Sunumispun pasjueseny
(000°000°) (000°000°G) (000°000°) g44 ‘paig
Emu‘_ma G Jow‘__m_
:011399(3
uorjeziloyine ueoq
U029y WeJS0id SUBOT SUOIIRIIUNWIWOBIS] PUB UOIIRIIII8|T [einy
0€2'6GT + 658+ 0€2'€9Y 000'%0¢€ 12€29Y SJUBJ3 pue salpisqns ueo7 ‘jejoL
€2/'86+ £26'Gve 008'9%2 €25'GrE SJUBIZ [eSOASIP d)SEM pUB J3JEM
000°0T + 00001 00001 SjueI3 3509 3I8ua Y3IH
000t 000t 000t Sjueid juswageuew a)sem pijog
1€+ 616'GT 009/ 000GT weiSoid Japu 1naIIY
088'6 + 00061 021'6 00061 80uesISse [ealuyda) alsem pue Jajepm
020°0¢ + 00599 08%'9€ 00599 SJuBJ3 |H/MY pue seluojo)
€66 + €66 €66 sjuel3 walshs [jom Jajep
000°T + 000°T 000'T pun4 Buinjorsy alsep pue islep
G6¢+ G6¢ 66¢ fipisqns pasjueseny

'SJueI3 pue SaIpISqNs ueo]



106

0006 — 000°S fanins uondwnsuod pooy |euoijey
866 866 866 S3IIAI3S UOI}BINDA UOILINU Y|ddd
000°000°€ 000°000°G 000000°€ EIVER
'8 + 68€'062'6L 68€'062'6/ Lv6'891'6L (wes3o1d dweys pood)
:Wei30ld aoueSISSY uoIpNy |ejuawajddng
000002 — 11826 — 000'€29'9 000'€28'9 18'G1.°9 (DIM) URIPIIYY puE ‘Sjuejul ‘uswom Joj weiSoad uonLINy [eyuswalddns [ejoads
00007 — £70'602'T + 000'£6°02 000°£€5'02 156'182'61 swesgoid uonuInu piy9 ‘lelol
000°0€ — 000°0¢ sy0aloud uoneIISUOUIAQ
00001 — 00062 000'GE 00062 sjueid juawdinbs wesSoid Jseyeaiq [00ydsg
- £70'602'T + 000'2L1'02 000'2L1'02 156'292'61 swelgoid oIy ply9
:80IAI8S UOILANN PUB Poo4
G+ 918 918 118 $30IAISS JaWNSUOY PUB UOILINN ‘Poo4 10} A1RI8129S Japuf 8y} 40 82140
SIWYY¥90¥d 4004 JILSIWOA—AI FTLIL
(€66'6GL'T+) | (€6G'¥Z—) (€28'026'GE) (0£2'591'¥€) (9T%'S16'GE) (uonjezuoyine ueo?)
(¢eL'81+) (L10'7SY) (S62°GEY) (£10'YSY) (1oysueny £g)
760'812 + Y1216+ €26'811'C 698'0€2'C 60£'L6€C sweigoid juswdojansq [eany ‘|Il BL ‘leoL
(261'G88 +) (€50°07—) (0ev'vLv'L) (8€2'685'9) (€8Y'16°) (uorjezuoyine ueot)
8vZ'8yT + 76L'2+ 8€8'8€5 065'06€ 770'9€S 301Mag SaIj|IN [einy ‘|elo]
09%°21 — GE6'T+ 0eT'Ty 066°€S G61°6€ SJueI3 pue salpisqns ueoT ‘|ejol
00001 — 2LE0T 7LE'0z TLE0T sjuely
€68'T— GE6'T+ Gev'9 8928 0057 10811
:SUOIJBIIUNWIWOIA[3} puBqpROIg
3 uoijendosdde
e g v10¢ uopjeudoidde

(— 10 +) yum pasedwod
UOI}epUALILI093) d3ILIWIO) BJeuas

I
ED TG

ajewnysa ye3png

102

way|

[siejjop Jo spuesnoy} uj]

panuiuoy—aT10¢ ¥vaA TvISI4 404
TNg JHL NI CIANTAWOIIY SINNOWY ANY SILYWILST 13DANG ANV ¥T0Z ¥YIA TvISI4 ¥04 ALIMOHLAY (IYNOILYDITE0) 139ANG MIN 40 INIWILYLS JAILYYYAINOD



107

sasuadxg
'SJueJY || 931 99894 10} P04

(uoiss1asa1) saoueleq pajesdijgoun

sasuadxa pue sale|es ‘|ejo)

(Sueo| podxa wouy Jajsuel])

sasuadxa pue salieleg

G10 Jea [easiy

6707 Jeaf [easly

(1o Jaysuel])

uonjesisiuiwpe sweigold uorynN

weJgosd souejsisse pooy Kousdlawl

weigosd uonLInu JayiewW Siawieq

(1ajsueuy £g)

sy Aypowwo)

00099 + 000°99%'T 000°00t'T 00099
000°€T — 000°€T — 000°€T —
L0¢— 8067 8767 GeL'T (¥S4 0} Jajsuesy) sasuadxe pue saueles ‘fousdy 8dIneg wieq
:$35Uadxa aAljelISIUIWpE JUN0dJy Wweiold $sai30id 10} Po04 pue }paly 13ai1( | 8|} dIead 10} poo4
veC+ 7€6'7 + 161°681 156'881 152181
(76€'9) (76€'9) (76€9)
veE¢+ €6’y + 161281 €96'281 €98°L/1
90IAI3S (BN} naudy udisio4
SINYYI08d QILV13Y
(NY JONVLSISSY NOIFY04—A F1LIL
(000°G2'2—) (962°212'T+) (880°208°601) (880°270°21T) (26.'785'801)
160°60€'€C — 10€°£12T+ 706'208°601 100°2TT€ET €09'G85'80T swiel30id poo4 1sawioq ‘Al 3JHL ‘|eloL
(000527 —) (962°L12°T+) (880'208°601) (880°/10°21T) (26L'785°80T)
160°60€'€C — 96¢'L12'T+ 880'208°601 GRI'TIT'EET 64'785'801 013G UOIJLIANN pue pood ‘|ejo]
(008'2—) (008'2—) (008'z—)
h ©| es9er+ 000°65T 000'G5T 8ve' Tyl
| 0009+ 10£'612 10£'612 10£'69¢ weidosd soueysisse Aypowwo) ‘|ejo]
0£0'T 00T 0£0'T dIUB]SISSE J9ISESIP pUB pUE[S! Jlj1oed
10v'6¥ 10767 10t'67
81591 81691 816'91
(0082 +) (0082 +) (008°2)
0009+ 289'80C 89'80¢ 789°20¢ wei3oid pooj [ejuswajddns Aypowwio)
:weidolyd aguey
(0005007 —) (evt'18+) (18€'162°28) (18€'952'78) (S76'691°28) G107 Jeak [easly
160'690'€2 — g+ 18€'162'28 ¥8Y°02€'601 G6'691°28 wel3oid dwejs pooq ‘[ejo]
160'790'TC — 160'%90'1¢ (1ayenb 3s11) 970 Jeak |easly



(€ST'ET+) (98996 +) (9GE'SHY'y) (€0Z'0¢t'D) (0£9°9Y€'D) (sa} Jasn Buipnjou) [ejolqng

(£9€'GT—) (£9€'ST) $93) Uoadsulay poo4
(G26°21—) (G26°21) $39 J9SN ||B981 Pasy pue poo4
(000°2€ +) (000'995) (000°995) (000'7€S) s99) Jasn jonpoud 092eq0|
(¥8¢—) (76'9) (776°9) (82€'1) $89) Jasn Snip olauad [ewiuy
(9e1'1—) (y9v'22) (¥9¥°22) (009°¢2) $93) Jasn Snip [ewiuy
(862 +) (¥10'12) (¥10°12) (91£°02) sea) Jasn sjonpoid |ea130j01q Jejiwisolg
(021°9+) (911°21¢) (911°21¢) (966°G0¢) $99} Jasn 3nIp duauag uewny
(6v'eT+) (¢82'821) (282'321) (€€8'YTT) 593} Jasn A2IA3P [BIIPA
(000°8€ +) (000°861) (000°86£) (000°092) sea) Jasn 3nip uonduosalg
EST'ET + 1€9'9¢ + 9£5'986'¢ £8€'6/5' 506'756'2 uonjedodde 19a11p ‘sasuadxa pue saliefes

uonessiuIwpy §niq pue poog
S30IAY3S NYINNH ONY HLTY3IH 40 INJWLNYCIQ
NOILYYLSININGY Dnyd ANY a004
ANY S3IONIOY AILYTI—IA F1LIL

0 (76€'9) (¥6€°9) (76€'9) (Jaysueyy £g)

m €299+ €128 — 661°0€8'T G96'€9L'T 7L1'3€8'T swesS01d pajejay pue aouesIssy USiaio4 ‘A 9iI] ‘|eJ0L
921'G81 921'G81 921'G81 sjuel3 wesdoid uonLINN plIyY pue UoIeanp3 Joj poo4 [euoijeulalu| 8]0-UIsnoDI
8y/'9 8yL'9 8.9 JuUn029y weidoid sueaq podx3 999 ‘|eol
75¢ 4TS ¥6¢ (¥S4 03 Jajsueuy) 39S Aouady adIneg wieq
76£'9 76€'9 76£'9 (Sy4 01 Jajsuely) JaSeue|y sa|es |eJausy

‘(sueo] odx3) sasuadxa pue salieles
{(sasuadxa SAIjRIISIUIWPE) JUN0JY Wel0ld suB0] Modx3 uoijesodio) Jipain Apowwon

uonjendoidde
¥102

(— 10 +) yum pasedwod
UOIJEpUBLILI03) 3R}}IWOY 3}BUAS

ajewnysa e3png

u uopjendoidde

710 vl

onep
P ajewss 13png

[siejjop Jo spuesnoy} uj]

panuiuoy—aT10¢ ¥vaA TvISI4 404
TNg JHL NI CIANTAWOIIY SINNOWY ANY SILYWILST 13DANG ANV ¥T0Z ¥YIA TvISI4 ¥04 ALIMOHLAY (IYNOILYDITE0) 139ANG MIN 40 INIWILYLS JAILYYYAINOD



109

T ovIgT+ yI€'T— (gg/ "08S) (U0ISSIaSal) 30IAJAS SuIsnoy [einy
000°0€ + 000°0€ — (1€/ "98S) (uoiss1asal) syuawAed |ejual pue safi|1oe} pue s3uipjing ainynoudy
009+ " 009 " 009 (6L "988) (wei3oid 10jId UOIJEIS3I0}RY) SRI} POOMPIEH
9667 + 966'T " 9661 (82, "99S) slawe} pagejueapesip alydeigosn
- | o10c+ [10°7— (L2 "98S) (u0iSs12581) JuBWAO[3ABP PUB LOITBAIISUOD 8IN0SDY
00028+ 00089+ 000121 — 000°€02 — 000681 — (61 98S) (uoIss1asal) g€ U01393S
h " | 000€— 000221 — 000221 — 000611 — (6T, "98S) weldoid 8|qejsdan pue yniy Hwiri
00011 + 00091 + 000'9€T — 000°052— 000°2.2— ((2)81/ "98S) wesdoid saAusdUl A)ijenb [ejusWUCIIAUS Y]
000'TT + 000°Zv1 — 000271 — 000651 — (uoiss19sal)
v " | 000°€ST + 000°€GT — ((T)8T/ "99S) qeyss wep juwi
SNOISIAOYd TYYINIO—IIA FTLIL
eGT'ET + 1€9°9¢ + 72€'165C 1L1'%86°C £€69'095°C uolesisiuIWpy 3niq pue poo4 pue sajauagy pajeay ‘|A afHL ‘|eloL
| (00s'z+) (001'59) (001°G9) (009°29) (sasuadxd an[JeJISIUILIPE UO UOIe}WI]) UOIeLSIUIWPY JPal) Wieq
S3IINIIV INFANIJIANI
eST'ET+ 1€9'9¢ + 28166 1L1'785'C £€69'095° (sa9} Jasn FuIpn|axe) ya4 ‘elo]
(EST'ET+) (Ser'ern+) (879'661'1) (S67°98Y'1) (€22'18¢€'Y) (Ajuo saj 1asn pajoeus/m) Ya4 ‘|eI0L
(05€'9y2 —) (Ser'ett+) (879'661'1) (866°GYL'Y) (€22'18¢€'Y) (s|esodoid Buipnjoul ‘saa} 1asn/m) ya4 ‘|eloL
88/'8 88/'8 88/'8 salIoe) pue s3uip|ing
(£06'652—) (£06°652) (s|esodoid 397) 98} Jasn mau yq4 ‘|eoiqng
(860'G6—) (860°G) $33) Jasn UOIBIIII0U 30UBISQNS 10BJU0D POO4
(£6¥'61—) (£6¥'6T) $93) Jasn 21JaWS0)
(£08'6—) (£08'9) S99 1asN Jalin0d [eUONEUIAIY|
(120'691 —) (120'691) $99 Jasn podw pooq
(021'09—) (021°09) $99) Jasn uonoadsur pue uoneisigal Ayij1oey pooq
‘(sjesodosd "8a7) $83) Jasn Mau y(4
(EST'ET+) (Ger'etT+) (098°061'1) (L0L°LL1'Y) (Sev'8LE'Y) (s394 Jasn yym) ya4 ‘[elolang
( ) (000'T) (000°T) (a1ewnsa 0g9) saa} Suipunodwod Koeuwieyq
( ) (00€'s) (00€'5) saa) weSoid sapodwy paiyienb Kieunjop
( ) (¥1t'9) (¥11'9) s} U01}9adsuIa) pooy
( ) (vev'T) (vev'1) S99 1asn ||B3al Paa) pue pood
“| w021 +) (169°€1) (159'¢1) (Lyv'21) $9) Jasn U0IJeIILAT J0j0d pue Hodx3
| (8s+) (S0£'61) (S0£'6T) (81€'61) se9) Jasn AydesSowwep




110

(wLLe+) (608'081) (608°081) (G€0'8L1) (sasuadxa anljelsiulwpe uo uoreywi)
(€§6'65L°T+) (€v2'068 +) (Le6'zee e (¥8¢€'£96°01) (¥69'2LY'TH) (uoijeziioyyne ueot)
(22612 +) (758 +) (80v'€61) (988°1.1) (¥55°061) (aysueny £g)
(£60'790'T2 —) (£60'790'12) 910z Jeaf |easiy ‘suonendoidde aauenpy
(000°06 +) (G/6°GTT—) (000'655 —) (000679 —) (S20'ery —) SUOISSISAY
(000‘001 +) (000°00T +) (000°001) f103a)e0 Jaijal Ja)sesiq
(00€'759'T—) (6681922 —) (ev1'ert'eyn) (evt'£92'v¥T) (100°'188'GT) G10¢ Jeak |easty suorjeudorddy
16€'825'2C — 7€8'€8L°C— [4AR£ERAa 6€G°281'G9T 9/6'LEY'SHT [e30} puely
62€'8YE + 86/'G0¢+ 1£9'206 — 000'168 — 6Cv'80L — suoisinod [esauay ‘IIA 9] ‘[eJoL
GGL'TT+ 6L+ GSL'TT weJdoid uoneAasuod Aoussiawy
81692+ 81612 + 81672 weidoid uonoajoad paysieiem fouagiawy
000'GT + 000GT + 000'ST (f10333e9 Ja1ja) Jaysesip) weidoid uoieloysal Alysalo) fousdiew]
00068 + 00068 + 00068 (f1038189 Jatjas Jaysesip) weldosd uonpaajold paysisiem Aouadiow]
000621 — 000621 — 000621 — (uoiss1osal) wesgoid 8aue)sIsSe }00)saAl| Kouagiaw
000 — 0002 UOISSIWIWOY [BUOISAY JaPI0g 1SBMUIN0S
00002 — 00002 (8% "998S) [SIHdY] Buluaaig snijg
0006, — 000°6£ (L "99S) $83) Jasn y(4
000'T— 000'T (€/ "98S) uoISSIWWOY J83uny
69" o¢+ 769'0% — (T{7£ "98S) (uoissiosal) wesdoud Aiauiyaiolg €006 U138
000y + 0007 0007 (6€/ 09S) weidoid yueg Jajepm
000'8 + 0008 — (y€/ "98S) (uoissiasal) weidold A31ausolg GOOe UOINIAS
ajewl)sa “mwv:m :c:mw_mﬂom‘aam ol
(— 10 +) yyum pasedwod __gm%_egco Sjewsa joBpng Szﬂoﬁw ; way

UoIjepuswiliodal 8djjIWWoy ajeuss

[siejjop Jo spuesnoy} uj]

panuijuo3—ga10¢ Yv3IA TvISI4 HO4

TNg JHL NI CIANTAWOIIY SINNOWY ANY SILYWILST 13DANG ANV ¥T0Z ¥YIA TvISI4 ¥04 ALIMOHLAY (IYNOILYDITE0) 139ANG MIN 40 INIWILYLS JAILYYYAINOD




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.5
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket true
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings true
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages false
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 6.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


		Superintendent of Documents
	2022-02-01T06:27:58-0500
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




