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The status of the many and varicd proposals presently being con-
sidered by the Senate is of great concern to all of us who support
services for disabled persons. In an effort to provide information
to you, The Senate Subcommittec on the Handicapped is publishing
"News Briefs'" to keep you current with our activities. We hope

you will find the Newsletter of interest and we welcome your

comments and suggestions.

Since

Lowell Weicker, Jr.,
Subcommittee on the Handicapp

* % %

Th. S.n. te Labor aﬁé’ﬁuman Reso. rces Com ittee will reco .end
to the full Senate that PL 94-142, '"The Education of All Handicapped
Children Act', bhe retained as a categorical program rather than
become part of an education block grant proposal now under consider-
ation b& Congress, The Committee decided to take the action at the
urging<ﬁf Scnators Lowell Weicker, Chairman of the Subcommittee on
the Handicapped, and Robert Stafford, Chairman of the Subcommittge
on Education, the Arts and Humanities. The Committee's decision was
precceded by extensive negotiations between the two Senators, Committee
Chairman Orrin lHatch, and the Administration, and, was part of a
larger compromise worked out on funding levels for major social pro-
grams, including those which ceffcct disabled Americans.

PL 94-142, cnacted into law inl975, mandates that all children
with disabilities receive a "free appropriate public education” in
the least restrictive environment appropriate to their needs. The law
is genc}ally considered to be landmark legislation and contains a
~-‘number of provisions designed to protect disabled school children.
Before the‘compromlsc'was ;‘cac.}mcd, l\'cickcr‘cxpx"csscd fear that duc
process safeguards would be abandoned and that the whole federal
commi tment to cducation of disabled children would go by the wayside

if special education scrvices were consolidated under the block grant
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proposal now being considered b? the Senate. ;
The Labor and Human Rcsources Committec also acted last Qeek‘nk

establish authorization levels i:t’or all federal programs under its

jurisdiction. Authorization lévcls set the funding ceilings below

- which the Appropriations Committees in the Senate and House must stay

whgn they take up actual fundi&g of federal prog}ams later this fall.

The authorization levels for m@st major social programs were reduced

by as much as 25 percent as paﬁt of the Committee's budget reconci+i;

ation process under which cach?Congrcssional committee.must revieJ

the authorization levels to in#urc they are consistent with those

set forth in the first concurrént budget resolution adopted by Congres

in mid-May. 1In real dollar terms, the Labor Committee reduced the

authorization levels for all sécia} programs under its jurisdiction

by over $11.0 billion. | -
However, The Committee ac%epted the Subcommittee on the Handi-
capped's recommendation to "flét fund' or hold most programs affecting
the disabled at the pre-recissgon FY 1981 spending levels for the. '
next two years. The only two ;xceptions were the State Grant compoj
ments of the federal special education and rehabilitation programs,
which will be increased by 5.2% and 10:4% in FY 1982 and 1983 respec-
tively over FY 1981 pre-recision levels. Programs to be flat funded
" over the next two years inclu%e: Special Education (except for its
State Grant component), the D%velopmental Disabilities Program,
Gallaudet College, National T%chnicalﬁlnstipute for the Deaf, The
American Printing House for tée Blind, the Committee for the Purchase
from the Blind and Sevcrely Héndicapped and the Office of Civil
Rights, DIIlIS, The following #hart shows the authorization levels for

all programs affecting the diéablcd for the next two years:

]

PROGRAM | 1981 1982 1983
Education . 5 $1026.5 * 1149.95' 1198.0
Rehabilitation | 967.56  1009.26 1054.16
Gallaudet College f 50.0 50.0 50.0
NTID ' . g 20.3 20,3 20.3 —
Amcrican Printing llouse !
for the Blind ; 5.0 5.0 - 5.0
Cmte for Pufch9sc f‘ . ,
from the Blind I .5 .S .5
Developmental Disabilitics { 61.0 61.0 61.0
Office of Civil Rights E 19.0 18.0 19.0
TOTALS *(millions) | s2150. 52318, $2408.
f
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SENATE AND HOUSE 'IAKL FINAL ACTION ON RECONCILIATION;

SET AUTHORIZATION LEVELS FOR PROGRAMS AFFECTING THE DISABLED:
CONFERENCE ACTION EXPLECTED BY END OF JULY

Completing their work before leaving for the July 4th recess,
the Scenate and llouse of Representatives adopted two Fairly similar
sets of authorization levels (or major federal programs benefitting
the nation's 36 million disabled citizens. Congress took their
actions on the programs as part of their work on budget reconcili;-
tion under which Congressional Committees were required to reduce
spending levels for most programs under their jurisdiction. This was
to bring them into conformance with those embodied in the first
concurrent budget resolution adopted by Congress in mid-May. The
Housc and Senate votes last week dealt with the authorized spending
reduction recommendations made by cach committece for federal programs
under its jurisdiction. .

The Senate accepted the recommendations of the Senate Labor and
Human Resources Committec to "flat fund" or maintain most programs
affecting the disabled at the pre-recission FY 1981 levels for the
ncxt two'ycars. Under the Scnate's action, all such programs,
including special cducation and vocational rchabilitation services,
will rcmain categorical programs rather than be consolidated into
bloch gfrants as the Administration had originally proposed. The
Commjttee "deliberately refrained" from including programs for the
disabled in its block grant proposals, according to Commiitcc Chair-
man Senator Orrin Hatch, "hccnusc_tbc issues involved...are especially
delicate and require more consideration”™. The Scnate also agreed to
a Committee rcducst to-increase the authorization levels for the
Statc Grant componcnts of both the special cducation and vocational
rchabtlitation proprams by $.2% and 10.4% over the FY 1981 pre-

recission levels for 1982 and 1983 respectively,
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In the House, authorization levels for all such programs were
approved through FY 1984, The House also agreed with the Senate that

special cducation, vocational rchabilitation, and the Developmental
Disabilities programs be rctained as categorical programs. Therc had
been some concern that the llouse might move to consolidate onc or more
of the programs into a block grant to the States. Congressman .James
Broyhill of North Carolina, in fact, offered an amendment which would
have repealed the DD program. But Broyhill subsequently withdrew his
amendment from consideration and the program was reauthorized for
another threc years as part of Gramm-Latta II, the budget package
approved by the llouse.

In respect to the actual authorization levels themselves, the House
authorized $1,112.1 million for special ecducation {including the pro-
gram's State Grant component) f{or FY.1982 and 1983. The House's allot-
ment for special education is $37.8 million below that of the Senate's
in FY 1982 and $85.9 million belo; the Senate authorization level for
1983. The difference between the House and Senate authorization levels
for these two years is directly p}oportional to the differences in the
House and Senate allotments for t%e program's State Grant component.
All other program component authorization levels approved by the House
are the same as those set by the Senate.

The House also came in below: the Senate in terms of the authori-
zation it passed for vocational rehabilitation. The house approved
authorization levels for the program of $844,9 million and $910.3 mill-
ion for FY 1982 and 1983 respectively. These spending levels fall
below Senate authorization figurcs for the two year pecriod by $§164.1
million in FY 1982 and $143.7 million in the following fiscal year.

As with special education, the llousc authorization for the VR program's
State Grant component is also sighiricantly less than that of the
Senate's.

As reported above, the House also established authorization
levels for the DD program for the next three years. In.doing so, it
. funded the program at $51 million.. $10.1 million below the Scnate
approved spending ceiling of $6l.i million for both FY 1982 and 1983.

1

The great difference between the llouse and Senate figures is again in
respect to the program's Statc Grant component. Under the Senate
spending c¢ceiling, the States woulﬂ reccive $43.1 million in federal

funds to provide direcct scrvices Fo developmentally disabled individ-

i
|
|
|



uals. The House would provide $8.)] million less to the States to

deliver the same services. These and all other differences between

House and Senate authorization levels will be resolved by conferees
from both Houses after Congress rcturns from recess July 8th.
The following tablc shows the differences betwcen llouse and

Senate authorized spending levels for the three major federal programs

for the disabled for FY 1982 and 1983.*

FY 1982 FY 1983

PROGRAM SENATE HOUSL SENATE HOUSE
EDUCATION (PL 94-142) (in Millions)
State Grant $969.8 932, $1017.9 932,
All Other

Authorities 180.1 180.1 180.1 180.1
REHABILITATION
State Grant 899, 714.5 943.9 774.5
All Other )

Authorities 110.186 130.4 110.156 135.8
DEVELOPMENTAL

DISABILITIES
State Grants 43.1 35. " 43,1 35.
All Other

Authorities 18. 16. 18. 16.

*FY 1984 is not included in this table because while the House set
authorized spending levels through 1984, the Senate only established

authorizationa for the next two fiscal years.
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SENAIL AND HOUSE SET AUTHORIZIATION LEVELS FOR PROGRAMS AFFECTING DISABLED:

. -

GO WITIE BITGHER SENATE FIGURES FOR SPECTAL ED. AND VOC. REHAB.

Senate and Jlouse conferces met last week to iron out differences between
authorization levels for federal programs contained in the Scnate and
tlouse reconciliation bills approved ecarlier this month., Conferces for
the Scnate Lubor and Human Resources Committee and the louse Hducuation
and Labor Committec, which both have jurisdiction over most human service
programs specifically affecting the disabled, made no cuts to most majo
programs for the disabled. In fact, llouse conferees agrecd to "recede"
to, or accept the higher Senate (igures as recommended by Handicapped

Subcommittee Chairman, Lowcll Weicker.

In respect to special cducation, the conferees agreed to rccommend to
their respective llouses that a spending ceiling be established for the
program at $1149.9 million for FY 1982 and $1198 million for FY 1983,

As part of this agreement, conferces for the House will rccommend to
their lHouse colleagues that they accept the Senate figures for the

State Grant component of the program which are $37 million and $85 mill-

ion higher than the llouse's for FY 1982 and 1983 respectively.

The conferees tookh similar action in respect to vocationa habilita-

tion by again going with higher Senate figures for most of the program's

components ancluding its State Grant component. In real dollar terms,

the spendine ceilinps Tor the program were set ar $1000.1 million for 1)

o i

1982 an 1051 wmallion for I'Y 1985, UnJ;:_;;:_:;Tazhzﬁ‘TﬁF_ﬁf?6cmcnt.
up to $899 million in FY 1982 authorization monies and $1054 million
EY 1983 authorization monics would be made available in the form of
federal fimancial support of State VR ciforts. Addationalty the confeices
mmcreased funding levels tfor Independent Laving Centers by $1.4 million

over the senate figure for both FY 1982 and 1983 to $19.4 million.



The conferces also authorized $8 million for the Projects with Industiies
component of the program which was $2.15 million greater than what the

full Secnate set aside for PW] earlier this month.

In other action, Senate and House conferees also reached major compro-
mises on funding levels for the nation's two higher education institu-
tions for the deaf, Gallaudet College in Washington, D.C. and the National
technical Institute in Rochester, New York. In its reconciliation hill,
the Senate authorized $50 million for (Gallaudet while the liouse came in

at S0l million for both fiscal years, After considerable debate, however,
the conferees agreed to rccommend setting the authorization level at $52
million for the college. The llouse also had authorized $32.8 million to
the Scnate's $20.3 million for the National Technical Institute for the
heat!. With some give and take on both sides though, the conferces agrecd
to provide not more than $206 million to NTID for cach of the next two '
ycars. Once the work of all conferces is complcted, the Scnate and Housce
are capected to vote on their recommendations just before adjourning for
the August summer recess. When Congress comes back into session a4 month

later. it will then take up work on the actual appropriation process.

The following table sets forth the authorization levels for major program

components affeccting the disabled agreed to by Senate and llousce conferees:

FY 1981 FY 1982 FY 1983

PROGRAM ACTUAL  AUTII'ZED AUTH®ZED
SPECIAL EFDUCATION (GRANT TO STATES) 874.5 909.9 1017.9
VOCATIONAL RENARILITATION 854.0 899, 0 943, 0

(GRANTS TO STATES) )
INDEPENDENT LIVING CENTERS 18.0 19.4 19.4
PROJLCES WITH INDUSTR 5.8 R.0 $.0
NATIONAL INSTURUEL OF HANDICAPPED 35.0 35.0 35.0

RESLARCH
DEVILOPMENFAL DISABILITIES 01,0 61,0 T

"R R



e

k4

 ema

-0~ NEWSLETTER OF THE SENATE SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE HANDICAPPED

 NEWS 7S o
‘ coer ot Aoanherny Mol o
Iohir e s
NV &

Pagradd Npoades

Hatrson Waltsas , The Internanunal Y ear
Thomas b acleron United States Senate Subcomumutive on the Handicapped OF The Disablod Persor,

TR Kusse N Senate Etice Blde
Washungton D¢ 2ok

OCTOBER 22,1981 97-1-4

ADMINISTRATION NOMINEE PLEDGES SUPPORT
FOR SPECIAL ED & REHAB LAWS

Confirmation hearings on Jcan S. Tufts to be Assistant Secretary

for Special Education and Rehabilitative Services were held by the
Senate Labor and Human Resources Committee on Tuesday, September 22.
Tufts, the President's choice to administer the nation's special
education, vocational rehabilitation and federal handieapped re-
search programs, was closely questioned by Committee Chairman
Senator Orrin Hatch and Subcommittee on the Handicapped Chairman
Senator Lowell Weicker, Jr. Mrs., Tufts, a former New lampshire
teacher and rehab center executive, and past National School Board
Association President, stated her opposition to thc repeal of the
federal special education and vocational rehabilitation laws (PL 94-
142 and PL 95-602). However, Mrs. Tufts reversed testimony given to
Congress earlier this year, by stating she was now in favor of reduc-
ing federal funding for these programs. Senator Weicker indicated

his opposition to Mrs. Tufts' position on these funding cuts.

-

Committee action on Mrs. Tufts' nomination has been suspended at

the request of Senator Weicker.

RRKRK KRR AR KRR R AR R AR AR R AR R AR R AR KRR R AR R RR AR AKX RR AR R R RRERR R R AR AR AR R AR

FY 1982 APPROPRIATION DECISIONS NOW BEING MADE

When the new federal fiscal ycar begins on Thpfsday, October 1,.1981,
Congress will procecd along several paths to try to provide the dollars
necessary to run the government in- FY 1982, The Scnate Appropriations
Subcommittee for Health § Human Scrvices is marking up their recomm--
endations, many of which represent additional cuts for handicapped
programs. The Labor-HHS-Education Subcommittee, which has juris-

diction over special education, vocational rehabilitation and other
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handicapped prog£ﬁms, has generally recommended funding levels

for these programs at slightly less than FY 1981 actual levels

with several relatively small programs (i.e. Developmental Dis-

abilities) reduced more substantially.

As this issue of NEWS BRIEIS is written, Congress has also enacted

a Continuing Resolution. 'This Resolution continues federal programs

at FY 1981 levels until November 20 when the Appropriations Committee

actions arc cxpected to be completed. Congress has also received the

President's most recent (9/24) recommendations for FY 1982 appropria-

tions, which will receive very careful consideration.

A comparison of the various funding levels being considered, plus

FY 1981 actuals and FY 1982 authorized ceilings is outlined below:

PROGRAMS

SPEC1AL EDUCATION
(Grants to States)

VOCATIONAL
REHABILITATION
(Grants to States)

INDEPENDENT LIVING
CENTERS

PROJECTS WITH
INDUSTRY

N'TL INSTITUTE OF
_ HANDICAPPED RESEARGH

DEVELOPMENTAL
DISABILITIES

?

_ FY 1982 SEN.
* FY 1982 ~.APPROPRIATION FY 1982
FY 1981 FY 1982 CONTINUING SUBCOMMITTEE PRESIDENT'
ACTUAL AUTHORIZED = RESOLUTION RECOMMENDA'TN RECOMMENDA
. l i
$874.5 ~ $%62.9 ; $874.5 . $900.0 $649.1
854.0 899.0 854.0 854.0 768.0.
18.0 ' 19.4 18.0 18.0 14.2
5.8 8.0 5.5 6.8 k%
29.8 35.0 29.8 29.8 31.2
59.4 61.0 59.4 50.25 33

* Continuing Resolution in force until November 20, 1981,

** PY] included in general category of “Service Projects" in the
President's Budget at $24.87 million. In FY 1981 Service Pro-
jects were funded at $29.86 million.

NOTE: CONTINUING RESOLUTION AND PRESIDENT'S RECOMMENDATION FIGURES

ARE ESTIMATES AS OF OCTOBER 1, 1881, AND ARE SUBJECT TO CHANGE.
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SENATE VOTES ADDITIONAL $68.8 MILLION IN SPECIAL ED;
$44.8 MILLION IN VOC. REHAB; AND $10 MILLION FOR DD STATE GRANTS:
PRESIDENT VETOES RESOLUTION,

The Senate approved two amendments offered by Senator Lowell Weicker,
Chairman of the Subcommittee on the Handicapped, to provide for full
funding of the State Grant components of both the Special Education )
and Vocational Rehabilitation programs at levels authorized in the

Omnibus Reconciliation Act. The Senate Appropriations Committee had.
recommended to the full Senate that only $900 million of the author-
ized Special Ed. State Grant monies and $854.2 million of those auth-

orized for State Grants to VR agencies be appropriated.

With the passage of the special education amendment, an additional
$69.8 million in federal funds was to be made available to the States
~and local school districts in FY 1982 to carry out the provisions of

the Education for All Handicapped Children Act.

Weicker's amendment raising the appropriation level for the State
Grant component of the federal VR programs would have provided'for'
$44.7 million in additional monies be made available to the States to
be used to cover direct services and administrative costs associated
with their rcspeétive State VR agencies. In offering the amendment,
Senator ﬁeickcr noted that an'average of $73 million is saved annually
in entitleﬁcnt spending. for persons reﬁabilitated in any given year.

He observed that each federalihollar spent on vocational rehabilitation
today is an in;estment in the future which will allow "disébled Ameri- -

cans to work and... be participating, contributing members of society--

not just for their own good, but for our own as a government and as a

people."”
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The Senate also approved an amendment offered by Senator Orrin G. Hatch,
of Utah, Chairman of the Labor and Human Resources Committee to increase
FY 1982 funding for the Developmental Disabilities Program to the full
$61 million authorized. The Hatch Amendment would have restored some

$10 million proposed to be cut from DD by the Appropriations Committee.

Following the President's veto of Monday, November 23, the Congress
passed a stopgap measure to keep the government running until Dec.1S5th
at last years' (FY'81) levels. Between now and December 15 both houses
of Congress will be working to fashion permanent funding legislation
which can be enacted into law for FY 1982, As the new legislation is

being considered, Senators Hatch and Weicker will continue to press

for full funding of the above programs.
* +* * * *

WEICKER TO FILE AMICUS BRIEF WITH THE U.S. SUPREME COURT
IN SUIT CONCERNING RIGHTS OF RETARDED PEOPLE T0
EDUCATION & HABILITATION.

Scnator Lowell Weicker, Chairman of the Senate Subcommittee on the
Handicapped, will file in the next few weeks, an amicus curiae brief
with the United States Supreme Court_in Romeo vs. Youngberg, a case
involving Nicholas Romeo whose lawyers contend has been abused and
deprived of treatment while a resident of the Pennhurst State School
and Hospital in Pennsylvania. Weicker will file the friend of the court
brief in response to another brief submitted by the Attorney General
of Connecticut, and co-signed by 19 other states. The Connecticut
brief alleges that retarded citizens living in state institutions such
as Pennhurst have no other rights but to receive a minimum level of
custodial care. It also argues that states are under no legal obliga-
tion to provide such institutionalized residents with education or
habilitative services, and questions the value of such services.
Commenting on the Connecticut brief,'Weicker'sgid, "The State Attorney
General's decision to urge the U.S. Supreme Court to deny basic human
rights to retarded citizens is the most disgusting display of human

indifference in recent memories."
* ® ® : ® X
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- ' LEGISLATION PLANNED TO BESTORE FUNDS
FOR VR QFRVICFS FNR QCT, QCNI RFNFFICTADIFS

Senators Alan Cranston and Lowell Weicker will introduce legislation
in the Senate to continue the long-standing commitment of the federal
government to providing rehabilitative services to those currently on
SS1 or SSDI by providing additional monies to the states to pay for
such services. Cranston and Weicker joined forces this summer in offer-
ing an amendment to the reconciliation package which would have accom-
plished the same results by continuing the flow of dollars from the

Disability Insurance Trust Fund for VR services. The amendment failed

to pass the Senate by a vote of 49 to 47.

Agreement was later reached as part of reconciliation conference commit-
tee deliberations to allow Trust Fund monies to be spent on rehabili-
tation services for SSI and SSDI clients who showed promise of being
able to engage in competitive employment or some form of "substantial
gainful employment." Such funds can only be spent after an individual
has successfully participated in a rehabilitation program over a nine
month period. Because states are unlikely to be able to finance.the up
front cost of such services, the Cranston/Weicker bill cuts the 9 month
delay in federal payments to 60 days. Tﬁe bill would also provide for
the use of general revenues to pay for rehabilitation services for SSI/
SSDI recipients. Unless the Cranston/Weicker bill is enacted state VR
programs will cffectively loose some $119 million or 12% of the federal

dollars available in FY 1981, even if the VR State Grant is funded at

FY 1981 levels of $854 million. .
x 3 X 3 * ®
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INTERNATIONAL YFAR OF
DISABLED PERSONS

® Mr, WEICKER. Mr. President. al<
though these have ‘been ‘s chanc:‘zm‘.
even a tTying, first 10-months.of.this ses,
sion for those of its on the Subeommittes
on the Handicapped. I consider myself
most fortunate to have become its chair-
man dunng this, the International Year
of Disabled Persons (IYDP) at a time
when Congress, the Natian, and the world
community at large are being called upon
to become more aware of the needs, as-
géroatiom. nng is:%ilhges of the estimated
million ed people t

the globe today: ple throughout

During this year of budget slashing,
when so many programs for dissbled
Americans were scheduied to be dras-
tically cut back or completely eliminated,
the UN.s declaration and observance

of 1981 as the Year of the Disabled heipec
serve o remind many of us :n the Sen-
ate of the wital role the disabled nave to
play i1n our society, and to further
strengthen our resoive to work to pree
serve those programs and services whica
are, o turn, so vatal to thelr developmernt.
- Margaret Mead once observed thit one
of the best ways to judge a society is to
see how it cares for its disabled members.
‘While this was certainly true up to very
recently, I think that Dr. Mead would
bave agreed with me that, in the 1980's
and beyond, the correct criteria to Judge
a society by in this regard s not in the
way that it cares for individuals with
disabilities, but in the way it assists such
individusls Lo become independent ard
productive members of that society.
This, then, is the significance of Ine-
ternational Year of the Disabled Persor.
IYDP should not be viewed merely as a
12-month observance period. Rather, it
should be more properly viewed as the
opening of & new era in terms of the way
we perceive disabled people. And, I am
pleazed to be able to report that this is
the exact tack which the U.S. Counci] for
ths Internstional Year for the Disahled
Person bas taken By adopting as s
basic modut operandt the theme “Meet-
ing the challenges through partnerships”

lutions. If they are to be adequately ad-
dressed at all then they must be dealt
with in the type of comprehensive ap-
proach which the U8 Council has inje

- -

Senate

1 am especially pleased and heartened
by the Council's work with the pnvate
sector in the country. Business and in-
dustry need to.be mada full fledge part-
ners in- the effort to azsist disabled
Amencand_into the mainstream of our
society. As President Remgan observed
lxst Pebruary in his proclamation declas-
ing 1581 as the International Year of
the Disabled Person, the “disabled repre-
sent ane of our most underutilized na-
tional resources.” They wall likely con-
tinye to remain 30 until the business
community recognizes, in the words of a
recent IBM public service advertisemens,
that the disabled worker is “as capable
a3 other workers, as reliable, as ame.
bitious. nnd just as likaly to succeed.”
Congiduradle progrems Nas already boas
made in this regard.
as IBM bave taken the inftiative and exe
Andiny innovative and cowt effective
ways of allminsting architeetaral, ttans-
portativn and employraent  barriers,
which have for far too long stood tn the
way of diabled Americans, keeping hem
from taking thetr riahtfu} piace in cur
Nation's work force. Buch firms are find-
tng out for thempal vee Just how true the
TBM PSA. rings; and I am wholly con-
fident that once other firms lewrd of the
many benefits that comen from emrpiny-
ing physically and mentallv dirabied
workers that they too, »1lU be recrutting
more and more such workers ag tUme
%oes oL

The private sector cannot be expected
to do the whole job itself, however. The
problesms of the disabled are just too
complex to expect one sectof of our so-
ciety to solve alone. As the resolution of
the distinguithed Senator from Kansas
recognizes, the Federal Government also
has a special role to play in prumoting
the integration of the disabled into the
mainstream. Just as it is wrong 1o as-,
sume that any one sector of society can
solve all af the problems facing the dis-
abled, it 1s wrong to assume that any one
branch of the Federal Government has
all of the answers to these problems.

In adopting this resolution directing
the Prestdent to implermnent the gools and
objectives of the International Year of
the Disabled Person, we should not allow
ourselves to belleve for a single second
that our responstbility to strive toward
those same goals and ob)ectives bas in
any way been reduced. In declanng 1981
as the International Year of the Disabled
Person. the United Nations set forth the
following goals and objectives to be
achieved throughout the world:

ONTss> S7A7TTS Mission

The mission is to promote ths full partiz
pation 1o the iife of our sciety of America
cruzens “with.paysical or mental dlsabilitie
puilding on:the progresa of ths past dacad
we will’ work togetbsr with privats abd g
sroméntal mmmt;o:. mungm-n bp.::

srstanding o unmet
it:‘u::mw contridution of thass 38 mi
llon prople. We wil foster the partosranl
of Americans from all walks Of Life fn fw
thering the following long-term nationl
goals of and for citizans with disahtiitis

Expanded Educational Opportunity;

Improved Accsas t0 Housing, Puilding
and Trapaportation:

Qreatar Opportunity for Employment
. Greater Participation in Recreational, 80
cial and Cultural Activities;

Rxpanded and Strengthensd Rehabalits
tion Programs and FPacilities;

Purposeful Appiioation of Blomedical Rs
sesrch Alned at Conquering Major Disabiin]
Conditions;

Reaustion in the Incidence of Disabilit
Tarough Accidant and Disease Prevention

Increased Application of Technology U
Amsliorate the Efects 0f Dizabdility: and

Expanded Interpational Exchange of In
formation and Experience t0 Denefit All Dis
abled PeTeODA.

{Adopted Dy the US, Councl far IYD?
and the United States CGovernments Ped-
eral Interagency Cammities for IYDP.)

Co as that body which estab-
nshung:;sénﬂ policy, has s role ta play
to insure that each of these nine goals
and objectives are achieved both here in
the United States and, to the marximum
extent feasible, in the world community
2t large. The Congress, in fact, hasa very
special role in expanding educatiooal
opportunities, increasing access and
strengthening rehabllitation programs
and services. o

Congress bas after all been the one
which has taken the initiative in each
of these areas and passed such landmark
legisiation as the Education for All Hane
dicapped Children Act, the Rehabilita-
tion, Comprehensive Services and Devel-
opmental Disabilities Act of 1978, and
the Architectural Barriers Act of 1968
In adopting Senator DoLx's resolution, it

18 imperative that we each take this op-
portunity to recemmit ourselves to the
goal of enabling the estimated 38 millica
disabled Americans to enter the main.
stream and live happy. productive lves,
for as the President observed {n his Febd-
ruary prociamation:

Al of us stand 10 Faly when the——md
are Claablad abare 10 Ameica® —
nities @
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DL:CEMBER 18, 1981 97-1-6
SENATE ACCEPTS HOUSE CONTINUING RESOLUTION

WITH 47% CUTS IN VOC.REHAB., SPECIAL ED., AND D.D. FUNDING LEVELS
FOR F.Y. 1982

On Dec. 1lTH, THE SENATE PASSED THE HOUSE VERSION OF A CONTINUING
RESOLUTION, IN EFFECT UNTIL MArcH 31, 1982, WHICH CUTS AN OVERALL
47 OFF OF THE APPROPRIATION LEVELS FOR ALL MAJOR PROGRAMS EFFECTING
DISABLED AMERICANS FROM THE FUNDING LEVELS CONTAINED IN THE YET

To BE APPROVED LABOR-HHS-APPROPRIATION BiILL.

As reported in the November 24th issue of NEWS BRIEFS, Senator

Lowell Weicker, Chairman of the Subcommittee on the Handicapped,

was successful earlier in gaining approval of two amendments to
provide for funding of the State Grant compcnents of both the Special
Education and Vocational Rehabilitation programs at their full FY '82
authorization levels as contained in the Omnibus Reconciliation Act.
Senator Orrin Hatch, Chairman of the Labor § liluman Resources Committece
experienced similar success at that time in securing full funding

of the Developmental Disabilities program at the $61 million level

authorized in the Reconciliation Act.

The bascline figures to bc used in determining the 4% overall cuts

in the funding levels of the threc major fcdcrally-fundcd‘human devel-
opment programs for the. disabled, will thereforc, include the higher
Weicker/Hatch numbers. The Continuing Resolution provides, howcver,
that while 4% will be cut from cach account reductions of up to 0%
may be made in the program lincs which make up that account. Thus,

in terms of Special Education, $43.420 million must bc cut from the
program's total funding level of $1,085.5 million in order to

achieve the overall 4% cut. The Department of Education has the



"
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discretionary authority to decide upon the composition of the pro-

gram's 4% recduction lcevel.

In determining the make-up of the over-

all reductions, the Department could reduce spending by the required

$43.420 million by cither cutting all of the program's sublincs by

the full 4%, or cutting some sublines more than others up to 6%.

The same process applics to the Vocational Rchabilitation and

Developmental Disabilities Programs.

”* *

* *

APPROPRIATIO% FUNDING LEVELS UNDER THE CONTINUING RESOLUTION

RECONCIL-
LIATION FISCAL CONTINUING(D
SPECIAL EDUCATION CEILING 1981 ACTUAL RESOLUTION
(TNCLUDES 4% CUT;
State Grants $969.8 $874.5 $931.10
Preschool Incentive 25.0 25.0 24.0
Dcaf/ Blind 16.0 16.0 15.36
Severecly Handicapped 5.0 4.4 2.88
Early Childhood 20.0 17.5 9.60
Regional Sec/Post 4.0 2.9 2.88
Innovation/ Dev. 20.0 15.0 7.20
Media Services 19.0 17.0 11.52
Regional Resource 9.8 7.7 2.88
Recruitment/ Info. 1.0 .7 .72
Personnel Development 58.0 43.5 33.60
Special Studies 2.3 1.0 .48
VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION
State Grants $899.0 $854.3 $863.04
Service Projects 28.1 29.9 23.89
Independent Living 19.0 18.0 17.28
Training 25.5 21.7 19.20
National Institute of 35.0 29.8 28.56
Handicap Research
National Council on Handicap . 256 .2 .197
RECONCIL- FISCAL CONTINUING(®D
ACCOUNT TOTALS LIATION 1981 ENACTED RESOLUTION
(INCL. 4% CUT.
SPLECIAL EDUCATION $1149.9 $1025.2 $1042.2
VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION $1006.8 $953.8 $952.2
DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES $61.1 $590.4 $58.57

) This column assumes a 4% across the board cut in all programs.
@ This column of totals is certain under the Continuing Resolution.

NOTE: Reductions in any linc may be up to 6% in order to effcct the
~overall 4% cut reflected in the Account Totals.
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BUDGET MESSAGE GOES TO CONGRESS

February 8— President Ronald Reagan sent his budget message to
Congress today for FY 1983, along with a request for a further eleven
percent recission in the State Grant component of the Vocational
Rehabilitation in current 1982. The President®s budget proposal
continues his budget-cutting program and calls for deep cuts 1in
funding levels for all major domestic human development and educa-
tion programs, including those aimed at assisting disabled indi-
viduals to gain a greater degree of independence and economic
self-sufficiency. The Administration also intends to send legis-
lation up to the Hill in the next four weeks, which will provide

a blueprint in bill form of the direction in which it would like
to take in respect to the three major federal categorical grant
programs affecting the disabled, special education, vocational
rehabilitation and developmental disabilities. Such legislation
will call for consolidating such programs by means of the creation
of a block grant to the states in one instance, and what are being

termed as "special purpose funds"™ in two other cases.

Funding requests from the Department of Education, for example,

urge that funds for preschool programs, Part B State Grants (PL 94-142)
and Title 1 (PL 89-313) be "folded" into just such a special purpose
fund. Under the Department®s proposal, such a fund would: (A) have
less federal monies in it to start off with than the three entities
currently are funded at as categorical programs? and (B) force

state and local education agencies to compete with each other for
their portion of previously earmarked funds. Specifically, the

plan calls for the reduction of the overall spending level for the
three entities combined from the current $ 1.1 billion level to
$.771 billion in FY "83 or by some 30 percent. Such a cut repre-

sents the largest portion of proposed spending reductions in the



