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THE SECRETARY OF' HEALTH, EOUCATIO~. ANO WELFARE 

WASHINGTON, O.C.20201 

The Honorable John J. Rhodes 
Minority Leader 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Rhodes: 

J~N 3 0 1976 

I understand that the House of Representatives will soon consider 
H.R. 2525, the "Indian Health Care Improvement Act." I am deeply con
cerned that you and your colleagues understand our position with regard 
to this legislation. 

In summary, we are strongly opposed to this legislation because it would 
establish additional categorical programs and substantially exceed the 
budget requests for program activities in the area of Indian health. We 
believe that the Department and other Federal agencies are accomplishing 
the major objectives stated in the bill. 

The Administration has a long-standing commitment to improving the 
health status of federally recognized Indians and Alaska natives. The 
Indian Health Service (IHS) within this Department has the primary 
responsibility for providing the necessary services; spending for IHS 
activities has grown from $113 million in FY 1969 to an estimated outlay 
of $349 million for FY 1977, an increase of 208 percent in eight years. 

The special emphasis that our IHS program has received was recently 
reiterated by the President in a message to the Congress in which he 
mentioned it among several examples of Federal responsibilities in which 
efforts would be concentrated. He stated in relation to his 1977 budget 
proposals: "To provide improved health services to American Indians and 
Alaskan natives, I am asking for $355 million. Spending by the Indian 
Health Service alone in 1977 will result in over $685 per beneficiary, 
or over $2,740 per Indian family of four." Since then, the President 
has requested $35 million more for implementing authorities in the 
"Indian Self-Determination and Education Assistance Act." Moreover, 
these amounts do not include the broad range of services provided to the 
eligible Indian population from other Federal health programs. 

In light of this, I would hope that our record of s~rong opposition to 
H.R. 2525 before the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs and the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce is regarded as a positive -
effort to see that scarce Federal health dollars are directed to the 
areas of greatest need, and that the Congress will agree that existing 
authorities are sufficient to continue addressing the health needs of 
American Indians and Alaska natives. 

( 



fase 2 -The Honorable John J. Rhodes 

Title I of the bill would authorize several different programs to support 
the training of Indian health manpower, among them a recruitment and 
counseling program, a preparatory scholarshi~ program, and a professional 
scholarship program. 

The Department shares your concern relating to the need for adequate 
numbers of Indian health professionals. However, we believe that the 
objectives of title I can be achieved under existing authorities for 
recruitment of disadvantaged students (including Indians) and for scholar
ships to students. We are unable to see a need to establish a multi
plicity of duplicative narrow categorical programs for Indians when the 

· Federal government already administers several programs to accomplish 
simiiar or identical purposes. 

The Department now helps recruit Indian health professions students as 
part of an overall effort to improve participation by disadvantaged 
persons in health occupations. Special provisions for minority recruit
cent are contained in the health manpower legislative authorities of 
titles VII and VIII of the Public Health SerVice Act. Among the projects 
carried out under these authorities have been a number to identify 
potential Indian health professions students, help them prepare for 
entrance into health professions schools, and assist them in completing 
training. 

Special consideration is given to Indians in the administration of the. 
service-conditional National Health Service Corps Scholarship program. 
In the current academic year there are a total of some 75 Indian recipients 
of National Health Service Corps Scholarships (56 medical and 19 dental 
students). Most of these individuals will do their obliga~ed.service in 
the Indian Health Service. The Bureau of Indian Affairs in the Department 
of the Interior also has a scholarship program. 

In the Administration's health professions education bill, H.R. 11119, 
we have proposed a broadened authority for project grants to assist 
disadvantaged students, including Indian students, to undertake health 
professions training. We have requested $5 million for such grants for 
FY 1977. The scholarship program for students who agree to serve in 
health manpower shortage areas would be modified and expanded, and our 
1977 request for this authority is $35 million. We would strongly 
prefer to continue giving special attention to the needs of Indian 
students under general health professions education authorities such as 
these, rather than having to operate within separate program limitations 
and funding authorities for Indians. 
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Title II would add to already existing program levels and commitments 
approximately $70 million for health services over a 3-year period, and 
would also authorize approximately l,lOO new positions in t~e IHS. This 
title is duplicative of existing basic authority in the "Snyder Act" (25 
U.S.C. 13) to provide health services and is certainly unnecessary, as 
the Department is not legally restricted in seeking as many positions as 
necessary to accomplish its goals in the program. 

Title III, which would authorize over $230 million during the 3-year 
period for construction and renovation of IHS facilities, as well as 
over $100 million for sanitation facilities in Indian homes and communi
ties, also raises unrealistic expectations in terms of what the Federal 
government can afford. 

Title IV would amend the Social Security Act to provide Medicare and 
Medicaid reimbursement to IHS facilities for services rendered to benefi
ciaries of those programs. We support this general concept, but believe 
it should be accomplished in separate legislation, particularly since we 
are opposed to other provisions of title IV. Under this title, IHS 
hospitals that do not meet current fire and safety or other standards 
would be granted a one-year period to come into compliance with program 
requirements, during which time they would be required to use all such 
reimbursements for that purpose. We believe that this provision might 
be interpreted as tolerating inadequate standards for the Indian popu
lation served by these institutions. We believe present Medicare regula
tions, which permit the participation of selected hospitals in rural or 
underserved areas if they are making efforts to improve, best achieve 
the upgrading of health care without requiring the Secretary to accept 
all institutions under arbitrary time constraints. We also oppose the 
provision that would prohibit consideration of third party reimburse
ments in determining appropriation levels for IHS facilities. We believe 
the Executive Branch and the appropriation committees of the Congress 
should be able to consider all receipts to IHS facilities in setting 
funding requirements. 

Title IV of H.R. 2525 also contains a provision for 100 percent Medicaid 
reimbursement for services provided to Indians in IHS facilities. We 
oppose this provision on the bases of equity and cost: the Federal 
reimbursement rate for title XIX services is determined by a State's per 
capita income; at present it ranges from 50 to 83 percent. To the 
extent that a State has an Indian population, and to the extent that 
population is poor, the Federal match will be higher. However, to 
provide a 100 percent match for services to Indians would be inequitable . 
to other poor recipient groups, and to those States with many families and 
individuals at poverty levels, who happen not to be Indians. Such a 
policy would have undesirable implications for the financing of other 

. public assistance programs that require matching contributions. 
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Title V would provide for a program of contracts with Indian organiza
tions in urban areas for the purpose of making health services more 
accessible to Indians. This would expand upon existing authority in the 
previously mentioned "Snyder Act" (25 U.S.C. 13) for the Department to 
assist Indians in meeting their health needs. It seems to us that 
Indians who choose not to live on reservations should be able to take 
advantage of the broader programs of the Department which assist States 
and localities, such as Community Health Centers, as well as our health 
financing programs, Medicaid and Medicare. 

We also intend to work with existing State and local social service 
agencies to assure that urban Indians are an important outreach target 
as part of the ongoing activities of those agencies. 

Title VII would establish a reporting requirement for the Secretary of 
this Department. We view such a requirement as unnecessary. Our experi
ence has been that appropriations and oversight hearings by the Congress 
during its regular deliberations on substantive legislation and on 
appropriations requests are much more effective and informative than 
reports. 

We would like to emphasize again that the Department, through the Indian 
Health Service, is moving as rapidly as we believe feasible toward the 
goal of raising the health status of Indians to at least a level equal 
to that of the non-Indian population. We believe the President's budget 
requests represent a positive commitment to this goal. In addition, 
through the recent Indian Self-Determination and Education Assistance 
Act (P.L. 93-638), the Indians themselves are working with the Depart
ment in achieving this objective. However, H.R. 2525 does not in our 
view present desirable program solutions to Indian health needs and its 
authorizations of appropriations are excessive. It would authorize 
approximately $465 million over a 3-year period, at a time when both 
Congress and the President are seeking ways to hold down Federal spend
ing. Such additional expenditures would either increase the size of the 
Federal deficit or would require more than $465 million in increased 
taxes or offsetting expenditure reductions. We believe that the Congress 
is as concerned as the Administration about the necessity to control 
spending, and in this context we have opposed the overall appropriation 
levels authorized in H.R. 2525. Thus, because of its unnecessary cate
gorical provisions for Indian health program activities and its excessive 
authorization levels, we strongly object to H.R. 2525. 

We are advised by the Office of Management and Budget that there is no 
objection to the presentation of this report and that enactment of 
H.R. 2525 would not be consistent with the objectives of the Adminis
tration. 

Sincerely, 

~·~ ~Under Secre~ 



THE UNDER SECRETARY OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20201 

Mrs. LaDonna Harris 
President 
Americans for Indian Opportunity 
1816 Jefferson Place, N.W. 
washington, D.C. 20036 

Dear Mrs. Harris: 

AUG 2 3 1971 

Thank you for your recent letter regarding the current health problems 
faced by·Ameriean Indians. We share your view that there is a contin
uing need for extended Indian health services. 

Statistics reveal that Indian Health programs have been effective: for 
example, since 1955, the Indian and Alaska Native infant death rate 
baa been reduced 70 percent; the death rate from certain diseases of 
early infancy is down 69 percent, from gastritis and related diseases 
83 percent, and from influenza and pneumonia 67 percent. These gains 
reflect greater survival rates for infants and Indian people of all ages. 

In spite of these advances, we agree that much remains to be done. A 
number of constructive steps are already underway. For instance, the 
Indian Health Service has received an $11.2 million increase in its 
fiaeal year 1976 program budget. This increase is one indication 
of the importance placed on this program by the Administration, 
eepecially in the face of an emphasis on budget austerity throughout 
Government. 

While it is true that the number of Indian homes to be served by 
sanitation facilities will be less in fiscal year 1977 than in fiscal 
year 1976, a review of the overall budget indicates a significant in
crease in support for Indian health, and this support has been indicated 
in past years as well. 

Public Law 94-303, approved June 1, provides an additional $3 million 
for Indian health services to cover unforeseen increases in the costs 
of contract medical care. These funds will help alleviate situations 
such as you describe in Albuquerque, where only emergency operations 
could be funded under contract. 
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I fully believe that our existing legislative authorities can be 
•tUbed 1u findiug eolutions to the Indian health problems. Please 
be assured that we intend to explore every possible alternative for 
using these authorities to assist Indians in alleviating their 
health problema. It is our belief that many provisions of the Indian 
Health Care Ilapro'V81118nt Act are not necessary and would raise fiscal 
apeetationa vbich are incapable of fulfil.l.Dlent. 

Ae yowa indic:ate in your letter, good health care depends, in. part, 
OR good health facilities. I am pleased to report that continued 
progress has been and is being made in upgrading Indian Health Service 
phyaieal plants. For instance, since 1955, 17 hospitals, 20 health 
ceatera and 85 field stations have been constructed .. 

A ..., 80-b .. hospital at Claremore, Oklahcllla, will open in early spring 
of 1977. Plamdug ia completed for a nev hospital at AeOJBa-Lagun.a
Callcoacito (Acomita), and replacement hospitals at Santa Fe, New Me:rlco, 
eel Whiteriver, Arizona, with phased construction funds now available for 
the Acomita and Santa Fe facilities. Planning ia completed for expandinc 
ad IIOderaizing the hospital at Shiprock, New Mexico. Funds for the 
•con4 phase plamdng aad installation of pilings were appropriated 1u 
1976 for the Bethel, Alaska, replacement facility. A aaster planning 
study hu been completed and a modernization project is proposed for 
the facility at BrOWD.ing, Montana. Master plan studies recently com
pleted for Rosebud, Sout~ Dakota, Sacaton, Arizona, and Red Lake. 
IH.Imaaota, recommended replacement £acUities 1u lieu of modernization. 
Pl.allaing funds for replacement facilities at Red Lake. Minnesota. and 
Cherokee. North Carolina, and a new facility at Ada, Oklahoma, are avail
able and construction will start shortly. In fiscal year 1976 planning 
ad first phase conatruetion fuuds were appropriated for the health 
cellter at x.u-d, Washington. The Menominee, Wisconsin. Health Center 
wa also fU1ldecl for plamdog and construction ill fiscal year 1976. 

!'be ms has repined eoae hospital accreditations. and is continuing 
efforts to rec:eive accreditation for all of ita hospital facilities. 
lt should be recognized, however. that some hospitals will not aeet the 
accreditation standards because of age or other physical shortcomings. 
t'he .. boapitala will be replaced or .oclernizad •• expecU.tioualy aa 
pouihla. 
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The President has recently submitted to the Congress a fiscal year 
1977 budget amendment expressly for the purpose of implementing 
P.L. 93-638, the Indian Self-Determination and Education Assistance 
Act. This Department has a strong commitment to the concepts of 
this law, and we intend to do everything possible to make its 
implementation a reality. 

Indians have the right to enjoy the highest possible health status 
which combined private and public efforts can provide. We intend·· . 
to pursue every reasonable and prudent effort to alleviate the unmet 
health needs of the Indian people, and we will urge that the highest 
possible priority be given to programs which will help to elevate 
the health status of Indians to the level of other Americans. 

Sincerely yours, 

'ls/Marjorie Lynch 
Marjorie Lynch 
Under Secretary 
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DAN LITTLE AX CHAIRMAN ABSENTEE SHAWNEE TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA 

IS NNNN 
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13 HEALTH It.PROVEMENT ACT 
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15 ED DRIVIf.la HAWK CHAIRMAN OF THE ROSEBUD SIOUX TRIBE 
16 NNNN 
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14 HONORABLE PRESIDENT GERALD FOR0 9 
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15 
REPRESENTING TH , QREAT SAN CARLOS APACHE TRIBE OF' SAN CARLOS AZ 

16 

u I AM MAKING A SPECIAL REQUEST FOR YOUR POSITI YE 
11 

ACKNOM..EOGEWENT OF HOUSEBILL H.R. 252, DURIJC THE 
19 

20 200TH YEAR BICENTENNIAL CELEBRATION OF THE UNITED STATES 

:: GOVERMENT IT WOULD ONL.Y BE PROPER FOR HISTORY TO BE MADE IN 

23 ALLOWI~ THE U()lAN HEALTH CARE I.,PROVEtAENT ACT TO BECOME l.AII. 

:: HERE ON THE SAN CARLOS APACHE RESERVATION WE AAE IN GRAVE 

26 NEED f1F FUNDS TO It.PROVE THE HEAL 11-t CARE AND DELl VERY 



SERVICE. EVERY WORD IN THE OBJECTIVE OF nfE BILL, AS STATED IN 
a THE DECLARATION OF POLICIES ARE TRUE. MR ~RESIDENT, LET IT BECOME 
9 

LAW, WHICH WILL SHOW THAT YOUR ADMINISTRATION 00 SEE THE 
11 SPECIAL NEEDS OF THE FIRST AMERICANS. 
10 

12 

13 

14 BUCK KETCHEYAN CHAiftMAN SAN CARLOS APACHE TRIBE 
15 
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1 THE 19 NEW MEXICO PUEBLOS STRONGLY REQUEST YOU SIGN THE INDIAN 
12 

13 HEALTH CARE IMPROVEMENT ACT. A VETO OF THIS IMPORTANT LEGISLATION 
14 VILL MEAN CONTINUED SUFFERING FOR THE NATIVE AMERICANS 
IS 

16 DELFIN LOVATO CHAIRMAN ALL INDIAN PUEBLO COUNCIL 
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•PMS PRESIDENT GERALD R. FORD 

:. WHITE HOUSE DC 
2 WE THE COLORADO RIVER INDIAN TRIBE CONSIDER THE INDIAN HEALTH CARE 

:J IMPftOVEMENT ACT A MOST SIGNIFICANT INDIAN HEALTH MEASURE AND VITAL 
1 TO THE NEEDS OF ALL INDIANS TODAY AND WHEREAS VI HAVE DECIDED THAT 
: 7 ALL INDIAN HEALTH PROGRAM ARE MUCH NEEDED ON OUR RESERVATIONS VI 
1aHEREBY REQUEST THAT YOU SIGN THIS BILL INTO LAW WHEN IT APPiARS 
:: BEFORE YOU FOR APPROVAL. YOUR ADIUNISTRATION HAS SUPPORTED THE . 
21 INDIAN PEOPLE FOR HIGH QUALITY EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES AND 

AVAILABLE ECONOMY. WE FURTHER APPEAL TO YOU FOR THE HIGHEST QUALITY 
OF MEDICAL SERVICES TO OUR PEOPLE. WE EXTEND OUR SINCERE WISHES TO 

:: YOUR ADMINISTRATION 
ANTHONY DRENNAN SR, CHAIRMAN TRIBAL COUNCIL COLO DO V _ 
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DRAFT' SIGNING STATEMENT 

I am today signing H. R. 2525, the Indian Health Care llnpro,:emc::t 

act. I do Lhis because the well-recognized need for improvernent 

in Indian health manpower, services and facilities outweigh~ the 

defects in the bill itself. 

Over the past twelve years the Government of the United States 

has made prom}ses to its citizens that it would end or cure some 

of the nation's egregious social problems. Many of those promises 

were overstated. 

Over the past two hundred years, the Government has made 

promises to Indian people. Some of those promises were deceptions: 

they were never kept at all. 

In signing this bill I want neither to overstate nor to deceive. 

The proper committees of the House and the Senate have studied 

the Indian health care delivery system during both the 93rd and 94th 

Congresses. In spite of the fact that ou- Executive Branch spending 

for Indian Health Service activities has grown from $ll3 million in 

IJI~,:, 
FY 1969 to $::<3 S 1 • ., million in FY 1977, Indian people still lag behind 

the American peo·ple as a whole in having their health needs ntet. 

The careful documentation the Committees have provided is what 

tL.!.S persuaded me to sign this bill. 

II. R. 2525 itself is but an authorization; it asks the President 

of 1')77 and 1978 and 1979, and it asks the 95th and 96th Congresses 

~ .. 
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i 
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·t '-' aim at spending, ___ _ ____ , and ____ respectively fot· 

Indian health. It insists that the number of federal employe<"S in 

the Indian Health Service grow from ·----today to ______ l1y 

FY 1980. 

Indian people and American citizens generally should understand 

that a Presidential signature on this bill today does not guarantee 

that Presidential budgets of the years to come will inevitably 

propose the amounts authorized and does not guarantee at all that 

future Congresses will appropriate the amounts set forth. 

H. R. 2525 is a statement of direction of effort toward meeting a 
and 

clear need,/• as such, it meets with my full approval. 

H. R. 2525 is also, however, a bill replete with authorities which 

which are not needed, with narrow categorical specifications which 

are inimical to good public administration and with mandated 

personnel add-ons which diminish flexibility for executive 

management. Title V of H. R. 2525 risks initiating new and 

uneeded health programs for urban Indians; I am asking the Secretary 

of Health, Education and Welfare to administer Section 503 (a) (9) 

with great caution, since it is preferable that urban Indian people 

receive health care from existing local facilities than to start up 

duplicative programs at unnecessary cost. 

Since Title VII of this bill provides for reports to the Congress 

from the Secretary, including a review of progress and an assessment 

of the bill's programs, I believe the Administration can in this '\Vay 
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bring to the attention of the Congress any changes then needed 

to improve the provisions o£ H. R. 2525. 

Indian health needs are great; I am signing this bill to helpm.eet 

those needs. But in signing H. R. 2525 I confirm my equal duty 

to all the taxpayers of the nation to avoid excessive costs in even 

the most laudatory of assistance programs. 



MEMORANDUM TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Seplernber 3, 1976 

SARAH MASSENGAL 

BRAD PATTERSON 

Draft Signing Statement for 
the Indian Health Bill 

I have tried my hand at a draft, as per our recent conversation. 

The dilemma is rather acute here; how to compose a signing 
statement which is properly cautionary, but which does not 
put such a wet blanket on the approval that we take all the 
credit away from ourselves for signing it at all. The easy 
way out would be just to sign the bill (and maybe have a ceremony) 
but doing that in this case rnight undermine the credibility 
of HEW and OMB which, for good reasons, have taken a clearly 
negative position on this bill for three years running. 

Let's discuss with each other and then with OMB. 

~ ~ ~ ....... ' /./'\-·; ·, :.: > . 
. ,', 





MEMORAND"UM TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Seplember 3, 1976 

SARAH MASSENGAL •, 

BRAD PATTERSON· 

Draft Signing Statement for 
the Indian Health Bill 

I have tried my hand at a draft, as per our recent conversation. 

The dilemma is rather acute here; how to compose a signing 
statement which is properly cautionary, but which does not 
put such a wet blanket on the approval that we take all the 
credit away from ourselves for signing it at all. The easy 

- \s ·'-;r out wo-dd be just to sign the bill (and maybe have a ceremony) 
;, 't .rl._:)ing that in this case might undermine the credibility 
ci 11<:.W and OMB which, for good reasons, have taken a clearly 
n-::,o~ative position on this bill for three years running. 

L• ~-· s discuss with each other and then with OMB. 



OFFICE OF 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

9/9/76 

TO: BRAD PATTERSON 

FROM: Loren Rivard 

SUBJ: Indian Health Bill 

Enclosed are memos from both Commissioner 
Thompson and John Powell which should be 
helpful to you. 



IN REPLY REFER TO: 

Legislation 
BCCO - #5365 

United States Department of the Interior 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20245 

Memorandum 
SEP ;~ 1916 

To: Loren Rivard 

From: Commissioner of Indian Affairs 

Subject: S. 522 (H.R. 2525), Indian Health Care Improvement Act 

I recommend that the President sign S. 522 when it becomes enrolled. If 
it is felt necessary, he could issue a signing statement outlining 
appropriate objections and concerns with the bill which has been approved 
by HEW and OMB. 

A veto of S. 522 could badly damage the Administration's relations with 
Indian leaders, Indian people generally, and those who are supportive of 
the American Indian because of past wrongs done to Indians, and sympa
thetic to their present situation. Considerable effort and time has been 
devoted by Indian people to achieving passage of the bill. 

It should be noted that there is every indication that a veto of S. 522 
would be overridden. (See John Powell's August 25 note to you). 

As the result of reductions in the authorizations in the bill by the 
House Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, the bill now authorizes 
$475 million in appropriations over a 3-year period whereas the Senate 
passed version would have authorized $1.6 billion over a seven-year period. 

The Minority Views in the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committees Report 
on the bill includes the following pertinent paragraph: 

"There is a risk that opposition to the approaches taken in 
H.R. 2525 will be viewed as a lack of concern about Indian 
health needs and a lack of commitment to their resolution. 
Our support of the goals of this bill and our Committee 
amendments belies any such interpretations. Modifications _..... ~·;; :. L. 

in the bill, in our opinion, simply do not go far enough to /.· · "/ ... \ 
insure a realistic building upon the progress that has been/ · . 
made in recent years" . 

. ~· 
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The Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee voted unanimously to 
favorably report with amendments which were adopted by the House. The 
Committee's report includes the following in its Findings and Recommend
ations: 

"The Committee was impressed with the evidence presented in 
hearings *** concerning the lack of adequate numbers of health 
care personnel to serve the Indian population in the Indian 
Health Service, with the disturbing statistics on the generally 
poorer health level of the American Indian in comparison with 
the general population, [and] with the deplorable state of many 
of the Indian Health Service facilities ***." 

"The need for improved health care for Indians is clear to the 
Committee. They endorse the concept embodied in H.R. 2525 that 
the Congress and the nation make a commitment to the American 
Indian to bring the level of Indian health, and the quality of 

. health care facilities and health professions manpower serving 
Indians, to a level equal to that enjoyed by other Americans". 

Enactment of a bill such as the Indian Health Care Improvement Act can 
be attributed to the lack of adequate concern by the Executive Branch 
for a number of years. For example, of the 51 IHS hospitals, 26 do not 
meet the standards for national hospital accreditation and 20 cannot 
pass fire and safety requirements. The average age of the hospitals is 
21 years with the oldest having been built in 1909. Of the 9 IHS 
hospitals built in the last 10 years, 3 were requested by the Admini
stration and 6 were the result of congressional add-ons. HEW acknow
leages that 21 of the hospitals should be replaced. 

It is facts like the above which render ineffective further Administra
tion opposition to a legislative initiative to remedy the situation. 
However, if the President should decide that he must veto the bill, I 
would strongly urge that the veto message include specific steps which 
he is taking (including commitments to request additional funding in 
next January's budget submission to the Congress) to achieve the purposes 
and goals of the bill. 



United States Department of the Interior 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

AUG 2 5 1976 

NOTE TO: loren Ri vaz:d 

St1BJECI': HR 2525 (S 522) 

This res};X)rrls to your request for ccmnents on Brad Patterson's 
inquiry concerning the Indian Health Care bill. F..is note of 
August 17 raises two questions: 1) Is a veto of HR 2525 sustainable? 
and 2) What is our view of an Indian reaction to such a veto? 

Since HR 2525 (and its conpanion S 522) passed l:oth Houses by 
oven.."helroing rrargins, (Senate, by una.nirrous consent \v.i.thout debate; 
House, 31Q-9) a veto would l:::e difficult to sustain. 1-breover, 
there was substantial minority support for this legislation in 
roth Houses. Senate sp.msers included: Bartlett 1 r:arenici, Farmin I 
Goldwater 1 Hatfield, Stevw.s, and I:ole. House S};X>nsers included: 
'fvilson (Cal.), Young (Alaska), Esch, Pbodes, Con~an, Steiger (Ariz.), 
and Lujan. 

The BIA believes that a veto would produce a considerable adverse 
reaction in the Indian cormuni ty. In addition, while the Department 
has SUP!XJrted the hirninistration position in opfOsition to this 
legislation, \ve have always expressed a11 appreciation for the P..eed 
to inprove Indian Health care programs. 

\ 
John M. Parell 
~.sst. Legislative Cotm.sel 

t'-·,' 

-
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

September 23, 1976 

Sarah -

I think we can be a little 

more positive about the Indian Health Care 

Improvement Act, and therefore propose 

an alternative Signing Statement h~re in 

draft. 

Sugg~st v~ discuss with each 

other and then with 0!®. 

What do you think a Signing 

Ceremony? I have a conting~n list of invitees •• 

cc: Mrs. Kilberg 



DRAFT SIGNING STATE!-1ENT FOR S 522 

I am today signing S 522, the Indian Eealth Care Improvement 

Acto 

This bill is not without its .faults, but; after personal review 

I have determined that the well-documented nesds for improvement in 

Indian health manpov.rer, services and facilities outHeigh the defects in 

the bill itself. 

'l'here has never been any question . throughout my Admi isgration 

about the validity of the Congressional Findings inS 522o 

Th·:jre have been d i.f.ferences with the C'J:1gress of' course about the 

best methods ~6r meeting the needs identi.fied in ttose Findings., Earlier 

versions o.f this bill contained many undesirable provisions., 

But the Congress, after care.ful and bipartisan review, has 

modified S 522 and has in my opinion corrected the :features which 1--10uld 

bare been unacceptable. 

The proper Committees of the H'Juse and Senate have studied 

the Indian health care delivery system during both the 9ard and 94th 

Congresses., In spite of' the .fact that our Executive Branch spending 
Service 

for Indian Health/lactivities has grown from $113 million in FY 1969 to 

$425o6 million in FY 1977, Indian people still lag behind the American 

people as a whole in having their health needs met. I am persuaded to 

sign this bill because of fiDJZai:wiD:~fSimRffiXX the careful documentation that 

the Committees have made and because of my own pe~sonal conviction that 

our First Americans must no longer be last in opportunity. .· ----·.,._ 
,,..· <;; 0 R :J 

beyond what f'utu6'~· <~.~ 1 
The authorizations in this bill may be 

Presidents or future ConGresses may be willing or able to approve; 

the~e are unneeded authorities given and narrow program categories 

mandated. But S 522 is a statement of direction off effort towarp meeting 

a clear need, and as such it meets with my pergenal approvalo 

Title V o.f S 522, however~ may risk initiating new and unneeded 

health programs for urban Indians; I am asking the Secretary of Health, 

Education and Welfare to administer Secti ::m 503 (a)( 9) with great caution, 

since it is preferable that urban Indian people receive h9alth care 

from existing local facilities than to start up duplicative programs at 

unnecessary costo 

Since Title VII of this bill provides for .future reports to the 

Congress .from the Secretary, including a review of progress and as assess-

ment of the bill's progress, I b:;li8ve the Administration can in this ~my 

brins to the att~:mtion on the C'Jngress any changes then needed to 
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the provisions of S 522o 

I am proud to point out that this new statute is only the 

latest in a distinguished series of legislative, executive and judic~al 

actions in the past few years which ha. 'Je totally reversed the shameful 

policies of tre past towards American Indiah people. The restorations 

of Blue Lake, of ~he Yakima lands, of the He nominees, the Alaska Native 

Claims Settlement Act, the IndianFinanc:fgg Act and the Indian Self-

Determination Act, the government's vigorous defense of Indian natural 

resources and water rights, the resulting milestone Court decisLn s such 

as JvlcClanahan, Washington, Mazurie, Stevens and Bryan, the trip ling 

and quadrupling of agency budgets for Indian programs -- are rectifying 

the sorry past and are eaabling our American Government to hold its head 

high Hhere our American Indian citizens are concerned. 

There is much more to do, but this Act and the chain of 

statutes and policies of which it is a link have~a new direction 
.,.., 

of which I am proud and which I shall continueo 
A 

GRF 



Allen, Henry, Chairman, Board of Directors, North Central 
Oklahoma Inter-Tribal Health Council, Inc. 

Allen, Jim, President, Inter-Tribal Council of Eight North
eastern Tribes 

American Academy of Family Physicians, Carl B. Hall, M.D. - Pres. 
Thomas Jacobsen, M.D 

American Association of Colleges of Pharmacy, Tom S. Muja - Pres. 

~ American Medical Association, Richard Palmer - Pres. 

~American Dental Association, Robert R. Shira, D.D.S. - Pres. 

American Optometric Association, Ronald Fair, O.D. - Pres. 

American Psychological Association, Wilbert J. McKeachie, Ph.D.-Pres. 

American Speech and Hearing Association, Daniel P. Boone, Ph.D. -
Pres. of Board; Kenneth 0. Johnson, Exec. Sec. 

Banashley, Fred, Sr., Chairman, White Mountain Apache Tribe, 
Whiteriver, Arizona 

* Bartlett, Honorable Dewey T., a U.S. Senator from the state of 
Oklahoma 

Bear Don't Walk, Marjorie, Director, National Institute of 
Health Grant, Native American Studies, University of Montana 

~ Belindo, John, Executive Director, National Indian Health Board 

Benally, ~ley, Gallup Health Advisory Board Office 

Bernal, Paul, vice Chairman, All Indian Pueblo Council 

Bia, Emmett, 'council Delegate, Many Farms, Arizona 

Blueye, Henrietta, Seattle Indian Health Board 

Burch, Leonard, Chairman, Southern Ute, Colorado 

Cannon, Bob, Executive Director, Comanche County Improvement 
Foundation, Inc. 

~ Chino, Wendell, President, National Tribal C1nairmen' s:Association, 
Chairman, Mescalero Apache 

Cottier, Belva, Executive Director, San Francisco Native 
American Health Service 

:": ~- ,., f :/'~:~.\ 
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Cox, Claude, Chief, Creek Nation 

Crawf9rd, Earl, Tribal Sanitation Representative of the Cherokee 
Nat1.on 
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Dashee, Alvin, Vice Chairman, Hopi Tribal Council 

Deegan, Charles, Jr., Acting Chairman, National Off-Reservation 

Indian Health Programs 

~Dole, Honorable Robert, aU. S. Senator from the state of Kansas 

Dressler, Effie, Chairman, Western Nevada Indian Health Board, Inc. 

~ Ducheneaux, Frank, House consultant, Subcommittee on Indian 
Affairs, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs 

, Fannin, Honorable Paul J., aU. S. Senator from the state of 

Arizona 

~ Forrest, Erin, Chairman, National Tribal Chairmen's Association 

Health Committee 

Garcia, Merle, Governor, Pueblo of Acoma 

*Gerard, Forrest J., Staff Assistant, Subcommittee on Indian 
Affairs, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs 

\, __ ,.......-. 

Goodbear, Howard, Chairman, United Tribes of Western Oklahoma -~
and Kansas; Elnita Rank, Chairman, United Sioux Tribes of 
South Dakota; Robert Hoag, President, Seneca Nation of Indians; 
Tom Pable, Chairman, Montana Inter-Tribal Policy Board 

Hawkins, George, President, National Indian Board on Alcohol and 
Drug Abuse Ol(L/~ 

House, Benjamin A., Crownpoint, New Mexico 

~ Jackson, Honrable Henry M., au. S. Senator from the state of 
Washington 

Jackson, May, Creek and Seminole Tribe-

Jennings, Don, 
Physicians 

Executive Director, Association of American Indian 

Cjz._:._ A 

~Johnson, Emery A., M. D., Assistant Surgeon General, Director, 
Indian Health Service 

Keen, Ralph, Former Business Manager of the Cherokee Nation 

King, Eloise, Chairperson, Governor's Indian Advisory Council, 
Tumwater,_Washington 

'ihite, Ada 11 -Chairr:'lan,· Billi~gs. Area .lndian Health Board 

~ ' i2ul< ' ;1/f 
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Little Axe, Danny, United Indian Tribes of Western Oklahoma 
and Kansas 

Isaac, Calvin J., Chief, Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians 

McKenzie, Dr. Taylor, Navajo Health Authority, Dean/Executive 
Director 

Muschenheim, Dr. Carl, Chairman, National Committee on Indian 
Health of the Association of American Indian Affairs 

Old Person, Earl, Blackfeet Tribe 

Overton, James, Governor, Chickasaw Nation - Oklahoma 

Red Eagle, Ed, Sr., Chairman, North Central Oklahoma Int~r
Tribal Health Council, Fairfax, Oklahoma 

Reyes, Luanat Seattle Indian Health Beard 

Rhoades, Dr. Everett R., Past President of the Association of 
American Indian Physicians c~A 

-# Sampson, Melvin, Vice Chairman, National Indian Health Board wAfH 

Sarracino, Emmett, Director, Health Program, Los Angeles, California 

Sekaquaptewa, Abbott, Chairman, Hopi Tribal Council 

* Skubitz, Joe, Congressman from the State of Kansas 

Smith, Frank, Assistant Deputy Director, Cook Inlet Native 
Association 

Smith, Le@nard, Executive Direc~or, California Indian Health 
Council 

Starr, Hickory, Jr., Project Director, Central Oklahoma American 
Indian Health Council, Inc. 

Sundust, Perry, Chairman, Phoenix Area Indian Health Board 

Swimmer, Ross, former General Counsel, Cherokee Nation now 
Principal Chief, Cherokee Nation 

Tafoya, Paul, Governor, Santa Clara Pueblo, New Mexico 

Tanana Chiefs Health Authority 

Tanyan, Ed, Chief, Seminole Tribe, Oklahoma, Chairman, 
Oklahoma City Area Indian Health Board 

Taylor, Jonathan, Vice-Chairman, Cherokee, North Carolina 
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Tiepelman, Dennis A., Executive Director, Mauneluk Association, 
Kotzebue, Alaska, to Subcommittee on Indian Affairs 

Tinker, Sylvester J.,Principal Chief, Osage Tribe of Indians, 
Pawhuska, Oklahoma 

~ Tommie, Howard, Chairman, National Indian Health Board 

~ Tonasket, Mel, President, National Congress of American Indians 

~ Trimble, Charles, Executive Director, National Congress of 
American Indians 

Waln, Sonny, Chairman, Rosebud Sioux Tribe Health and Welfare 
Committee 

k Wauneka, Annie 

Webb, Gordon S., Member, Nez Perce Tribe of Idaho, San Francisco, 
California 

Williams, Cecil, Chairman, Executive Health Staff 

cj[)wood, Rosemary, RN MS, American Indian Nurses' Association, Inc. 

~ Youpee, William, Executive Director, National Tribal Chairmen's 
Association 

Bergman, Abraham, M.D., Childrens' Hospital, Seattle, Wn. 

~ Kemberling, Sidney, M.D., C~n§rman of Indian Health Committee, 
American Academy of_Pediatrics 

1 Koomen, Jacob, M.D., Association of State and Territorial 
Health Officials Chairman 

I 
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DRAFT 

The Indian Health Care Improvement Act promises to assist 

the Administration in providing the Indian people with the 

authorities and program support necessary to meet their 

health needs. Further, it is consistent with long-

standing positions and statements of the Executive Branch 

regarding its concern for, and resolve to meet the ',. 
\~I 

problems of Indian health. 

Title I of this Bill relates to three initiatives under-

taken within the Executive Branch,-including HEW. First, 

in 1970, the former -President in his Indian message to the 

Congress express-ed keen awareness of need for increas-ed 

numbers of Indians ~rained-in the health professions. 

Second, in 1975, former Secretary We1nberger asked the 

Health Resourees Administrati-on to conduc-t -a study on ways~ 

in whic-h the needs f,o-r- -Inlii~healt-h manp..owe.r. ce.oul.d be- --

met. It was indicated that administrative means for 

meeting these needs would be most desireable. The study, 

however, revealed that suitable and feasible administrative 

means were not available. Thirdly, it was thought that 

giving preference to Indians within existing national 

scholarship program budgets would be a good way to increase 

the Indian health manpower pool. The OGC, however, sa:i,.d 
I , 

'' 

there is no legal authority to do this. Thus, the 

Administration, long interested in increasing the Indian 

health manpower pool, found that there was no administratively 

''· 
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feasible way of meeting this need within the framework 

of existing structures and authorities. 

Congress, in Title I of this Act, has provided a legal 

means to do what has been denied to the Administration 

because of administrative and legal complications. The 

title provides Indian preference, rather than massive new 

programs, for professional scholarships, and is, therefore, 

consistent with the Administration's basic approach to the 

·problems ~f Indian health manpower. 

Titles IL and III,~~ resp_ectively, relate to health services 

for Indian,people, and :health faciliti.es needed to deliver 

those services. The titles set forth a phased appro.ach~to 

meeting needs in these areas. The Executive Branc~has-long 

held there is a need for such a phased approach formeeting 

unmet.,-:lleeds ~.for servic~es,- and -for appropriat~~ health, 

facilities-.. ~ ~-For ~xampl-e,= ~in~ 1970,~ 'forme:r: ~Assi.stant_ -~ 

Secretary for Planning and Evaluation, Lawrence Lynn, 
~ 

testified that an in-eremental approach to meeting unmet 

Indian health needs is desireable and referred to a plan 

which was to be developed by the Department. For 

whatever reasons, this plan was not submitted to the 

Congress. Titles II and III, therefore, confirm and support 

a longstanding HEW approach to resolving problems of unmet 

needs for Indian health services and facilities. 

• 
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It is true that Titles II and III specify with precision the 

needs, and numbers and dollars to be addressed to these 

needs. It is noteworthy, however, that the Congress has 

done so in a way that provides certain flexibilities for 

the Executive Branch over the seven-year life of the Bill. 

Congress bas given HEW three years to work with these numbers 

and dollars. At the end of that time the Department, 

based on its three years of experience, can go back t~ the 

Congress with the recommendations for the last four years of 

the bill's life. 

The Administr.ation supports Title· TV oc:£.- the -bill4 ~ .Shou"l.d 

the President- choose to sign- the :bill. in:to-: law," .he. wouh:l 

in fact, be reaffi-rming the Administrati--o-n's.position on 

this Title. 

Title V, basica-l-ly-; -i-s a -restr-ictive title pert_aining:.:to 

urban -Indians:. :- The eu-rrent ±aw governing· •IHS operati--on:g-: d-oes

not 'preclude full-blown-Indian Health Service operations 

throughout ~he country including urban areas. S.522 limits 

this potentially unlimited -scope of IHS operations. 

Further, it assists urban Indians to participate in programs 

designed to serve -all people _in need. _ Both :-af these 

features are consistent with the-Administration's position 

that urban Indians should be fully aware of, and full 

participants in the health programs available to the 

general public, on the same basis as anyone else who 

qualifies, rather than establishing a massive, special 

Federal health services to Indian people. 

• 
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Title VI would authorize a feasibility study relative to the 

establishment of an Indian medical school. Several years 

ago, form~r Secretary Richardson took the initiative in 

exploring the need for an Indian medical school. This 

title does not offer to build these schools as it 

originally did; rather, it authorizes the aforementioned 

study. Again, this title is consistent with earlier actions 

by the Executive Branch. 

It is clear from the aforegoing that each of the titles 

in this bill,- rather than- being in confLict with, lor alien 

to Executive Branch initiatives:, ai.ms:--positions, and-.:, 

practices,- their ref.ative to Indian health needs, and, __ indeed,-

parallel· :--in many cases, some pi-oneering- initiatives on the -_ 

part-~f the Administration. 

There_-is_ every reason -,to beli..e.v.e.-.that .-:the Administ-r.ation' s __ 

concerac:ahout :I:ndia~.health needa-.:eon ti.nues:: :t.oc be· at~ a:~ 

very=-bi.gh- ~l~vel as it 11>ng has _been.-- Illustra-tively, as 

..,. 
recently as July 16, 1976, President Ford, in remarks to 

a group of Indian leaders, established a higher than,-ever 

level- of- expectations of his Administration .among the Indian 

community. Uriquestionab~y~ Indian leadership and_ commtJUity 

membership throughout the country Look with great hope and 

confidence to the President to meet these expectations and 

provida relief_for.their longstanding problems. It is 

crystal clear that they would find his signing this bill into 



law to be completely consistent with previous Executive 

Branch initiatives and the public positions he has taken. 

It would be a solid affirmation of his credibility with 

the-First Americans. 

,. ~. ' 

r 
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PETER MacDONALD 
CHAIRMAN 

THE NAVAJO NATION 
WINDOW ROCK, ARIZONA 86515 

SEP 2 7 1976 
Dear President Ford: 

It has come to our attention that the INDIAN HEALTii 
CARE IMPROVEMENT ACT has been approved by both Houses of the 
United States Congree and the Bill has been forwarded to you 
for consideration. 

On behalf of the Navajo People, as well as that of 
other Indian People, and the upgrading of the level of their 
Health, which is at present far below National Norms, and 
in the spirit of your stated intentions to work with and 
improve the well-being of these people, I respectfully urge 
that you carry out your commitment to the Indian People of 
America by signing immediately into Law the INDIAN HEALTii 
CARE IMPROVEMENT ACT. The Navajo People, specifically, 
look and appeal to you to honor the trust America holds for 
the American Indian People and Treaties made to guarantee 
this trust. 

President Gerald R. Ford 
United States of America 
The White House 
Washington, D.c. 





T H E W HIT E HOU S E 

WASHINGT0!\4 

September 27, 1976 

MEMOillLNDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: 
) 

BRADLEY H. PATTERSON, JR:vJ(L\_ 

THROUGH: WILLIAM J. BAROODY, JR. 

SUBJECT: S. 522 -- The Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act 

I respectfully recommend that you sign S. 522 and issue 
the attached statement (Tab A) . 

Most of my reasons for this recommendation are not re
flected in the Enrolled Bill Memorandum; they are as 
follows: 

l. For seven years there has been an unbroken 
series of Presidential actions which have 
reversed and rectified the past decades of 
neglect for Native Americans. It has been 
a brilliant executive/legislative accomplish
ment in which you and a bipartisan Congre ss · 
fully share. A veto of this bill would be 
the first turnaround in that seven-year 
record and, as such, would have symbolic 
impact greater than the mer1ts of the bill 
considered by themselves. 

2. This symbolic impact could not come at a 
more inopportune time. 

(a) Our experience with Indian matters 
f r om Alcatraz to Wounded Knee has shown 
u s tha ~ while the Indian community itself 
i s sma ll, the latent interest in and 
s y mpathy for Indian people in the population 
generally is widespread, is undiscriminating 
and is a magnet for media exploitation. 
T~- symbolic force of a veto here risks 
g c~lv.::tn izing tha t latent sympathy into an 
attention-getting political backlash among 
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conservative and independent people, as 
well as among Democrats. 

(b) Carter's staff is keeping close track 
of Indian matters; {he has sent Messages to 
all the recent Indian meetings.) A veto of 
this bill will raise the whole area of Indian 
affairs up into his target sights. 

{c) You have just {properly) vetoed a less 
important bill on early retirement for non
Indian federal employees. The. two vetoes 
together will have a synergistic effect. 
Three weeks from today the National Congress 
of American Indians assembles in Salt Lake 
City; vetoing the Indian Health bill will 
convert the Conference into a minor political 
disaster for us in addition to its longer 
term negative opinion effect among Indian 
leaders. 

3. The bill is only an authorization measure. While 
it is true that the Indian community and the 
Indian Health Service will be encouraged by your 
signature to recommend appropriations for the full 
amounts, you and OMB can handle any unjustified 
requests through the budget machinery, and in that 
discriminating way -- next December -- rather than 
through the sledgehammer of a veto -- in October, 

. protect the budget from excesses. The draft 
statement {Tab A) makes it clear that your signing 
the bill does not constitute overpromising or 
making a commitment to budget the amounts authorized. 

4. Contrary to the impression which may be given at 
the bottom of page 6 of the Enrolled Bill Memoran
dum, Republican support for this bill is strong; 
a veto (unless it is of the "pocket" variety) will 
be overridden. 

(a) Joe Skubitz, ranking on the House Interior 
co~~ittee, joined in the successful effort to 
have the earlier version of the bill amended, 
stating: 

If the amendments are adopted, it is a bill 
which I personally believe the President 
can sign in good conscience ••. 

I can truthfully say that the Interstate 
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committee has done its best to report 
a responsible bill, which in our judg
ment, should be both fiscally and 
philosophically acceptable to the 
administration." 

(b) On House passage, the following members 
of the Minority of the House Interior Committee 
joined Mr. Skubitz in voting for the bill: 
Hessrs. Bauman, Clausen, Johnson, Lagomarsino, 
Pettis, Smith and Symmes. 

(c) Congressman Rhodes is a co-sponsor of the 
bill and has written you a special letter urging 
you to sign it. 

(d) Senators Dole, Fannin, Goldwater, Bartlett, 
Domenici, Stevens and Hatfield are supporters 
of the amended bill. 

5. We are on somewhat slippery grounds in opposing the 
final, amended bill. In unusual steps, both Ranking 
Member Skubitz and Ranking Member Fannin went out 
of their way to castigate HEW generally and 
Secretary Hathews personally for being unwilling 
earlier on to sit dmvn with the Committees and 
staffs to work out an acceptable compromise. 53 
weeks ago, Senators Fannin and Bartlett had lunch 
with Secretary Mathews to start this process, but 
HEW never followed up. The SkubiLz and Fannin 
statements are attached here as Tab B. 

6. The Indian Health facilities lack more than "eight
foot-wide halls". When the House and Senate Corn..., 
mittee reports pointed out that 25 out of 51 IHS 
hospitals failed of accreditation by the Joint 
Commission on Accreditation of Hospitals, they 
added: 

"Many of them are old one-story, wooden 
frame buildings with inadequate electricity, 
ventilation, insulation and fire protection 
systems and of such insufficient size as to 
seriously jeopardize the health and sa:ety 
of patients and staff alike." 
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7. r share Paul O'Neill's concern about special 
health programs for urban Indians, but the 
draft signing statement recommended here 
includes a special instruction to Secretary 
Mathews to use the bill's authority to avoid 
duplication. 

·!, 



DRAFT SIGNING STATEMENT FOR S 522 

I am today signing S 522, the Indian Health Care 

Improvement Act. 

This bill is not without its faults, but after 

personal review I have determined that the well-documente~---
/ <· •• f 0 ((I)" 

needs for improvement in Indian health manpower, servi~~ ~~ 
and faciliti.{s outweigh the defects in the bill itself.\2~·-,J 

There has never been any quest~on throughout my 

Administration about the validity of the Congressional 

Findings in S 522. 

There have been differences with the Congress of 

course about the best methods for meeting the needs identified 

in those Findings. Earlier versions of this bill contained 

many undesirable provisions. 

But the Congress, after careful and bipartisan 

review, has modified S 522 and has in my opinion corrected 

the features which would have been unacceptab:e. 

The proper Committees of the House and Senate have 

studied the Indian health care delivery system during both 

the 93rd and 94th Congresses. In spite of the fact that our 

Executive Branch spending for Indian Health Service activities 

has grown from $113 million in FY 1969 to $425.6 million in 

FY 1977, Indian people still lag behind the American people 

as a whole in having their health needs met. I am persuaded 

to sign this bill because of the careful documentation that 

the Committees have made and because of my own personal 

conviction that our First Americans must no longer be last 

in opportunity. 

•!·, 
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The authorizations in this bill may be beyond what 

future Presidents or future Congresses may be willing or able 

to approve; there are unneeded authorities given and narrow 

program categories mandated. But S 522 is a statement of 

direction of effort toward meeting a clear need, and as 

such it meets with my personal approval. 

Title V of S 522, however, may risk initiating new 

and unneeded health programs for urban Indians; I am asking 

the Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare to administer 

Section 503(a) (9) with great caution, since it is preferable 

that urban Indian people receive health care from existing 

local facilities than to start up duplicative programs at 

unnecessary cost. 

Since Title VII of this bill provides for future 

reports to the Congress from the Secretary, including a 

review of progress and as assessment of the bill's progress, 

I believe the Administration can in this way bring to the 

attention o1 the Congress any changes then needed to improve 

the provisions of S 522. 

I am proud to point out that this new statute is 

only the latest in a distinguished series of legislative, 

executive and judicial actions in the past few years which 

have totally reversed the shameful policies of the past 

towards American Indian people. The restorations of Blue 

Lake, of the Yakima lands, of the Menominees, the Alaska 

Native Claims Settlement Act, the Indian Financing Act and 

.. ~ 
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the Indian Self-Determination Act, the government's vigorous 

defense of Indian natural resources and water rights, the 

resulting milestone Court decisions such as McClanahan, 

Washington, Mazurie, Stevens and Bryan, the tripling and 

quadrupling of agency budgets for Indian programs -- are 

rectifying the sorry past and are enabling our American 

Government to hold its head high where our American Indian 

citizens are concerned. 

There is much more to do, but this Act and the 

chain of statutes and policies of which it is a link have 

set a new direction of which I am proud and which I shall 

continue. 

Gerald R. Ford 



s 15198 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE September 9, 1976 

INDIAN HEALTli CARE IMPROVE
::.1ENT ACT 

~mf·~V Mr. President, I concur wi? ry Ys mguished chairman of the 
committee. 

For nearly 2% years, the Congress has 
been considering legislation to strengthen 
the quality of Indian health care serv
ices. Beginning with hearings in 1973 
on the shortages in Indian health man
power, the Congress has, through hear
ings, investigations, and GAO studies, 
confronted Indian health care deficien
cieS and needs. It would serve no useful 
purpose to remind the Senate once again 
of these problems, except to say that 
these problems remain unresolved, await
ing resolution. 

In response, the Senate Interior Com
mittee developed the Indian Health 
Care Improvement Act which the Sen
ate on two occasions approved unani
mously. This legislation was designed to 
expand, under a carefully developed 
plan, the level of health care services 
provided to Indian people. In addition, 
the bill addressed the crisis in manpower 
faeing the IHS and the inadequate and 
unsafe fa-Cilities which the IHS must 
utilize in treating Indian citizens. The 
Senate in approving this legislation was 
confident that its approach, which was 
comprehensive in scope, addressed in a 
reasonable way the neglect which limited 
resources had fostered within the Indian 
Health Service. In doing so, the Senate 
committed itself to establishing better 
health care for Indian citizens as a·pri
ority concern of the Federal Govern
ment. 

In the House, three majm· authorizing 
Committees, Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce and 
Ways and Means examined this issue in . . 

depth and recommended approval of the 
Senate-passed bill, S. 522, as amended. 
The House concurred by a vote of 310 to 9. 
By this vote, the House committed itself 
to strengthening our Indian health care 
program and joined with the Senate in 
making Indian health care a matter of 
highest importance. 
. As amended by the House, S. 522 was 

modified only to the extent of its com
mitment. As passed by the Senate, S. 522 
had authorized the expenditure of $1.6 
billion over 7 years. Th\5 approach was 
neither arbitrary, unreasonable or exces
sive as it had been our policy to limit the 
impact of these much needed expendi
tures while assuring a strong commit
ment to eliminating the deficiencies in 
manpower, patient care services and 
facilities. In approving this 7 -year pro
gram, the Senate. had sought to avoid 
those problems that might occur with a 
short-term crisis program. 

The House, after careful deliberation, 
determined that it would be unwise to 
make such a long~term commitment. It 
amended S. 522 by authorizing the ex
penditure of approximately $500 million 
over a 3-year period. It did, however, 
commit itself to reviewing the balance of 
the 7-year plan following the initial a-· 
year authorization period. Nevertheless, 
the bill, as amended, remains virtuallyl 
intact in terms of its basic structure. 1 

The Senate had designed a bill which; 
contained a series of programs which ;\ 
were interrelated and complementary., 
This approach, to which the House ' 
agreed, is fundamental to successfully j 
overcoming the overall problems in the , 
Indian health care delivery system. 
Therefore, because the House retained 
the basic structure developed by the 
Senate and is committed to reviewing the 
balance of the 7-year plan following the 
3-year authorization period, I can accept 
S. 522 as· amended and urge my Senate 
colleagues, without reservation, to ap
prove this much needed legislation. · 

There is one issue, however, in the bill 
which needs to be discussed so that the 
record is quite clear as to congressional 
intent. During its consideration of title I, 
dealing with manpower, the House Inter
state and Foreign Commerce Committee 
approved an amendment to establish the 
section 104, health scholarship program 
within the National Health ~service 
Corps program. This amendment was 
unacceptable initially to the Senate be
cause it created a situation in which the 
Indian Health Service would be unable 
to control the program. It was definitely 
the intent of the Senate to provide the, 
Indian Health Service with sufficient au- I 
thority to manage its own manpower 1 
programs as developed within title I, so! 
that it would not have to rely on other! 
existing programs which have proven; 
unable to meet IHS needs. The amend-, 
ment by the House appeared to have 
weakened that approach causing us greati 
concern. In response, the House agreed 1 
to a further amendment which would 
insure that the Indian Health Service 
could write the prescription for its man
power needs while allowing the National 
Health Service Corps to administer the 
details of the scholarship application and 
fun<1ing process. In view of.this clarifica.:. 

tion, I have no further objection;_~ the 
House amendment with the unde~l,and
ing that the Indian Health ServiC_t! will 
have the authority to de~rmine ·tpholar
ship recipients and the .,Q~b"Jb1ltlon of 
scholarships among those health care 
professions that are either in demand or 
expected to be In demand within the 
Indian Health Service. 

Mr. President, as we move to conclude 
the final action on the Indian Health 
Care Improvement Act, there hangs over 
this much needed legislation the threat 
of a_ veto. This threat deeply concerns 
me; but let me be v~ry -clear that I do 
not intend to stand Idly by in the event 
of a veto. 

This threat has existed since Congress 
began its consideration of the Indian 
Health Care Improvement Act. The posi
tion of the Department of Health, Edu
cation, and Welfare has always been 
negative. In letter after letter, in state
ment after statement, the Department 
has never changed its mind that. this 
legislation was unnecessary, too expen-, 
sive, excessive In scope, and inconsistent: 
with the objectives of the administration.! 

The Department has failed to even i 
practice the art of compromise concma- ' 
tion, and cooperation in the de~elopment' 
of this bill. On two occasions in this and 
the last Congress, mY staff met with de-.· 
partmental officials to discuss agree-· 
ment on this bill. 'I11eir attitude was 
clearly negative and exhibited an un-1 
willingness to work out an acceptable! 
compromise. Senator BARTLETT and I. 
even. met with Secretary Mathews to 
encourage support and to possibly open 
communications on resolving the De
partment's posture of opposition. It was' 
my impression following this meeting: 
that the Department was interested in· 
the problems of the Indian Health Serv
Ice and In discussing possible approaches 
to tJ1eir solution both within nad without· 
the context of the Indian Health Carei 
Improvement Act. Yet, progress toward 
a.greement was conspicuous by its ab
sence. The Department made no effort 
whatsoever to pro<1uce any alternatives 
and, in fact, I never heard from Secre
tary Mathews on the subject again. In· 
view of the unbending opposition by the 
Department, the Congress had no choice 
b·ut to proceed as best it could in devel
oping legislation that would address the 
very critical health cafe problems faced i 
by Indian citizens. ·~ 

Time and again the Department indi
cated that this legislation ·would create 
undue expectations among the indian: 
people. Yet, what expectations does the 
Department provide to Indian people 
themselves when their own budget re
quests for IHS contains funds which are 
inadequate to effectively address patient 
care needs and the obvious need for'bet
ter facilities. For example, since fiscal 
year 1969, through fiscal year 1977, the 
Department has on its own requested 
only enough funds to construct two re
placement hospitals. Yet, as the Con
gress knows, the needs of tJ1e IHS facili
ties far exceed the level of that support. 
- In stinuriary, the Department's posi
tion on this legislation is without merit 
and this troubles me. Despite the De
part~ent's opposition to S. 522, 1~ own 



sbtemcnlo; reflect the concern that the the same conclusion was.rN-chcd In both 
qu~llty of care that DIS 1s able to pro- instances--that th~re clearly exf.<;ts a 
vide Is inadequate. In a recent Jetter, for very great need for a comprehensive 
example, to Congressman RHODES, the · health care plan to meet the unmet 
House minority leader, the Undersecre- health care needs or the Indian people 
tary of HEW, Marjorie Lynch, acknowl- of this country. · · j 
edges that fact by stating that the De- · The staffs of both Houses or tills Con-: 
partment, and I quote, "is working to-· gress have worked long and dilig-ently to• 
ward raising the health status .of Indi- devise such a pian, and In my opinion' 
ans to at least a level equal to that of liave come up v.ith an excellent one. This' 
the non-Indian population." This a.d- plan, S. 522, addre."-Ses the long-standing' 
mission by the Department itself that and often neglected responsibility of the 
Indian health care is inadequate makes Federal Government, that is, the respon
their opposition to this legislation some- sibility to provide health care services 
what mystifying. to native Americans in this country. The 
· In my opinion, the Department and health care needs of this segment of the 

Congress agree that Indian health care population have heretofore been given 
services are inadequate. Where we dis- piecemeal attention, an approach which 
agree is the speed with which we should I feel has contributed considerably to 
address the ,problem. Congress is in a their present day health. status. Al
mood, however, to move iihead more rap- though the Indian Health Senice has in 
Idly than the Department. In view of the recent years made significant advances 
needs which have been so completely 1n its efforts to pro•ide quality health' 
docwnented both ·within Congress and in care to the Indian people, the unmet 
the Department itself, we are at a loss health needs are still a!anningly high. 

-to understand why the Department feels Their health needs far exceed that of 
so compelled. to drag its_ feet 1n ad- the general population. 
dressing this problem. · -- Even though· the Department of 

Mr. President, this legislation has en- H;ealth, Education. and Welfare 1s just!' 
joyed broad bipartisan support within as much aware of this fact as I, it OP• 
the Congr~s as well as among virtually poses· enactm~nt of this much needed I 
every important national health orga- legislation. It would not be difficult fori 
nization. But more importantly, it is sup..: me to understand HEWs position on this, 
ported wholeheartedly by the Indian peo- bill if. the health care status of Indian· 
ple themselves as better health is their · people were on a par ·with that of the 
number one priority. Only the Depart- · general population, but recognizing the 
ment stands in ·lone opposition to this great unmet need that clearly e;,.isfs.in 
much needed legislation. the quality of health care services deliv-

Mr. President, it is my hope that Presl- ered to Indian people and recognizing 
dent Ford will recognize the importance that the responsibility for correcting this 
of this legislation. The Congress has pro- grave situation 'is clearly that. of the 

- duced a reasonable plece of legislation Federal Government,-! fjnd the position 
which will assure a better health care de- of HE\V on this bill t{) be uncomcion-
livery system for our !ndian people. In able. · · · 
that spirit, I hope the Persident will ap- Both Sei1at:or FAJo.""N:rn and I have met 
prove the Indian Health Care Improve- with Secretary Matthews and others in 
ment Act as a positive commitment to- the Department of HE\V to point out to 
tmrd securing a better life for our Indian them the merits "of thfs bill, but our 
citizens. . efforts were to. no avail. HE\V has still 

Mr. ~resident~ I feel very keenly about not seen the need to support this legis
this legislation. It 1s legislation that will lation and, in fact, has indicated that it 
be of great value to our Indian people. I will. recommend a vet{) if the bill 1s pre-. 
do not consider there is anything more sented to the President for approval. ·. 
important to our Indian people than Mr. President, I. have been a stl'ong 
their health care. , supporter of this bill from its inception, 

Mr. President, I want to commend the and I will continue to lend my support 
outstanding leadership of my chairman to· it. until it is signed into law by the 
Senator JACKSON, in assisting ln the de~ , President of tJ:.?e United States. I !eel 
Yclopment of this legislation. His lead- strongly_ that the Federal Government 
ersfiip and concem for resolving the has faile~ to provide an adequate Ind_ian 
problems of Indian health care programs ~ealth bill. Enactment ~f S. 522. elun
willlong be remembered.· · mates many_ of thE- existmg deficiencies 
· Mr. President, I urge adoption of the, in Indian health care services. 
Senate amendment and approval of S. · 
522 as amended. 

I yield to the Senator from Oklahoma~ 
~f{ nea~,EJT Mr. President, it 1s 

\\it great pea sure that I rise today in 
support of S. 522,, the Indian Health 
Care Improvement Act, as passed by the 
Hot!Se with the clarifying and substan
tive changes o!!ered in the Fannin/Jack
son amendment. I sincerely hope the 
Senate will, as it has done twice before, 
act favorably and e=--peditiotLsly on this 
measure. I can see no need to dt:bate U1e 
issues involved in this blll to any degree 
here today because they have been 
thoroughly discussed by the Senate twice 
before in the Interior Committee, and 



~ IMMEDIATE RELEASE September 29, 1976 

Office of the White House Press Secretary 

-------------------------------------------------------------
THE WHITE HOUSE 

TO THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 

Just before adjourning for the final weeks of the 
election campaign, the Congress has sent me H.R. 14232, the 
Departments of Labor, and Health, Education, and Welfare 
appropriations for fiscal year 1977 which begins October 1. 
This last and second largest of the major Federal appro
priation bills to be considered by this Congress is a 
perfect example of the triumph of election-year 
politics over fiscal restraint and responsibility to the 
hard-pressed American taxpayer. 

Contained in this bill are appropriations for numerous 
essential domestic programs which have worthy purposes. My 
budget for these purposes totaled $52.5 billion, $700 million 
more than this year. Since 1970 expenditures for these pro
grams have increased at a rate 75% greater than the rate of 
growth in the overall Federal Budget. Therefore, my 1977 
proposals included substantial reforms in the major areas 
covered by these appropriations designed to improve their 
efficiency and reduce the growth of Federal bureaucracy and 
red tape. 

The majority in control of this Congress has ignored 
my reform proposals and added nearly $4 billion in additional 
spending onto these programs. 

The partisan political purpose of this bill is patently 
clear. It is to present me with the choice of vetoing these 
inflationary increases and appearing heedless of the human 
needs which these Federal programs were intended to meet, or 
to sign the measure and demonstrate inconsistency with my 
previous anti-inflationary vetoes on behalf of the American 
taxpayer. 

It is to present me with the dilemma of offending the 
voting groups who benefit by these government programs, or 
offending those primarily concerned with certain restrictions 
embodied in the bill. 

I am sympathetic to the purposes of most of these 
programs. I agree with the restriction on the use of 
Federal funds for abortion. My objection to this legisla
tion is based purely and simply on the issue of fiscal 
integrity. 

I believe the American people are wiser than the Congress 
thinks. They know that compassion on the part of the Federal 
Government involves more than taking additional cash from 
their paychecks. They know that inflationary spending and 
larger deficits must be paid for not only by all Federal 
taxpayers but by every citizen, including the poor, the 
unemployed, the retired persons on fixed incomes, through 
the inevitable reduction in the purchasing power of their 
dollars. 

I believe strongly in compassionate concern for those 
who cannot help themselves, but I have compassion for the 
taxpayer, too. My sense of compassion also says that we 

more 
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shouldn't ask the taxpayers to spend their money for a tangled 
mess of programs that the Congress itself has shown all too 
often to be wasteful and inefficient -- programs which all 
too often fail to really help those in need. 

The Congress says it cares about cutting inflation and 
controlling Federal spending. 

The Congress says it wants to stop fraud and abuse in 
Federal programs. 

The Congress says it wants to end duplication and overlap 
' in Federal activities. 

But when you examine this bill carefully you discover that 
what the Congress says has very little to do with what the 
Congress does. 

If the Congress really cared about cutting inflation and 
controlling Federal spending, would it send me a bill that 
is $4 billion over my $52.5 billion request? 

If the Congress really wanted to stop fraud and abuse in 
Federal programs like Medicaid, would it appropriate more 
money this year than it did last year without any reform? 

If the Congress really wanted to end duplication and 
overlap in Federal activities, would it continue all of 
these narrow programs this year -- at higher funding levels 
than last year? 

If the Congress really wanted to cut the deficit and 
ease the burden on the taxpayer, would it ignore serious 
reform proposals? 

The resounding answer to all of these questions is no. 

Our longtime ally, Great Britain, has now reached a 
critical point in its illustrious history. The British 
people must now make some very painful decisions on 
government spending. As Prime Minister Callaghan courageously 
said just yesterday, "Britain for too long has lived on borrowed 
time, borrowed money and borrowed ideas. We will fail if we 
think we can buy our way out of our present difficulties by 
printing confetti money and by paying ourselves more than we 
earn." 

I cannot ask American taxpayers to accept unwarranted 
spending increases without a commitment to serious reform. 
I do not believe the people want more bureaucratic business 
as usual. I believe the people want the reforms I have 
proposed which would target the dollars on those in real 
need while reducing Federal interference in our daily lives 
and returning more decision-making freedom to State and local 
levels where it belongs. 

I therefore return without my approval H.R. 14323, and 
urge the Congress to enact immediately my budget proposals 
and to adopt my program reforms. 

GERALD R. FORD 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 

September 29, 1976. 

# # # 



THE WHITE HOuSE 

WASHINGTON 

September 31, 1976 

I'1EMORANDUH FOR JUDY JOHNSTON 

Subject: Comment on the 9/30 Draft 
Signing Statement on S 522 

I realize that a good deal of the 

language in my September 27 draft has been 

dropped out, but I do recommend that a few 

bits of it be put back, i.e.: 

a) The paragraph ilin urban Indians is, 
I think, quite important s~ that 
this program does not grmv out of 
control. It could lead to many 
false expectations if it is nov 
included here. 

b) I would reinsert the first sentence, 
at least, of my next-to-last 
paragraph. Perhaps deleae 11 totally" 
and "shameful". 

c) Then I would close ldth my original 
last paragraph. I e to send this 
signing statement to any Indian 
groups and orgar; zat· ns; it sets 
the rigfut tone 

. - . 
' 

I 
I 

I· 



S. 522 - Indian Health Care Improvement Act Signing Statement 

I am today signing_S. 522, the Indian Health Care Improvement 

Act. 

This bill is not without its faults, but after personal review 

I have determined that the well-documented needs for improvement in 

Indian health manpower, services and facilities outweigh the defects 

in the bill. 
:, ~- .!:-

While spending for Indian Health Service activities has grown 

from $107 million in FY 1969 to an estimated $417 million in FY 1977, 

Indian people still .lag behind the American people as a whole in 

achieving and maintaining good health-. I am signing this bill 

because of ~-own conviction that our First Americans must not be 

last in opportunity. 

Some of the authorizations in this bill are duplicative of existing 

authorities and there is an unfortunate proliferation of narrow 

categorical programs. But still, S. 522 is a statement of direction 

of effort and, as such, it meets with my personal approval. 

Title VII of this bill provides for future reports to the Congress 

from the Secretary of Health,· Education and Welfare, including a 

review of progress under the terms of the new Act. I believe the 

Administration can in this way bring to the attention of the Congress 

any changes needed to improve the provisions of s. 522. 

On balance, this bill is a positive step and I am pleased to 

sign it. 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

September 28, 1976 

JIM CANNON 

BOBBIE GREENE KILBERG ~ 
s. 522 - Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act 

I recommend that the President sign the Indian Health 
Care Improvement Act for the following reasons: 

(1) s. 522 would provide Medicare and Medicaid 
reimbursement for Indian Health Service hospitals. 
HEW states that this would enable Native Americans to 
effectively use the Medicare and Medicaid benefits for 
which they are eligible. 

(2l In- arguing against new categorical programs, 
OMB·atates that all of the proposed program activities 
could be conducted under the broad flexible legislative 
authorities of the Snyder Act and other laws. However, 
in fact, many of these program activities are not being 
conducted under those legislative authorities, either 
because of a lack of Departmental or bureaucratic 
iaitiative and creativity or because of active policy 
~tion. 

(3) The trust responsibility which the Federal 
government has to federally recognized tribes is unique 
and must be weighed very carefully before turning down 
prograa.atic·1egislation. . 

(4..) . It ia my perception that Indian life expectancy 
rates are significantly lower and Indian infant mortality 
rates are significantly higher than ·the rates for the 
general pt.:)pulation in the United States. Dan McGurk 
~-·aa-t ~!·s statement cannot be borne out when one 
•1iminates alcoholism, suicide and accident rates. Ted •t za,...,.ver, had' consistently asserted that the figures 

-.. 
; 
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were still substantially different from the national 
average even when alcoholism, suicide and accidents 
are not counted. Further, S. 522 would authorize new 
programs specifically aimed at the alcoholism, suicide 
and accident rates which take such a serious toll in 
Indian lives. According to the OMB memo, S. 522 pro
grams would include mental health (including community 
and inpatient mental health services, model dormitory 
mental health services, therapeutic and residential 

7 treatement centers, and the training of traditional 
Indian practitioners in mental health) and alcoholism 
treatment and control. 

(5} I strongly agree with Brad Patterson's state
ment that the physical defects in Indian health facili
ties are not limited to the lack of 8 foot-wide halls, 
as No. 4 of OMB's arguments against approval might imply. 
From my personal experience, I think a tour of Indian 
health facilities would reveal buildings and equipment 
in such condition as to raise serious questions 
about the health care and safety of patients. 

~ 

(6) While s. 522 contains a significantly higher 
authorization than OMB believes is warranted, OMB does 
indi'cat"e that more realistic appropriations levels can 
probably be achieved through the budget process • 

. (7) While I agree with OMB's criticism of the 
urban Indian provision in S. 522, I would not recom
mant vetQ of the bill because of it. 

(8) It is my 'Understanding that Congress will 
override a Presidential veto and that a majority of 
Republican Senators and Congresspersons will vote for 
that override. This includes Congressman Rhodes, who 
has written the President requesting that he sign the 
bill: Senator Fannin, ranking minority member of the 
Senate Interior & Insular Affairs Committee: and 

/ apparently Congressman Skubitz, ranking minority member 
of the House Interior & Insular Affairs Committee; and 
Senators Dole, Goldwater, Bartlett, Domenici, Stevens 
and Hatfielq. ... 

· (9) As a politicalmatter, a veto of this bill 
will be portrayed as direct Presidential action against 
the improvement of health care for the Native American 
communit~~ a group which the majority of people in this 
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country still has substantial empathy for. The fact 
that we have made significant progress in the area of 
Indian health care and are devoting substantial resources 
to it will be lost in the negative headlines. 

cc: Phil Buchen 

-~---- --------------- ---~----------~~-------~-,--.~: 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

SARAH MASSENGALE'S OFFICE CALLED WITH 
LIST OF NAMES OF CONGRESSIONAL PEOPLE 
WHO CALLED IN REGARDING INDIAN HEALTH 
BILL. 

JOHN RHODES 
PAUL FANNIN 
BOB DOLE 
BARRY GOLDWATER 
TED STEVENS 
MARK HATFIELD 
DEWEY BARTLETT 
PETER DOivlENICI 
BOB PACK\vOOD 

-
~MEMORANDUM 

OF CAU 

D. vo~u WERE VISITED •v-

"' ,., ... , .... ,,, ~~ 
0 PLEASE CALL~ 

0 WILL CALL AGAIN 

0 RETURNED YOUR CALL 

RECEIVED BY 

PHONE NO. 
CODE/EXT. --------0 IS WAITING TO SEE YOU 

0 WISHES AN APPOINTMENT 

I DATE I TIME 

REVISED AUGUST 1957 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-ll.G 

STNIDARD FORM 63 
OPO : 1D60 o(8 16-80341-1 1132-3811 "63-108 



BHP-4 
RESTRICTED USAGE 

RE: Indian Health Care Improvement Act (S.522) 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

1 1976 

Dear /s/ 

In response to your expression of 
interest in.the Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act (S. 522), I am very 
pleased to tell you that the Presi
dent has just signed this significant 
piece of legislation. 

I enclose a copy of the President's 
Signing Statement and with it goes 
the President's appreciation to you 
for your own support on this important 
matter. 

///s//1 
/////// 
/IIIII/ 

Enclosure 

BHP: 
BHP-4 

Cordially, 

Bradley H. Patterson, Jr. 

10/1/76 - plr 
proofed plr/cbs 

(Rec. 10/1/76) 

. ~.· .. 
' 



FOR I~IDmDIATE RELEASE OCTOBER 1, 197~ 

Office of the w'hite House Press Se:::retary 

------------------------------------------------------------
THE WdiTE HOUSE 

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT 

I a~ signing S. 522, the Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act. 

This bill is not without its faults, but after personal 
review I have decided that the well-documented needs for,~~ 
improvement in Indian health manpower, services and facilitie~ 
outweigh the defects in the bill. 

While spending for Indian Health Service activities has 
grown from $128 million in FY 1970 to $425 million in FY 1977, 
Indian people still lag behind the American people as a whole 
in achieving and maintaining good health. I am signing this 
bill because of my own conviction that our First ~mericans 
should not be last in opportunity. 

Some of the authorizations in this bill are duplicative 
of existing authorities and there is an unfortunate pro
liferation of narrow categorical programs. Nevertheless, 
S. 522 is a statement of direction of effort which is 
commendable. 

Title VII of this bill provides for future reports to the 
Congress from the Secretary of Health, Education, and!Welfare, 
including a review of progress under the terms of the new Act. 
I believe the Administration can in this way bring to the 
attention of the Congress any changes needed to improve the 
provisions of S. 522. 

On balance, this bill is a positive step and I am pleased 
to sign it. 

# # # 
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INDIAN HEALTH CARE Ii'1PROVEMENT ACT 

TITLE I INDIAN. HEALTH MANPOWER 

Title I of the Bill would auth_orize t'he Secretary of Health, Education 
and Welfare, acting through the Indian Health Service: to make grants. 
to public or non-profit or tribal organizations for the recruitment of 
I ndian persons having a potential for health professional careers; to 
provide grants by Indian Health Service to Indians for up to two years 
of conpensatory pre-professional education; to provide Indian Health 
Scholarships to be awarded to persons who will eventually provide 

. services to Indians, with selection by IHS and priority for Indians; 
to entitle those receiving professional scholarship grants to employ
ment in the Indian Health Service .during the non-academic portions 
of the year without regard to employment ceilings; and to authorize 
appropriations for continuing educational allo·,vances for health 
professional employees of the· Indian Health Service . 

FY "1978 FY 1979' FY 1980 

Health Professions Recruitment 
Program $ 900 , 000 s· 1,5oo,ooo $ 1,800,000 

Health Professions Preparatory 
Scholarship 800 , 000 1,000,000 1,300,000 

Health Professions Schola·rship 
Program 5 , 450,000 6,300,000 7,200,0 00 

IHS Extern Programs 600,000 800,000 1,000; 000 
Continuing Education Allowance 100,000 200,000 250,000 

$ 7,850,000 9,800,000 11,550,00-0 

TITLE II HEALTH SERVICES 

Title II of the ~11 would authorize additional appropriations totaling 
over $84 million to eliminate the backlog of unmet health services 
needs. 

Patient Care 
Field Health 
Dental 
Mental Health (Conu11unity Mental 

Health 
Inpatient Mental Health 
Hodel Dormitory Hcntal Health 

Services 
Therapeutic and Residential 

Treat~ent Centers 
Training of Traditional Indian 

·Pr·acti tioners . 
Treatment and Control of 

Alcoholism 
Maintenance and Repair 

·: 

10 , 025,000 

4,000,000 

$14,025,000 

.. 

8,500,000 16,200, 000 
3,350,000 ·5, 55 o, o o o 
1,500,000 1,500,000 

1,300,000 2,000,000 
400,000 600,000 

1, 250 ,000 1,875,000 

300,000 400,0 00 

150,000 200,000 

9,000,000 9,200,000 
3,000,000 4,000,000 - - -

28 , 750 ,000 41,525,000 



TITLE Ill HEALTH FACILITIES 

Title III would authorize additional appropriation authority of 
$234 million over the next three years .for construction and renova
tion of Indian Health Service facilities and $103 million for sanita
tion facilities for Indian homes and communities. 

FY 1978 FY 1979 FY 1980 

Hospitals $67,180,000 73,256,000 49,742,000 
Health Centers and Health 

Stations 6,960,000 6,226,000 3,720,000 
Staff Housing 1,242,000 21,725,000 4,116,00 0 
Safe Water and Sanitary i'Vaste 

Disposal 43,000,000 30,000,000 30,000,00 0 
$118,382,000 131,207,000 87,578,000 

TITLE IV ACCESS TO HEALTH SERVICES 

Title IV of the Bill would authorize Medicare and Medicaid eligible 
Indian persons served by Indian Health Service facilities to partici
pate in those programs by having those programs reimburse the Indian 
Health Service for services it provides. 

TITLE V HEALTH SERVICES FOR URBAN INDIANS 

Title V would establish a program of contracts with Indian organization s 
in urban areas for the purpose of making health services mare 
accessible to the Urban Indian population. 

5,000,000 10,000,000 15,000,000 

TITLE VI M1ERICAN 'INDIAN SCHOOL OF MEDICINE FEASIBILITY STUDY 

Title VI would provide for a study to determine the extent of need 
and the feasibility of establishing a school of medicine to train . 
Indians to provide health services for Indians. 

TITLE VII MISCELLANEOUS 

Title VII would require the Secretary to report annually to the 
President and the Congress on progress made in effecting the purposes 
of this Act; wourd authorize regulations. and a preparation of a plan 
to implement the Act ;. and would authorize the Secretary to enter into 
leases with Indian tribes for periods not in excess of twenty years. 

TOTAL 145,257,000 )79,757,000 155,653,000 



.Adnu!zistratioJt of Gerald R·.· Ford 

PRESIDENT-IAL D.OCUMENTS 

. 
.t 

Week Ending Frida)Lr pqtober ·1, 1976 

Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act 

Statement by 11u: PrendcnL<m Siguing.$..:52 2, I nlo Law. 
October 1, 1976 ._;~- ~ 

I am signing:~2-, the.·Indian-H~Illi-Gate.Jinpr~~~
mcnt -Act: ... __ .-:_ -. 

'I1lls biiL"'is::not vvithout:."its:f<~.iilts;:-.btlt -<~.ltcr -personal:=--- -~ 
review I have decided that the well-documented necdc; 
for improvement in Indian health manpower, services, 
and facilities outweigh the defects in the bilL 

While spending for Indian Health Service activities 
has grown_ from $128 million in FY -1970 to ~425 million 

_ _ _ -· _ in FY' 197.7, -!lndi_an--pco_pl~ll--lag:bch.!_nd:-t""& '=1\.merian-~===-
•----::::.~.L: :::::..!"~~-=~! ~:::; :_:- :.. . ·people-~~ ..w.hole-=--in:~~tainmg~~ --
=-=·--;:~l~~~,;.:.;z-·;:_~ .hcalili,.· J:-~P:t"Ysigning =otflit~ll-:bccil~ob'IDY-"l<>WD~n:-: __ ~, ~=~- .. 

~~~-~,......~-=~";-~_....~......,.~-~-;~-;:::~:~·:2;·~~~~~!:...~::~:~;: ~:~ viction t:~at ~dinot· Am-erltan.s<should->not-ibcdast:~na.- - .. ;;; --
.,., t opportuJuty. _..::.:..;_ -

Some-=:of · the; authorizations--in--this--bi1P. are; duplica~~-:_,_ 
tive of exisGng · authorities, and there is an unfortunate 
proliferation of Qarrow categorical progr~ms. Nevert.he
kss, S. 522 is a statement of direction· of effort which 
is commendable. 

Tille VII of this bill provides for future reports to the 
Congress from t.hc Secretary of He.-"llth, E"duc.1tion, and 
\\'cliarc, including a review of progress under the terms 
of t.hc new · acL I believe the administration can in this 
way bring to t.he atten~on of the Congress any changes 
needed to improve the provisions of S. 522. 

On balance, this bill is a positive step, and I am 
plca.o;ed to sign iL 
N~: As ena.cled, the . Indian Halth Care lrnpr~vemcnt Act is 

. Public Law 9~37. 

. : 



P.L. 94-437: AUTHORIZATIO~ VS. APPROPRIATION 

Public Law 94-437, the Indian Health Care Improvement Act, is landmark 
legislation with great potential for helping to overcome long-standing 
~ealth problems of American Indians and Alaska Natives. 

This Act is an example of '"hat is knmm as authorization legislation. 
This means · that it provides the legal authority to spend Federal funds 
for the purposes set forth in the Act. It docs not, however, make 
those funds available. Funds will become available only through other 
Acts of Congress, i.e., appropriations acts. 

Authorization legislation authorizes spending funds needed for prescribed 
actions. Appropriations legislation makes the needed funds available. 

For this reason, program improvements authori.zed by P;L. 94-437 will - . 
begtn- t~happe~only-after ~ funds are - made-available-through - the -appro~,-

priatibns ' proc~ss. 



. S. 522 as passed by Con gn~ 
the Pres i : · ·~ - and 'p~esented to 

1
~~~>~t~ for s1.gnature ll:.:-tt.J'J-·· I' · 

~~r.--<~f ~- fb rt 1R . ...,_, . - ~~~u,~~i;~i r.:: . rfil1JII f11!r·~~ ~~lii ~Tfl11· ~ \1 · , .riJ'O"'Ifil!rif;: 
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House of Representatives 

. SENATE .~::\tEND:M:ENT :ro S . 5~2. L'\1· 
PROVL~G SERVICES AND F:\CJLI
TIES OF FEDERAL INDL>\N HE.-\LTH 
PROGR.·~!S 

Mr. ;,rEEDS. l\1r. Spe,,ker. I ask 
unanimot.::> co:1sent to tab~ fro:n tl~e 
Spe:J.kcr':; desk the bill \S. 5~~ ' to im
plement the Feder::tl r espon:;tbi!iry for 
the care ::tnd edue>ttion of tll~ I 1d::1n 
people by improving- the ~erviccs and 
facili t ies of Federa l Jndi Rn hrc1!tll pro 
grams nnd cncoura~ng nuximum par
tlcip::ttion of lndi::tns in suclJ prc:;:-:\mS, 
and for olhtr puq:oscs. wltil <1. Sc:!u te 
:uneudment to the House amendment 
U1ereto. nnd concur in the Senate 
nmcndrncnt to the House ::>.mendml'!lt. 

The Clerk read tlle title of the bill. 
The Clerk. read the Senn.te amend

ment to UlC House amcmii~1ent , :J.~ iol
lows: 

In t:cu 0! the OH\:.tl~ r prc.:p0:-:cd to b1~ ir..; 
scrtcd by the Hou:-<c cnsto~~cd ~>mendmo>n~. 
losut : 
Thn.t·thh Act. may !Jo cited as the "!nd.>:.n 
U~.:U~h Cl\te lmpron:mcut Act" • 

.. . 



( 

J"I!'i~ISCS 

Sr:c 2 . The Co!"I(:Tt''-~ find.< lh!\t-
(n) FNl<>r:U. llcf\lth ktvlr<·, to tnl\ln!r>.ln 

... ,d lrupro\·c 1 he hrr>.!! h or ! hr 1 nd t:.n.< •• ro 
''~'-""""t with nnd ~!Hir<'d by tho P<'d

. rnl G olrrnm<>n t·s hbtoric!\.1 n11d unique 
k~:.l r c:nttonship with . · ''"d n· niting' re-
1-pon-..lhill ty to, the Amt•ciC>Ill I:Jdi:\n pt'(•ple. 

(b) A major n~<tlonfll {;'<>'\! <•! the l'nit<'d 
St.ut~s l< to provid<> the qa:.nllty nnd quality 
o: hc:l.lt h ~rrvlccs which \\ill pc·rmlt I h<" 
he:-..lth ~t.ntu~ o! Indir...::s to be r;-,[,ed to the 
l•!ghc~ t po;c,lble Jt-vel nnd to PIH'OliTH(:c U1e 
IHiu.imum pf<rtlclpatlon o! !rl<il:\llS In the 
p!anntng- hlld ma.uar;enwnt ot thO-..(' !--C'r\'ICC'.';, 

(~\ Ft·deral t.erdth !'ccnccs to 1II<iian.s l1nve 
f{',..\11\.c-d \n n rt-dll ctlon in tho p:<>n.lcnce 
s.nd lncld<.·nce o! pre\'(·nt:'\~le illxtC.-i ... t'"s anlong, 
and unnC'cc...,,nry and pr~tnnturC' dl"nth of. 
lndmns. 

(dl Dt·~pit.c >Uch S<'n·h·es .. thc· tm met h<'alth 
needs o: the Americl\n 1ndlnn people arc 
srH•re Rnd the ht·l\lth r.:~tu< o: the lndi !\ns 
1s !f'r bclov; that of t h<' ~::e:H·m! pop;tlntion 
of tht' Unit«! S"f\tes. For ~x,.mplc. 1or In
dint\.~ onnp:..rrd to n.ll Amcrica:1s In 1971. 
the tubercu:osis death r a:t' v:fl.~ on:r four 
IUld on~-half t imes ~;rcetter, the lnfluenz.~ 
&nU vneun\onta df"ath rate O\C!" ant- ancl one
!1.'\lf tim('!' r;rc:;~·r. and the lnfr>.nt del\th rate 
approxirr.:-.. tcly 20 per ccn~co1 t"Tc-a:cr. 

(c) .-'>It o~her F"derul st·rYlccs nnd pro
t-~'-"'" 1:1 h!l~H!:ni·nt or ~~Je F(·dt:r3.l rc:;pon 
f' iblllt<; to Indians arc I~Ol •l'.Cdl~d l.P> the low 
he::Utl ; sl.!<~cs or the A;ncr!.::!\n It:ctr..n people. 

(!) .Further impro,·ement In I:>cilan henlth 
Is lmpcril<'d by-· . 

(l) tnadeqtrnte, outd~.t~d. 11 :;- ;T: cient. and 
\lndcrn: fltl!lcd ! nctUtics. For E':o.~mple. only 
tu·en t,·-four of fiftY-one l ndinn Ht'alth Sen•
lc~ llr•~;>lt.:.l~ nrc · nccerd i:.Cd b,- the Joi n t 
C<'!l'lnl i .... <..:ion on Accre-ditation of Ho,pit;\1~.;: 
O:l:T' tl:l!"t\·-o: !l' l ~H·et n~ti :- ,!1 11~ fi:-f- r\ :H.l S~tr('t\" 

C'C-d·!'~·: n11d fif:y-~ ,,·o loc~ .. !.io!-,:.; \,:i1 ~ 1 Ind1nn 
9 ' np·.t1R U o n.._ h n ve bf'? n ic.:!e:1 t iftE·c.l :\!' requir-

: citJ•c·r 1 ~ c-w V!" rep:~c£'t!1Cnt h£".1lt!1 Cf'nters 
.d stntion.r,. 0r c-~ii~lcs ren1c•-:Jeled for in1 .. 

prrn rd o:- r~ddit i onr .. l service: 
( 2 f !-hon:tge or pCr50nnel. Por e:.::atnple , 

~\bout o:H"-hnlf o~ the S e rvi ce ho :.; ~ltals. !our
n:lh s of thr ServicE> ho·. p:t~.! O'-'t o ntlcnt. 
cli.r1ics. nnd onc- - h~l! (lf the Servjce hP:-tlth 
clinics n1cc!. on!y BJ per cer1t'.Jffi o! stsfftng 
stnndR~ds for tbt·ir rP.c..p'.?'Ct i\C' ~ r- rviccs: 

(~>I i n.sur.'rcie:lt servicE-;; ill !'uch P.reas as 
la.bon:.tory, hosplt.al lcpntient enc outpa~ 
tlcnt., c \·e care and mental be!'lth scnlc cs. 
A.nd ~c:-,··i .:.~!'s uv;dl~t>le t.~!:-ou ::; h C" ~"'lr : :-tct s v.:tth 
pri,·:\te p hysiclnns . clil.llcs, and n gcncles. For 
example. s.bout 90 per centum of tlJe ~urglcn1 
oprret:lons n!'erled for otlt!s m.-d!" h!'l>c not 
bc-<-:.1 oc· r~o:-rr~ t d, o7cr 57 p t .. r ct:·: 1 ~um of r ~ 
q\tif < .. d dr·n-:. al sC':-,·iccs :l.'~1Hill t c• l.J!' proYidcd. 
c~t:d f1bout fl8 r.-cr ccntuzn o! l ~ ,..~!·jnr,: aid r c-
q·ul:-c·n l c·ut ~ :t!~ unznc-t: • 

(1) t ll.,.-lr.tcd sup;1ort f::.no:s. For <'Xam
pl~. over ~l't · C'n lnn1Crc-d l lo\: .=:i : · .:; \inl~.c; t:re 
lH'<'dt-d ! o :- s t r .. ~ r\t t::':'!10te S~·n·:: ·{" f :• clliUe .s ; 

( !;) l r~cl: o~ ncc!:'s.s ot T:1d~~~r.s ~ :') lJ ~n1th 

s<'n I~<'.S du~ to umote rt· s!d~rtc(·s, '.!nde.-cl
(l>;>t'd or u~! dc:develo;r-:-d c.:.IIunn;:::<::·t·. li on :.nd 
trRH~portntlon s::c;tc:-!~ s. n:1d c! :: ;... cuit, f.Ome 
ti!:~C'S S.C\ crc, clinL1te co :-..d1tlon s; r.r1d 

(Gl lnd .. of safe wet~: und &:H:ltr,ry v:a s te 
tH~pc\~nl r.cr,·Iccs . Fur ex~~plc, over tl11r!.y
~("l"f'll tho;1<<1Dd !our h U!"'! drC'd r:":Lstln~ end 
2<"':-tY-< : ~.· hl t !:. vtt s.Lnd r..i~e t n :r. ::l :-cd h' l d ~~Xt\7 

1·~:\:~:H<i" r e: ~~: -:::·crnrnt ni·d rr:IOYft"c! lnd!.ai1 
t.o~,~~nr. u:d:G ll~cd r.C"w or l.!.P::"Tncic· ~ water 
t .nd !--:".ldlt,t!on !~Lc illtil.'s. 

t ;: l 111e Jr,di:>n p c::,plt's r.ro·:;th of confl
<l<'ll<'<' In Fc~cral l ndl!<n ht' Hlth &cn·tccs Is 
T'"\"t•t\l('d by tl1rlr itJcrc·a.s i.t:t1Y hC&\)' u s r n! 
1-UCh Ff'f\ tees. Pro:;n."5.3 town :-c1 lt! :! r.or.l or 
!J<'t:.-r Jtalian r- ~ rdth Is d e ;-" :Hh·n~ C>U thl~ 

( 
ill!nH·tl (!t o wth u! c~!".h dr- ncc. H (Jt~t f'Uc-b 

.""rf•t..S bUd !"U Ch CO:lfid':'OCt' 1-IO ciC'"proudC:!Jt 

• _. !nlplO\Cd f(·:.!c:&.l li !dian }J(·h! t h S(.·n-Jcc.c;. 

l lJTL .. H .\n(JN OP' J "'{ ) !~l ..: r 

F.Lc. 3. The Co!l;;Tc.>.i! hNcb) dc~ i:>.res lh t•t 
It 1Ji t l1e policy o! ~h!s Natlo::>, 1'1 fultlllmcnt 

or lVI ~pcclal rr• pon,lhlll\1<'~ ~tu1 1·· . ·~\ obll
~:atton to the Atn..rlr"n Jurtj "n J•t'<'pi e. to 
TIH"£>l tlH."' nnt1of1nl r,nnl of pru~·t( t!l q: t hf' hL:h
(' $ 1. }J(J..·.;~ fblr" }H'Id th f. fnt\\H tO l lld\tUIS nnd tO 

pro,·!tlc c~l fitln:; Intl l"n h<' "ith ,.,·n l."t·' v.llh 
l\Il rc·soun·e s nt-cC'.; . ..,:uy to rtrc.'ct ll1nt ;rr'lt(·y. 

ltt :J1Nl1JONS 

S1·c. 4 . For purpoc.r' or thi!! Acl-
(n) " SC'ctetary·· , \1111<' <.;..~ othrn' t .... t" de~tg

nxtrd, r nf'nn~ t h e Srl·rt" tnry o! llt"nlth, Edu
rs.tloll, nnd \\'~l!>~r~. 

(b) "S<'n·ic~" lll<'!ll'" th~ lndl:t!l Ilcnlth 
St·ryice. 

(c) "lnd:nn<" or •·Jndlnn", unit·"-• oti .cr
w1~ d~tf!n:u.r·cl. r nr:\n~ nn~· pC'r...,0n who L<i I\ 

r.'l~tnber v~ n.n l t.:<llt\ll t rihc. (\.'\ dC'ftn~·d In 
s u tJ;C<'tlo n tell !u·ct·~>r. cxc<'p\ t hn t . !ur t he 
purJl'l..~e or ~t"'i.~t!u:,-. lll:!, 103, nnd 2UJ(c)f5l, 
suc-h 1C'rrr~"' s!u\.11 n H·ntt nny t ndl'.·idll!ll who 
(11, lrre:.<pCC, i\(' O ( \\l!rt.ht'r ~~~ O: :.he lin'S 
on o r llC'ar R r c-...C';Y.\ttnn. tc;o a nH·rnbcr ('lr R 
trib!~. bn!ld. o:- (.thc-:- oq:ani.·f"d t=nli.lp (l[ ln
di:u1s. lncludu~;: t !H~c tribr-.~. hnnds. or 
~; rnups t e rn1l:lld<'<1 .... tllCC' Hl;O n:\d tho :...(· rc~
u;; n~ ,:l--,.1 uow o r In Uu:· future h~· the S~~:<' in 
\;,'!lir h they rt ·.,.:(ll', <'r who t~ !\ ch· .... ct·zHia:t t. ln 
the ftn..t or ~ra (""~""~!H I dt·~rf'C', nr nn~~ .--u.:h znc·tn 
':lcr, 0~ (2 ) J.< f,l\ ! .. -..l: lmo or }\}('U~ OC other 
Al ru;tl• !'nt.i,·e. or (3) L< CO!l.-..ldcr£'ct by t he 
Sccret..'l.ry of t.he I nterior t<> h£' nn 1ndi:•ll ! or 
tmy purpo~c. c-~ (4) 1 ~ ck tC'rm i"<'<l t o be n.n 
lntl!3n undc~ r<';:n!ntlon' p cotnul;::tt«l by 
t!1 e- :3-ecrct..."\.n;. 

{d) "Indir:n tribe-" Jllcnn.c; A.ny lnd:!l.n trib~. 
· b!\nd, nation. or other or~Ll!lt.?t"d r.roup · 01 

conununity_ tn ..... ludn-.g nny Ah\...:J~n l\ntlvr. l"H
larc or g--roup <"~~ rC'~·inn!ll o r ' ~:1!"\f.:C cor-porn
lion ns dcfitwd l!l·roc <'"tHblish<'d l>\1 :-sue.nt to 
the: AJn.,kR !\:lli\'e Cl:1lms Set llcm~nt Act (&5 
Sts.t. 688). wl; lc h l.s r<'OU!=ni:•,'d n.~ c!i~lble 
fo_r" thf' F: i)('·<" in1 pr, ... ;.:rn:llS nnd f(':Yt.:-rs pro
yjdf'd by ~~-~ r:11t<.'<1 f'·!:1! ~. h ... l: 1ci:J.:1s .b':' 
c-a '. h C' of t2"1 c ~· ~ : ~-.. ~ u ~ r~"- l !1c! :!\..:1.s. 

(c) ''T:r!On1 o: ·, : ~n17. !1t LO!l ·· :n('fLtl.=:. t.h e 
('}('{"ted t:ovc:-ninr: bctdy or nn~~ ] nd!r .. n tribe 
or n ny lc-ga.!ly c~tnbli"1H'd Orf::Lt:lz._.'&t.10!l of I n 
dians ~·hic.!J. i.e-, co:1 trolle-d b y oue cJr n1ore 
such bodie-5 or by n b0nrti of dtr0~t.{l!":-> c·!cc-tro 
or sel!'Ct(-d b:t" 0!1C Pr lllCTC t->UC!l l>Ddies, {o:
f'lt'Cted by th~ - l!~d!:\:1 popu!nth..,n to ~>e !-crved 
t.Jy such o:-r::u1t.·:\t !on • P.nd v.-~ .. h~h H:ciudt"s 
t he rnnx:mum p:l.C:Ic lpn.tiOn of ln cit:<us lu all 
phr!.S ('S O! lt.S f \ C~!\·:t!'-"'~. 

(!J " Vrb!'ln !ncl:ru1" m~.nns nny ll!dn·:ctunl 
who r esides In r.n urban c-enter, 11.~ d!'5U<'d 
in subsect:on t ~yl hf' r<'\."'~f. n.nd wl1o tnE't>ts one 
o~ n jo;c !..< t!.c : ... ,·.lt c:· ~:"'-"' :-it\ 1:1 st;~ ).'C'-C\!On (c) 
(1) tbrourh ( 4 1 of \.his H'<"tlon. 

( g \ "'Urb:-,!1 cC'ntf.'r" n1rn11~ J\.ny c-0n1munft.y 
which hrt.(". f\ ~ .. t~~clt'nt \ trl>an I nd~n!!... p .. :)fl~l 
lnt.Jon h~ltl1 \ll.t1H' t l 1f'.dt !1 llC' f'dq, tv \f,~f'.ITEL'lt 

nc::;s!~t.:-~!1CC' UtH~t'r ':.! tir- \", 1L<:. dC':<'~IJ~Inf·d by ~he 
&crctary. 

(h) "Crb,,,-, 1 :\C~I:In or;::nnl71•tl<:>n" m£-s.ns n 
nnnproht <'·"'r}\P:-!".te- l'..;.ly r;!tur~ !.<.·d 1n r-n 
urhan cent.cr. c .._·,:np."-• .. c·d 0! \:r~~u Ir!d!nns. 
nnj provid!::t: fl ' r t!1C' nu--..:t::IP\Ull\ p...'\:-tlctp~
tlnn o~ rdl l n!c:-Ntf'd l ndtnu rn.""'~llpq n:1d 1n
dl\ i'l:ml~ . Whkh 1>0<.1,- Is C'.<<;>:.ble O( le,~~.\ly 
('(.OpC'rn~. lng- wt~.h ·ot~H' t pub!i<' n.nd pri\·nt.o 
cnlit1t~ t or th~ pH:-J' t'·~ C' o f t.1 (·rf(,:nl!Lg t he 
activities c:!C":.,Ilhrd 1n ~t"<"U0!1 !i~J(n). 

1TI'LI: l-1:\"Dl. .. ~ HL-\LTII :-!.">:.; POWER 

r\ 1 1'-PO~r: 

Sr:c . lO::i . T!;r-' ;1\j;;)(',\., C or t ~l~" t~!.lr L<; to 
nu ~ :-nC"nt t~t' 1!1:\d('o(:\::\t<' nu1n 1J rr « hC"n1t~l 

p ;·Z}ft'.. :....-; :0:-~~.b o;;.c•ryln ~~ 1 nd\r .. :l!t n:H1 rc·:-:1u~ cUte 
r.;.u} ~ : plc b.\:-r:~'~"' h"\ ~!H .. ("'I) t :--r..n~ .... \' Of }Jf· f .. ! t h 
prt•f l·;;;.-.!'.)n ~ d.s lnto t lie· ~; l'r\·IC'IC' r,n ..1 pnn.tc 
p:-nctl~<' n.:l.~o~:~ l :at\:\lt.<:.. 

Jff"_'\LTl! J•S,~,."'I n ~'H'!'.~ J.tl\'r..\"l1~1 !"I" r~(lo\.l'.A~ 

J 1 ,,.. ) :-.; lll .'\ :.;:-; 

Sn:. 10:'. ,t~) T!H' !--"r\:-C't:\:-:.· . A. \'":~:1g thrOttf:h 
t; ,o !0:-rl ~· e-~ ,..~Hdl 1l i :l,, C' r~.u~~~ to pu!,!!c u:
n n npro1i t p:hr,!(' Ju~ :-.lth (\r f'Gu r:.U C' : l.\1 r·n 
t!t trs (J:" ln'~~n~1 t:-th ~· ~ '"':- tr1h'\l <"TKh~ll: .. '\!l0i.U 
to n '-5 1!..1. sur!' f'll~..IL<'"i ln I .H: r-:t : ~ U: C' c-o :. t ... ~ 
of-

( I) lc!en!l!yl:lr. ln rt:,.n.• w:t~ " potr.ntlr..l 

(<>r Nl\lrntlon or trnl n lll [: h1 t!1~ lu·:,]ll, ;.· 
!c-,o;;tons n11d £'11C'(I\lr:-t ~ =hlt: nnd n• .... hUn;; t '. 
( ... \ f<> l'l>rt>ll In !-c-hools of llh'tllc!nc. ,, , 
1\thy, cl~nllslry, n ·t<'rillnry rurdi<'!:t~ . 
l<•nl(•try, pud1ntry. ph:1Ttlll\ry. puUJt c L, .. , , ., 
nurl'ln~. CJT nll1c<1 hl'alth pr,Jft·:-. ... t;Jn.!-..: c':-

1 
r· 

U t.! u:· ~· a\rc not qun:tfJNJ t.,l <'nro:J ln · 
~hool. l<l \lndcr t ~he ,.;uch J10"t..'C'CondJ.:-j r :! 
C!\tion or l! nining ns mnr b~ TC<'jlll:(•d 
qu nlltr lhrm f o r curol:m~nt; 

(~) put.Jll clzing t·x1st1nr. ~, -,t.rcrs of fln:1· 1,, 

fllld 11\'llllt.IJ!e to Indinns ~urollt·d In ,,. 
:;chool rderr<'d to In c!nus c (ll (Al or t 

Sttb~N-tion or who nrc lll\d<'rtnklnr; tcl\1:. ~ 
noc<'~"-nrr to qualify them t o t•nroll I n ., .,. 
such .<chnol ; or 

(3i <'<tnbll,hlng ot.ller pro~ratns WhkJ. t 
Sccr(>tary tk trnnlues \1..111 C'l d1nucr: and L.<" 
tnte tlJt' t·nrolln1f'n t of lnclL\llS. nnd tia~ t-.~: 
sc-quC'u t pur.sutt !l!ld coinplt· t I on b\· tLf": 
C"C'UT."t:'.' o! study. tn nny ~~tH~•l rt'ft:rrl·d t , 1 
cbm-~ llt(A) o: this su:''·<'C'tlon. 

n 11 ill f'O !;rl\ll l may be ll:ade UIH.iec l ' 
~C'C tJ nn ttllk!-Js nn apP.li~~'tt 1on t!":erefc•r : 
b £'r:n !--UhlnittC'd to, r.nd Rj)pro ·.rc by, t~H· ~- .... 
rctur~· . .Such npflltc:ttlbn !-.!ln.ll be- l!l ~ • · 

t urin, sutnn.itted tn s"uch nu\lUlC'T, and <· 
t :\iu ~uch infonnntion . a..~ tlH' Ser:rct.:n' ~ .· .. 
by T(·~ul~\tlon prf"~r:be: r1o: ·!"dcd, Th·h~ t" ... 
S<"C'ret!lry Sl1:\ll r,i\"C' a prr-~t~rPnc-c t-o P.; 1pl : · 
tlo:1s suom!ttC'd by I rtdtnn trlbPs or t:·: • 
or~ :t n\::'1 t ions. 

t2} ThC' a!nount of R!1 \ . t:rnnt \lJ!c.!Pr t~ 
se<-tion ~h!Lll be detE'rn1i:1ed by t!".c &·c :-rt · 
Payn1e-nt.s pursuHn t to ~rRn:~ under thb • .~ ... ~ 
tioo mny be n::tde ln advnncc or by w:' } r: 
rc1:nhur!.cnH'nt, nnd at .such 1nterYa.!~ h: 1c. \: 
such condlllons as the Secret 11ry fmils t:cc,.,_ 
sar,-. 

(c) For the purpose of mnkln~ payn:cJ; 'c. 
purs\lnnt t o ~ants und(': t h !s ~tion. t"".r·~ 
a!"e- authorized to l 'e R!lt"'- =-- o ;)~: :n£·:t ~ -L.,\f \ 
f or fi:-.cnl yf::·nr 197G. ~l . .).o \J .lWr(l for !h- e~: : c 

1P79. :>nd ~l.l\00 .000 ! or It~-:;,.! ,·c-cr ID :lO. 1 

f Lc::;cn.J Y<' fns 19C l, 1 03~ . l ~lH3 . ni:d HJfJ4 t ~., 
arc autlwrl:::.c<l to be np;1ro p rlr.;,cd fo:· :"· 
pa:nuf'nt~c; :ntch s tuns r~ m.'l:c- b~ spc.:-l!1 c :. · 
uut!1orizcd Oy p.n A ct ennc:t .. d :\ftc;· th !~ .-". 

Ht:.-'\LTH l'l!OF"ESSIONS l'Rlf'.1d~ . .t..TO!'tY SCH<Y '.!.-

• SliW PROG~A).f F0R 1:--:DL\!";S 

S r'c-. 103. (a) The Scx:rc~ .. ~!"::. ncti:11; ti•:· .. ) ~ 
U1e SC'r v icc • .".hal! mn.kc ScllO!:t~!:ip rr;~nv 
l ndi!lns who-

(1) hn,·c successfully c-ompleted tL t·:r 
h!!;h S('hool education or high school cqu: . .. 
r.l~ncy: nnd · 

( 2) l ll\ \'t> ckmonstrr.l.cd t h e cr, p:.bUI .. y ~' 
succc.s.s!u\ly complete cour:o.e5 . o~ study t z.: 
schrx>ls o! medicine, ost~c>ra~y, ·acn:L·:c ... 
veterln:1ry lllC'd.icirte, o::>t<>:::c·t.c·.:-y, 1•00: ... · 
phflrr:1:•c r . public l1 c::.lth, nurd!l(;, or rt! : 
he:>.! til profco.slons. 

( b) E ach :-c ho!r.rsh!p p ·n:1t . Innd!: t: :. 
t hls f.ection shnll be ! or n l'A:c!orJ not t<' 
cced t wo ncndt'rntc Ycr.rs, \~h! ::::h "t"C~-r:, :.' 

bo 1or co:npcz:.....;;~t.v:Y prrp::-o~e :-. ... io;ln1 cd ~ ; .. 
tlon or r.ny ::cnntec. 

( c) ~-cholnnihlp trnnLc; J:~!lde \ !nd!'r t. · 
secti o n 1nRy cover c osts or t..utt! on. :... . .c•; 
transoc•:tntlon, bo:trd, m;d o:l.er ncct·:-...·" 
rc·l><tt:d expenses. 

( dl There r,rc authorl;·cd t o b<' r.p;•r" ;- :-! · 
ated f c,r t he purpCY.;e o~ tll1~ ~ t:c!.ion : ~tl ·"~ C> .O J 

! o r f!•C'nl )'(' 'l.r 1~ • 78, 0,000.0C>O !o r L·.::rd :: < 

1 !liP. :\:,d ! 1.3 ')'J.OOO for f.,.:-n.! YC':t: 1 !'I S ~. l:. 
r:. .... cnl y r ~\rs lfrSl. 1982. 1:1nJ. r " ~ld 1P8-t ~! 11 
fSL' r. u tho:l:lfxl t0 be HJij l !C"t;nl ~J.~' ' d .t o r t 1 

JHLp ,.;£' o! th! s ~eel ion ~ . uch ~-l~ls a.-::. J ::h~ t 
spe~ t~:cn!Jy nuthorized lJy r.n Act f'r .. ~l.C\l~~ n: ~ 
t cr t !ds Act . · 

llt:A LT H PflOJ'ES.SlONS !>CllOL.'\.t'_ot;.HIP I'IO:OC.r~ \P..L 

Sr. c-. 104. &'-<' U on 23~(1) of the Pu~J !! 
Ht'nl\ll SC'rv lce Act (~2 U.S.C. !'34 (I\\ 
run~~:<lrd (1) lJy !n;;e rttnr. ... (l)- r.~:t·r ' l! ) ' ' , 
and (~) by nddlnr, ht. t!~e- r·I:d t!1c :!n li ..:J\\1: .·· 

"(21 (A) ln r•ddltlo:> to nH• s•:ru.s e< u :! .. . ~ · 
lud tn be np;)rnpr! r.. t , ·d u n~ "r J ...... 11t·: ,.;dl ( ~ , 

to C'l\rry out the } 'T ,lr" f tl.IIl. f! J ···~ n:~.· l. u ~~~ ·. 
l z cd t.o bo npproprh\tl'<1 I tn· t!.t~ f....,...t~ t ) ~ ·r 
cn<111!& !:>c·ptcmbc r 30, 1 p;s, {· 5 , 4 c.V,C~J:> ; r , 



the n~:U rear ~r.dtnf; S<.·ptembq 30, 1979, 
~o.3<lO.L'OO: Cor the fisc a I Y"·u- endl.r:<; Septem
ber 3tl, 19SO, Si.~OO .OOO: .llld !or t'..'c:-.1 yellTS 
19:11, 1!1 !1~ . 198J. nnd 19S{ such s t:m.~ n.s mny 

( • <pr,·•rlc:lll) nuthorl;ed o:; :lil Act enacted 
,·r th~ fndl:\.a lle:>l!h C:>re Impro'.'c:ncnt 

Act, t<> p::-0\'ldc sc!.wlnr-;hlps und~r t!1e P~o- · 
cr.ul\ to.> pro.>\'lde phj'$IC!.l!l.<, osteop:1~hs. den
tist_.::. vc:ertnart~\n5. nur$CS. optornctrtsts. 
pot!Utr~ts. pllnrm:-.cl'!it~. public h e:1!:h pcr
sonnrl. n:.:.d :Ullcd hcnitll profe~!on:\!.-; to 
PN\."·1 .. 1~ !;~rl"lC~S to rn. ... !!ar:.s . Such 5\."hOI~r 

shtp...: 5h3.!l be desi~n~\ted Ic.dtnn Hc~1l:.!1 

• St'"l\,,1~\r::"!.l:ps nnd sh:1!l b<..' m:lde Jn accord 
ant~(' wt t~l. thls sec!.!on exct.•pt es pro\ tdcd In 
subp .•c.•~r:-.ph Ill I. 

:1n1 til The Secretary, nctln:; throlll:h the 
Indl :\n He:>! th Service. sh:11l de tee en! nc the 
t ndlvldtl:Ls who receive the Ir.dhn He:>llh 
&hc>l.tr:>lllps. shnll accord priority to 1\pp11-
c an!.:l who are ItHil:>ns . nnd sb:>ll determine 
tho dl >tr!.butlon of the s' ~wlarsbto; ou t he 
ba.<.l:< or t he rel.lt!>e need> o! I::{:.JI:-ms for 
sddlt!on:.l service In specific heo.lth profes
sion . .;. 

•(Ill Tee act ive duty service ob!lp•t!on 
pre,;nt!>ed by subsection (e) s:1nll be met 
by t ll6 n:c!plent o! na Indian H~nlt~ 
Scho~:t:-"h!p by scr7lce !:1 the Indhn He"!nt 
Servlct'. i n a pro~rJ.rq n:.;..ststcd ur~drr tit!c 
V of t.'le Indl!\n Hc!'<ith C.uc lmpro·:<:..":Je:.:.~ 
Ac t . or In L'leo private pr:1ct!ce o! hl' pro-
1essh"'~n 1!. t\S detc-r-e":.lr~ed bv the Sec:-cr:\rV 1.:1 
accorc!.\n.:e with ~;uide!lnc~ promut2:~ :~d by
h lnl, such pro.cttce ts ~itu:Hed in a p! 1yc; ici:1.n 
or othe-r ~e:1.lth p--o!e-;sior:nt shorta::c are3. 
nnd !\ddre~~es t~c- health c:1re needs of!\ sub
stantlnl nwnbcr o! lndhns. 

.. (Cl For pu:-pcses o! this paragraph. the 
t ernt 'lndL\ns' h:ts the sn:ne mean!n~ given 
tb&t tNm by subsection (c) o! ~etten 4 or 
t ho Tt~dl:tn Henltlt Care Improvement Act 
nnd l ll<'ludes lndlvldu?.!·; d~~cnbcd In cla uses 
(l) Unot:I:;h (4) of thP.Cst:b-'CC~!o n.:·. 

1:-.;"::lrA!-l H:t:.\L7H SE7l.VlCE L'\.1·E;:~~ I)ROC!-!.:\:\15 

c. 105. (n) A1~7 l ndlv!du~.l who rccelveg 
h _.:J~ol.\:s!1t;> grnnt pu~:.t!l.nt to ~ct ! un 10 4 
shall Vo ~nUt led to ctr.olcytr.~n.t in tlle ~er ... ·
l ce darin;j n.ny non.:tc;~e.:nlc period o! the 
) C'ar. f'crlods cf cn:plo:.-r:"\t.!l1t p~sua nt to this 
eubsect.! o n s!-1~11 not. ba cot~a:cd ln dctcr:nin
Jng the !ul flHn~cnt o! the service cOH ~::l ~~on 

incurred ss "' conditlo:t of th e scho!arshtp 
&rant. 

{b ) Any Individual enrc>lled In a &:hool o ! 
medicine, ost.eopuchy, dcn\lstry, vcter•n ~ry 
n1Cc.l!dnc, optomNry, po<!I:Hry, ph:\rtn~y. 

public heal::.h, nursln5. or nllled hen!Ut pro
fl'ssion.:; n~ny be emp!oyc-d by the Scrv!~c dt!r
! ng nny nonacad emi c period o! the year. 
A..:,y stt<'h crup!oy1nent ~!\all no t excct.~d ot~e 

}lUH'-ht.·J and twc:lly days during Ui.lJ' C:\i~!t
cl•u- }'(':1 r. 

(c) Any trnp!oymc!lt pu~;ua!lt to this sec
tioa s~u~oll bo rnade- v.i~hout. r eg:~.:-d to Bay 
co;nrJ4:tl!l \c pcrr.onnt•l t:.y::-:..crn. or a;;cnt:y poer 
~ onut: l l!n\Jt(,uon and to s. position v;hich 
will t"fl J\:) :e t he 1nd1vtdu.\l so C!1lnl c··;C'd. to 

' r .?ceh o pr.lct!e~t cxpcrie::cc tn ti.le ·he~...lt~ 
p:-o!t"• •. :-.lon tn ..,·htch he or s!1c is c:1 ~~~~ cd in 
<>tu<iy. :\ !!y IJ;C:I\'Idt:nl S<J c:nploy(·d ;,IH\ 11 re
ce-l \'c p.1y;nf'n t !or bi-; or her service-.; <:VIn 
par:tbic to t he ~a.Inrv he or sn:e ·.vou:d. re t:eiv c 
f( h(.· or ~he were e;npl<"'j-'t.:·:i In t~~e cc:--: !;> •~ t.l
t h;c- 1(ys:.crn. Any lnllt·.-h..tu.~l Sf) eD;p:uy ~d 

s!\all not be l'Otlntcd n~; .\in.:;t B!!Y c:::~>lo )·
ll: t•at t · .... ::!nr~ na~ct!l'g the St- rvire o r thl' Do::-
JJ:ntu>ellL or Health, Euuc.Hlon, and \';•'I· 
I ~u c. 

(<1) 1'br.r~ ar~ nuthorln'd to loe :\1'!>;\.•prl
ntc..d fur tht:.: purpo -;c or t!\l."\ ~;~_-.c t !0n : ~L\.·'.\.0(0 
I ur !\-.cl\l y(.~r tala, ~ann . t..4 ... (J ! or fl .... ..:.d \'(';.~: 

10<~ . aad 31.C0 tl ,UCI) for lt ;c:. ! ;-c.tr l ~• li•l..l'or 
rL .. :d }•'.lr~ !~lil t, I C.l!:l, l :' li l. n"d 1'1::1 th.r.:
ar•~ n·.! t! :o:- L~cu to h•.! f\;'pro;J : i·lt •·d :c ·r t ~1c 

••·- (' fl( t!l!'i ~CCtl()f\ ·~\"'-.'!\ SU!l1$ l\.' 11\.\j' be 
lf~ .. ·.~!l::,· nuthorL·cU by hll Act. (· nJ. ~~t ctl 

s.:t.,-- r llu, .'H.·t. 

CONTP.<l"L'<O C't;C.\TION ALLOW.\..~CI<.S 

So:. lOo. ( l\ ) In Ol"\.lt'r to ~nt'1Jur:tf;o phy-sl
<'1 3-n..~ . den:t.-:..~. a.nd ot!ter hc;>.lth profes
sionals to jo in <'<" cuntlnuo lu U1e Servh:'t> 
and tv pru\·tt!~ . t t\ r tr $c.•r v k t~.!. l n. tho ru n.\.l 
and rcf!~ucc;o n.n: :w wh~.':-e !\ sl~nttl .. :!\nt port!ou 
o! the Iad: .tn P<"'!'IC r t· .•ldcs . U1c Secret:uy, 
nl:tlng t~rou ~tl l!! ~' ~c..·r,·tcc , nl:l}' pro ... tde nl 
lowa.ncc.:i tu hl'~\lth pr0fl'S" lon.\l~ einployed 
in t he Ser·;!co to rn:~bla them f0r o. period 
C'f ttr.;e e:tc:1 ye.~r pr,• sc ct!>C'<I by rq;ul:\!lon 
of the S~..: :- -ct.1:y to t:lkL' l('n,·c o! thctr duty 
st:1.tl0ns ~"""'r p!"01t'~~!l'll~l consultation. and 
rcrresh(':- ~ r-.1int:~;; C~o"Ur::> !"~. 

(b) T!cc:-e nrc- :\\l!horL-ed to be nppro
prtatcct !or- tt.1~ pt:rr•0so or e1Is sectton: 
~!OO,COO ior n~c:l.l yc:u- 19';3, $:200,000 ! o r lis
c:U · yc:!:- l 9<9. :\net U 50.000 for tlsc"l ye:>r 
l!JSO. FC'r fi:.'C.ll y<:u-s l t'81 , l!l !l~ . 1983 , and 
19S4 tberc :ue nu!!lor!~cu to he nppropr!n.t~d 
f o r the purpo<e of t his scct!on such sun's as 
mny be 'P<?·:l:1r.•liy nutborlz~d by LUl Act en
acted af~~r this .-\ct. 

TITLE II-H£..\LTII SEH.VlCES 

liL\t.T H S.L'I:tV!Cr.S 

S!:C. ~01. ( a l F,,r t!\c purpose of ellmln nt 
lng bncl:! c~-:s In In dL\n hc:tlth cn r o s~rv!C•'S 
and to supply !<th.lw:> . unm~t medlcr:l, ~nr
e!ca! , dent:\! , optOilletr lc:ll, nnd other Indh•n 
hc:Uth nccc:s. ~!1e :;,"· cetary Is au:l:orl~ed to 
expe!1d. th~ou~h :!l.~ S~rvk ... ~. O\'C'r the seven 
ftscal-ye:-~.r Pt. ... :-lL<i. b ... ~ ;tnnin~ ~\ftcr the d.\tC or 
tl:e ennc~1r:en~ oC ~h~ Act the t\I!1.ounts att
tho:ize-d to be ~;1p0..1p r!ntcd by subsect!on 
(c). Fur:ds r.;Jr-roprl:\ti.'d pursu:tn~ to this 
secttou !cr eac!l tls..:!l..l y ca.r shnll not be used 
to orrse t or l !.t:tlc the npp:oprl"t!ons r equired 
by the Sentco untler other F edern.l lnws to 
continue to serve tho bcn.lth needs o! In
dians durl::J>; nud subsequent t o such S<:>en
fiscnl-ycar per!od . hut ,;Ju11l b!l In ndditlon 
to the level o! "">Jroprl!\t!ons pro\'lded tc- Ll:!e 
8cr\·!ce u::G~r t ilL'-\ .-\-:t !U'lt.l sut.::!'l. other Fed· 
cr-al laws iu t-he p:-cccdln~ r..zc~l ) cur ylus £'~11 
arnou,1t eqt::tl to th<J !UnOtlllt required to 
cover p3.J ii~cre3.s es · t"-!'l d £"!nplc:.-ce bcne!1ts 
!or pcrson:-.c l ":nplo:·ed under this Act nnd 
such la.\,:s a:-1d inc:e.~c.s ln tho cost-'5 ol scr .. · 
!nc tbe hc:Uth needs of lndl!ln~ under th!s 
.. -\c~ end $UC'll l :nvs._ which 1ucrea.ses s..ro 
c.J.usect by ll1!l~''.t10tL 

1 b) Tlle Sc-.:rec.uy. nctln~ thcouch the 
Service, is nuthcrl:cd to employ pcr~or:.s to 
l mp'ement the pro\lslon.~ or t his 6ectlo:>. 
durin g the scven·tlscnl-ye:>r period ln ac
corda!lce wi~h the sc.hcc.Julo prot·lc.Jed In sub
s.,ction (c ) . .Such po,lt!o.>tL~ :~uthnrlzed eec.h 
t:.sca.l yen.: pt:rsu:>nt to t his section shnll not 
be consid" rcd ns ol!sctt!n~ or limiting the 
th-'rsonnel rcq•.urcd by tho Sendee to serve 
the hc·.tl':.h n-2-~.."'d:l o r Indi a :~s durlr.t~ nr.d suh
s~C"queat to suc:1 .scv ('::-ii:;cf\l·yc."l!" period but 
fhnH !Je In 1\Cl!it!on to t he po.s ltlon~ nuthcr-
1Lc<1 in t2'v~ prr.!v1on~ tl sc::\ l ycn.r. 

(c) T!w fo!lo • -.~:e: !llliOtll>::.• nnd po~lt!ons 
nre aut.!1on::cd. tn nc~..·ont:-t ncc wtth the pro
v ;;lo•·.s c: s~b · cclh>ns (n) 11.rat (b). for t he 
spec iii~ pur;'o~c$ 11otcd.: 

(1) P:~~le::~ cn1c (direct r.nd !nct !rc<.:t): 
SUn1.; and ru"lttOil.:i n~ provit.!ed In suh~cct!on 
(e) !or n.-:c:>l yc:>r 19<8. SB.GUO.OOO nr.d ~wo 
~unclred t.nct t w•:nty-!lve p o: !Li r; nq for n scn l 
ye.u l !:II~J. ·:lnd e,!ti.:!0t) .000 and three hun
drt:'d pos.:IOL~S !Or !1 ~: &.:::1.1 year 1~ 80 . 

1:!) Ficl<l hc.llth. excluc.lla <: dcntnl care 
(d t:~..: !. 6l:>d ~;hl t rt · ... : t.l: Stint'~ nnd I-J O'"o :uons a.s 
pcovidnl l:l .'<tll <'Ctlo:. (~) Co r llscrl! y.•,<r 
1~-;'3. ~:l,J:JU .O\)t ) nnd ct,:ht)·-!l\'c po ..;,lth_1ns fvr 
t:!.C:1. l }'C:\~ l'J'7V. L\1\d ~.i.~:'JIJ ,U GO f\!ld ono hun
dr··cl ar:d tl:l r: c,•" l"'"ltlons for ·n scn l ye .1 r 
l ~llll. 

(3) D<:n:.\l c.trc (<!lr,•ct nnd l ndlrrct) : sum« 
:\:1d ptY!t:or:~ ·\ '\ J_Jr,lVIlh'U tn ~ilh :. ,•ctl•}l\ (e) 
: I Jf 1i~l" ,l.l J't..\:" iiJ-;'tJ. s l. ~··tl Q,Qf)l} OJ.Hl t:l,..;hly p ·....;·l 
t.o: l'l ror Ji_ .·::11 } c \r 1 :}"iU, :uul ~.t'.~ u•J,tJtJ0 ttntl 
!1 f: j· p fJ' t• . uu·; ~·_jr t\ -..~:·. \1 }'f'.Lr 10U'J. 

(4) ~.lcllt ~ ll.t~llh: (t\) (.'OllllliUilllj' l:lCilt.1] 

he:l.!t.h sen-Ices: sun-u snd po.<!tlons a: r~n
\'ldcd In suboc\'llon (e) for t!sc:.l ye:>r :~~ r. 
$1.300.00() o.:1d t·!llrt)' P<>.<l tloos !or 1\s.::tl :· ,-
19<9. and ~2 .000,000 n;,d t!:Jlrt)' po..'!tlorts : ~ 
!l.sc:tl :;c:1r !9GJ. 

(B) Inp:ttlcnt m~ubl he:tlth servlcr s : s:·:·. 
n.nd poslt~"n.3 :\S p~o·;tc!·~d 1:\ sub::; ~~..::~oa f' 1 

Cvr tl5~:t l ye:Jcr 1~78. ~4.0 0.000 and !\rtccn !'· :. 
t!on:; !or C.Sc:tl yur l!l:9. and ~GOO.Ot:J .\ • J 
tlfteen oo;lllon~ !0r 11 sc:.l ve:tr 19 30. 

(C) ~!ode! u orcu_lt.,ry n;eot:U hc:>!th ,r-•;. 
lees: s\1!115 ~:H1 po~tt~ons ns p:-ovh.l~d t:1 ··-..~~ · 
S('Ctlon (C) ! u r rl ~ c:d \C:O.t" l !riB. Sl ~50.C (~Q .\ 
fifty p O<;i tlon' Cor r.sc:\! ye:l r 19:9. n;,d • 1 
8";5 ,000 a .. nd fl!ty pos~~!ons for fiscal yc ~'r 1 ·' 

(D) T!lerapeutlc "'~ct rcoiden~l.ll tre.\::·· ... 
centers: sums :\nd pu.:::tioos ns provh!:.· ~ ~ ·: 
sul:lsecl!on (c ) Cor !!sr:tl yc:.r 19:8. S.l~c'' ·' 
and ten po:!tlo<~> Cor ~seal yc:.r 10::> .. 1: 

$400.000 ~nd f.ve po~ ~U.::ns for ::.sc:1l yc :\ !' ~ ~ 
(E) Tratnlng or ~r;\dltionnl Ir..d!:1:1 p:-.\-. · !

tioners in ill<'!lt.U h(~:-t!th: sun1s n::i f':-o· .. : · 
In su bsection (e) forti<c:ll year 19<8. ;:· <1.'. 
f or fiscsl ye:.r 19<9. sud ~200 .000 for E~-.:.11 :• e: •. 
1980. 

(5) Tre:\trnent nnd cont:ol or n!co~: c<'<': 

amor.e; Tndi~n"' S4.000.000 !o r !lscnl F ·" l ;~ 
~9.000.000 for fiscal rc:-.r I!J79, and $3,2 0,).<: 
for llrc:.l year I (180. 

(G) :-.l!\intenance !\nd repair (direct ~.:.:! 
t.:J.d~:cct): sun1~ ::u'!d positions as prov!ric..:t :-~ 

sub,€ction (e ) for r.sc:<l year 1978. S3.Cc·".'~ 
and twe~nr pDEitio:1s for !"!seal yc..lr HJ'7.1. : .. ..: ~! 

S4.000.000 and thir ty po.<i tlons for r.~o: yc. 
1980. 
· (7) For fiscal yee.rs 1981, 198:! . 1983. 

1984 there are authorized to be appro;·,-!:>:.:' 
.for tbo ltetn3 referred to l.n the prt:c·:L · · 
~nh"t'aphs ~uch sums e.c:; may be spcc~-:ca: · / 
~.uthorized by nn Act ~nacted a!ter tltL; .\ ~:. 

For such tiscal years, po>itlor:s are authort: ·: 
!or such Items (other th:>n the Herrt-; ref.c:·~,. 
to In pr.!':ll!rapbs (·I) (E) nr.d (5)) 3..5 n'·':"' 
.s:J~cir~cd ii\ ::1.n Act cnr.cr.ed ~iter the c!~~t- .. : 
the en ::~c:men t of th!s Act. 

(d) Tho Sccrct.nry, r.cting throu= h t: · 
S~rvice. Sbf\11 C~p~~!J.d dl:-cct.ly Or by CO!\ I .. \r
not Jess tbo.n 1 p~r centum of the ru:: c., '' -
propri.J.tcd. under the nuthor17.."\tlons ir.l ,:_,_ ~:· 
of tlJC! clnuscs (1) th10t:~h (5) of sub.:..cc::··: .. 
(c) for r cscnrch to e:>..:h of the nre:\s or l . 
dlnn h~:l.lt.b. care fer whic!"l suc!l !u nC.s ..:. :-•\ 
authori::ec\ to be o.pp ropri.:lted. 

(c) }'or f!Ecal )e>lr !GoS, the Sccre: :.r:: '; 
sut.bori7.ed to o.pportlo:1 not to exceed n ~ >:~L. 

or $10,025.000 ltlld 4'J5 positions for the pro
grams enumerated In chuscg (c) (!) t!1nl ~:~!~ 

(4) nnd (c) (G) of thls oec:!on . 
TITLE III-HEALTH FACILrDES 

COt'STRliC"l'ION AND RL-..;OVATIO!'l OF' SE.R\'H;E 

T.\CILrr'll":S 

Src. 30 1. (r.) Tbe Se-c-1c~~ry , acti!':g thro·:.··..: 
t hC' S~:n·lCC , ts O.Utho:-izcd t.O e-xpe:H.! o·oc:- t. 
sr;vcn- tl~t.:al-yc~u· pen oct ~.:-gtnninr; r. fi.c:r :.:. ~ 

d3::c of tlle enac;.~nent ot this Act thr. s:.:: ·. 
authorized by t\JIJ<cctlon (b) for t:tc c.·, -
struct !on nnd renova tln:n or hospi :..'1 !!;. t.·~· .l. 

cP.u tc:-s, h~·o.l th stg ti0!1S, and other f ..1c:! 1 '· i•. ' 
of the Service-. 

(b) The !ollowlng amounts are 11uth0: !c.~<l 
t O bC Bpprupri:J.tCd fOf purpOS~S or SUb~C...:t!L .I 
Ill): 

(I) Eo• pitals: ~G7.180,000 for tbcal Yt.' "" 
l!Ji3, S'i3.251J.OOO for fb::>! yc.1r 1(1',(1, :.:. ! 
S49,";-t:?. OOO !or fi~cal yc:~r l~t30 . For n~c.t! j'l ~:

!')fll , :93:l, J OCJ. n ne! I G·H. thcce ,..,., r.·l· 
th0rL:c,j to biJ np;Jrop:!'\'(!d !"o r h•:" ~ ;>;~ ,, 1 ·, 

st:o:::h ~urns no:; nl:\Y be !>pc-ct:i1.::-tll y at~thcr!.·t-d 

by A.!l .-\ct. enn.ctt.·tl. nft.-~·r th:'i Act . 
1:::! ) H• .. <llth center-; o.nd !~ ~alth s':\~ir.p...;· 

~ti.~·..iO,OUO (.,Jr 11 '-lcn l )t'3!" l~i'd. ~tJ.~:!•I V<i1 ~ : 
ft~crd yt•ar 1970. nnd ~J.720.000 for n-.;::\1 "j'l .r 
1!180. l-or :i.-en! ye:>.-~ l v'JI, 1982, 1 ~·9 :1 . ,, .. I 
l!J 8 t. U)crc nrc nutllnril,~tl to be n ; ) r·=-'·t~r; .. •, 1 
frH }'.,~ .Ltt..h crnt1·r~ n!i<{ l:~nl:.h s!~\rtr.n•• :-.•: : 1 
sun1o.;, ~~-; tnny b•~ "l"' ~ lrt c3.l iy n.uth o rL·\."d t;;- o\'1 

At:t. cu l1cted a!tt•r Lhb ' : rt.. 
tJJ S::t:r l1o t:~ l nc::: · $1,::? ~ 2.~00 fot h ' ,_·:d 



Y~"r 19:8. ~21.725.000 for fiscal yea r 1979. and 
~. 1 \o ,x>o for O.s.:al ye n r 19RO. For fisca l years 

( 
'\. ! ~lll2 . 1983. ned 198 ·~. there nrc nu 
·ri:Nl to be npproprlntecl for stnt'! housln:; 

~ucl\ ~un:s ns mar bt! spccL:ically authort::cd 
by"" .\,·t en:<ctcd nftcr this .'\ct. 

(<'l l'rior to the expenditure o!, or tho 
tn:\kll:.:: ,,( any firm commitment to expend. 
1\!lY fund< authorized in sub:;cction (11). tha 
&c~t~\rr. ncltng throU~ll tho Service. sll~ll-

( \) cvtL'<Ult with an J ndlan tr1 !Jc to be 
"'l,:uuk.•ntly arrcctcd by any such cxpcnoi
t\lri' . {\' r the purpo..<.;e or dcternuntn; n!\d, 
\\'hl~rt."\c.'r pr:tcticnblc. l)onorin~; tnb:1l prc:f'r
t-tWt'"' \.'lH\ccrninr;- the size. J oc~tivn, type.~. r-.nd 
otht'r ""h:\r:\cterisUcs of :1ny L1.c;llt.y on which 
:mch expenditure ls to be matlt!; nnd 

(:!) be r-s.sured that. wherc1·er pr:tctlcahle, 
sudl L1clHt>, not later th£>a cl!e \eC>r :...flcr 
l ts C'\.'n-.truCt.ion or re:1ov4~tlon. s!1~1l meet 
th~ st.u·~d::uds or the Joint Coturnit:ce on 
Accr<·dlt:\t!cu ot He>;p!tals. 
c-o:-.:~r!tl'rTI0!-1 OF S.UT. \ VAT£!{ A:-:0 S.'.N'lT."-RY 

VfASTE O!SPOS:\L F."-CILITII:S 

Sl:C'. 3 ():3. (a) TJurlns. t.he sevcn-ftscnl-ycnr 
p ~rloct bt•,;lnnin~ a!~r the d11;c of the en:~ct
l1\€'nt o( tt1is Act. the Secrct.lrr is eut~torizec.i 
to t'X]>t•nd under ~cctlon 7 c! the Act of .\u
E: t:st 5. 1 95·~ (42 U.S.C . ::!004a) , the sums au -
1Jtorl.:t•d \:ndcr subse-ction (bl to supp ly un 
rnc ~ ll\.'{'d-.; for s3.!e \V~ tt"r ~1.nd S:Jf!lt:\;-y w~"stc 
dl:-;pu .:~\ 1 !n c tlittes tn cxL<;t in2 nnd nc·.•; !:!dian 
hotnt'~ n:'.d corneJuni!..ie."l . 

(b) l \>~ cxpcndttures or the Sec:~t:~ry an
tllor!:,•d by subst'nion (a\ for facilttles inc:.:-
1stln;: lndle.n horr.cs and com:nunitl£-3 there 
ti ro nnthor!zed to be appropri11ted S-13.000.-
000 !oc fiscal >ear 19'i8, ~30 .000 .000 for !isc:>l 
Y<'ar I ~i!J. a;.d 530.000,000 for flsc~.l na: 
19f\O. Por expe~ditures of tb>:!- Secrec.~y ·3.tt
t hon····d l>~ ~t!b~.cr:tiou 1.1 ) fv:- f~ciii:h~:; i~l 
new L•dt :\tl h onH!', and con~Int!u:Uc.s thc·e 

'""t..~ f\\!lllC•t'lled W bC np!)~·op!·t~H.t·d SUC.}l SU !i:C:. 

11\.\)" be uccc.-:.<..:.1ry tor li ..3c~ l yc :\r::5 1 ti~/8, 

.. ~,~i ·J. :-.nd .10no. P-.H· fi:::.c?~I yc~lrs 1C13 1. J: £"!0.2 . 
- l fJtiJ . !\~Hi 198-1 l or t:xuenditEre:-) ~n:t!1ortz::ti 

by sul,.::cct1on (o.) thCrc rue uut.Lor:?.eci to 
b~ npp:-opriP.t-ed such s1uns a...c:; · n:ny be !>rc
cl!h':\!lv t\Uthorized in a!l :\ct. <:nnct::d A.!:cr 
thl .-; .\,::. . 

(t..:) Forrn~r a!1<l.ct:rrent~r fcdernlij' recog- 
nt;,•r.\ I• td! \fl tri':JC:-i tn t:lC S~'\tC or :--:-c·.;- )Ctr~: 
shnH b~ .eligible !or assistance u udcr this 
l><'clk>n. 

!acll ltl es constr ucte-d or rcno1·!\tc-d tn V.·ho\o 
or in p.:•~t by funru m:\dC t\\'"\l:loio pur-su"-1tt 
to ttus tl~!e arc th)t lc.' . ....:J than t!'.O prc\·nUln; 
local v.:.":l;e n\:eg !vr sltntl:\r W t."'rk .fl-'i dctcr
min~d !:J. accordt\:h·o wH.!1 tho Act o! ~f.uch 
3. 1931 t40 u .s·.c. :J:o .t -:.!70:> - 5 . known :.t.s ~\" 
Dav!.s · B.\.Con .-\cq. 

lions and r eq\llremcnts o ! thls tltlc ~n . l , ' 
the progress being n1ade by such ho ·.p~ · , 
and fac:ll t le" .(\lnder plans subm,tted .,. 
sub·;cc:ton ( bl nnu o~hc : ,,·[<e) to>.-~~<1 : : •• 
nchlc1·ement or suc!1 compll.•nce." . 

50806.\ S\Str \TtO~ r .\C U .. rTlES. 

S:cc. 3<'-1. Th~ .\ct <'! D.-.:cmba 17. \970 (84 
St.at. H ti3 l. is hect•br :;me:\CI<-<1 b:; nddln,; t he 
!ollowi:L~ nc:-·.\· sectk~n 9 rlt t. ht' .. ~nd thcn .. ~r : 

( c) An)' p~yment.~ recet>ed !or scr·.:· 
prol'idt'd to benc!lci.ul~s hcret: r.cer !'h!\i 1 1 

be cor.s ldcrcd la cctcrmlnin; spp:opr: .l :; . 
!or hcslth cl\rc t>lld s~rvlces to ltcc!l:~ns. 

S:::c. 9. ~ot!1:1u~ in tht:1 ;\t.:t ~h:1 1l prcclt!de 
the SVoob:< !J:-.nu or :\L"-'Ion Iatll:tns Mld the 
Subob3 IndLi.n Tit :i t..'rY:\t!Vl\ ! n..1n1 bclnr; pro· 
vtded ""'~lt s:>.:,i::ttlon (C~ ctlltlc's nnd scrvtccs 
under ~1C :l.Ut.~1ority O( ::5~~t10tl 1 or the Ac!; 
o! Aut;t:'t S. HlS-1 (tiS Stl\t. G7-l l. ns amended 
by the .-\ct of Jalr 31, 195Cl (73 St..'\t. ~G7) .". 

Tm,E IV-.-\CCc&; TO JIE.ALTH 
SER\"ICES 

ELICt!HLIT\' Of' lt"OU.:-."" HF. \LTH S£RVIC£ 

F.\CtLt'TI!:S \.·;-.;rH: R :\tl.DtC.\!t~ t'ROGRA:-o[ 

Sr:c. 401. \fl) Scct!ons 181·\tc) :lnd I BJ5(d l 
of the :S.:>ci:\1 Securt:y :\ct r\re c~..:h :1-n'l.cndcd 
by str:;:in":; our. ··:s-o p.\y!Hent·• t\nd tnsc rt.:n-; 
in l:ru thcccof ''Sttbj~ct to s~ctton 1880, r.o 
pa.yrn.en:··. 

(b) P.Ht C or title XVIII of such Act !.-; 
ame~.ded by r.dctuo~ llt the end thereof the 
:ouo·.nr~g t:ew s'.!c~lvn : 

''IXOL\:'\ lH".\L-:'Jl Sf.R \ 'ICt: F:\Cl!.ITI£5 

"SEc. 1830. (a) A hosplwl or:>~:llleci nursit:g 
!":;ur:: of the l"c!!an HC,\lth S..'rvlcc. whet!1er 
oper:l :.ed by .:''.tch &rvicc or by au IncU~Hl 
tr.:.be or tniJJ.t or:;,,ntz.~\tton t~<>. those tern-.:s 
are defl::cd in $ectioa 4. o! tht"! Ir:d lnn 11ca1:~1 
Care Impro•:t'::le:lt Act). shnl l be cll~!blc !or 
pay:ne!1:.-; under this title. notwithstnndin5 
scc•.,o :·,s l3lilc\ l\<'d HJ.l5(cll . lf nnd for so 
lan·~ a."' ~t !.~ t..·ct.-: ,,n or t.!1e Cdndt· ... It..>IL~ nnd 
r~(:u!n·:ne :~L' fc>• !:>ttrh p~~·n\cn~.-; whi~h ~lrl! 
app:ic :->.i ~ i~ :!CIH~r:lily to lh) ..... p1L.1>; or ~kil~ed 
nur~;.n~ f:l...~:.llUc.·; ~:1-.; :11e c~\.-;c !ll:\Y b~) u:1acr 
:his Cl~~('. 

" tb) >:"vtwit~lSt.\nd\n; sub..:t·c~ion (a). n 
hospltr-.1 or sf.:.il~·~d ntlr !.l l '.r~ !nL"ill~7 o! t~1e 1!1 -

d!~n l-h::dt:~1 !:?.t.""'r\ ke Wh~f'h dO C3 n ot tneet all 
of the cond!~lor.s nnct rcqtiuc:r~c:lt :; or tl1i:i 
title \~o·htcb. nrl' fl??lt...:~ble ~cnC'r.-\lly to hc.-; 
p1t:ll::i o~ s~illcd n<;.lr:--u :g: !~\c1l1 tit'i ( ;~s the c~~·e 
;r.3.v b~). bc.t v.l!ich sntunit.-; to the .Sc:rc~.:~,ry 
w1th:n six znoaths r~.~t~r the cr~tc of the en
actment or thls section an ncccplnble pls.n 
for achlcvtng con~nli!\ncc with such concii 
tiVIL'"i ~:hi rc~·p.u:-~l;..,t~ nt....;, sh;.lll b~ d·~..!t:1~d to 
meet such condition~ nnd rc<tutrcmcnts (a nd 
t o be ell ;:;ib l~ ror pnymen!.s under this title), 
Wlt!"lot;,i. r f'::.1rU to the extent c·! i ts nctu~l 
CO:l1p i: l:~r:" \\'lth SlH.'l\ l.OlHltlions nnd :'C

cu1r'..~:~:,~:u.; . <lu;.:l:~·.~ the !lr~j!. 12 n\IJttfhs ~ftf'r 
t.hc r:.~onth i:L wi\tt:-l\ such pl:in L; sub1nl'.tcd. 

"(c} ~o:.,w1t:1~tandit1c; p.ny other provl.~ion 
or t~-:t::; title. p."'.:: :nt!~t~ ... to whkh any ho.,-pi·.~i 
or si-.Hle -:1 ltU~ ... t!l .; !:\Cillty or tht! Ind!a:l 
Ho: :-t~t~4 Se;-·;tt'•:O J:; t•ntit.lctl by rc :ts0n ur thi:i 
!-:t'ct!on shn~! be p!.1ccU In n spc:i1\l ft; nd to 
be ht~tct by tht! ~e..:rc~:lry nnrJ u .-..{'d by h t:n (to 
such E'x!et:~ c..r tn such n:H0\1Lt3 ::-~.s P.:·c pro
Vlded ln r.pprO~l:'!'lt!nn .:\ctsf r· ~:r:iu~t·;£·1;- fur 
the ;.n~:·po .:c or I1'. :\kin;.; nny ltllfllu\·c:nen~'J tn 
the ho:;pit .. il 'i ~nd !-tl!lt:d nur :- u ~;:; !.\ r:tl1Uf\-; ot 
s:..tch St:r vt ce \o. hlch n11ty be t~c.: c-~-. :,n y to 
~v:!l.lc•;o ct'lnrlln!~ru \Vlth the- :li ~ pa ... ·ah:c co~l
<.ilUo:'.-; 8.!\d rc rpl ~t~!l'.l'nts or ll!U tli.lc. T~lC 
p~c Ct:''Jt !L~ sen·.f~I\C't' f.h :\ 11 rL"<l~.0 lo np!)ly v. !t~ll 
the S1""'f'rt: tar:.- dt:tt'nnt!lt:'i nnd CC': :t!lc'1 ~h:\t. 
subsi.. .\!1'.1 :\l :y hll o( the hn -; ptt<:~! s and ~kil'€ cl 
nu:-'ll!~~ fi\ rta:to:-~ or such SC'rrtcc tn the 
United S:o.•.co nee ln COillJ, ll :lllCe wlth such 
coud~:tot .c; nr.tl rcqulrt.'!llC"nts. 

(d) Nothin!; herein aut:--.o :- i.zt!s the ~ · · 
tar} to provide services to an In di~n L· · 
cflci!'.ry with covera;e under t! t!e XVl!r 
t he ~oci.\l Scct>rlt) 1\ct. ::l~ amended. ln i' ,. 
ercncc to aa Ind!Cln bcnct.ictarr wl:hout ,., ., 
co\·er:1;c. 
SERVICE PRO\'tD£0 TO :\H:OtC.\10 ELIC.t"BLE 1:0.::)1 \'. 

SEc. -102. (n l Title XlX of the Socia! .:=..,,.,.. 
rftr Act Is amendrd by :>.ddm<; a.t th~ c' , 
thereof the !ollo-.\·in; ne\v- sectio:l: 

" I!-iDI.-\S" HE.-\LTH SFR\'ICE FAClLITrf.~ 

"S;:c. 1911. (a) A facility of t~.e I: ~,, 
He:>.lth Sen·tce (including a. hc.<;n::~l. t:~ 
tuedinte c~re facillt). or s~i:led !:'"i.!L3t !':: • 

Cl!ity). whet!1er op12r::1tcd by suc!l :3c:-·.- . .::~ ... · 
by an lncli~n tnbc or i.I-:b:tl o:-~:tno.::..\'.: \::1 t 

thos e term..c; arc defln~d irl sec':<O!"! 4 or , 
In cll!1n Health Core Itll~ro·;eP.1Cnt Act.).· .:. 
be cligtbic for reln1bur::;en~e:1c for u :·_ ,1 • 

a ssist:1. nce provirtcd \iDder a S~::nc pia t1 :: :. · 

for so IonS" ~ !t lllPc:...:; all of the co~~ ~-.'. 
and require~'!.C!HS \;..·!lich n.re r.;):)· ~ ... ~b> . 
craUy t.o such r.~cilities unr!.er t:"!~s u:d.' . 

"(b) ~;otwt~hstnnd ! !l5 sub5e..::..;u!t 1 .t 

!r..ciHt\· or th e Indian Ht:3!th Servt .:c 1:: 
clud!n·c- a ho~pita i, l :ne!'!1!ed ~ .\:e C;\!"t! r.._ 
i.ty. or skilled ntuslt~g :acUity) v;hlc!o t 

not meet all of the cond;tions :t~1 d r.:.! .... 
ntents of this title which are appltc:>.blc , :• 
erall\' to such ! nc!lit;· , but wl,:cb. subc1l' 
to tl~e Secrct:lry wit:11~1 s~x mc1~:.hc; a:·;-... 
d'l.~C' of tl.,c ·!! 1:\C~n:~r·.t o ~· t~'..!.S :;:!"·,·~~·)i. .\·· 

Cl'p :~ble- p:.1.:1 for :1C'Z1:c·;::1~ co:!ip::,\r:, · 
such conclluon:- rt'ld r equ: :·(·!1: c~r:.-; . f .... : 

dct"'nled to n1ee~ sue~~ co~~ci:::un.s r.!~d r···~ . 
Incnt:; {:l!~d to be ei:~:':Jlc .for rcin1b1.1: ·:.t .. 
nnt~er t!1is U'..:!c), v-.•::.h ... H.it re;;:l.:-d to t: 
tent of its actu:d CO:.!lp:br~ce wtt:'1 St!c~· .... 
dl~ions ~!"l.Ct rcqture:r.i'n~s . dt!~li~-5 tt-.r . 
t· ... ·rl\·c n1o!\~l!s aftF:'r the tno:..:~ ln •:.: 
suc!l f>ll\n is sub :-nit'.o?d. ". 

(b) T'hc St""'!:'!'ctnr:; lS RU!.!"lo:·i:·L'd t. .. '~ t • 

1Lto n~rt.!C!I'.ents v;ith the- :1p!)rc;):-.:1· c .
azeucy !or the purpc..:e of rei nlbL;r .:o:L:-: - . 
agency for h<cn\th c.:tre and serYices pr•J\'1 < 

t u &r·:ice fncllitles to Jr.d:e ns ;1·ho :>.<<' . :, 
gtb~e fo r nH~c.tc-:\l !"!.~~.::i.:ii.J.L.:e -..tn\.!·.:-r t:::,· .· 
or tho So-clol Security .-\ct, as nmentlcd. 

(c) Notwith5tnnd\ng !'ny othPi' prcn -. , .. 
o{ 1 :-~·.;:, p:lyrr~~..~:us to t;.;!-:.:c!1 a::y r ~~r:It:,. . -~ . 
I nt~!.:.n !!..:- :l !t!l ~~:-~:~cc p:lL':t:d~:-.--.; ,1. r·p · 
tn:t:rr:1 edi~\:e c~rc LH:tlt:::. or s'..::::-:J r 
!ncii:ty) 1.:; C!ltit!c0 tll:dcr a s: t:•) p:.\· ~ 
pro\'<:(1 under titl~ :XL'\: of t!~~ s,_ ... ~~='-~ ~·- • • 
.\.ct by rc .'.~l>n of sc:~ :o:1 L:•Il c.r s 1.. • • 

sh:\11 be nlnced in r .. ~:>cci3.1 :n:'.d to Lc !. 
by t.!~o S~cretar:: ~:1d ·u~ed b:; L!:n 1 r:> 
ex~ent o r ln such n:;.~oun:s as :1.:-~~ r>=--• ·: 
1!1. appropriation .t\t:'t.'> \ exc!\· ... ~ ·;ely ~ :
pl~~P'> :::c or 11\:l"::!n~ any l!1tpro·; e:1~'.. :1~:;: il' 

fr\ ·.;i llti~"'.; or SllC~1 Sc:-rv:ce ·.vnich ~~.l.:t t .. _ . 
c ..::_., ,r;~ to ~ch ~P\.1.! c0:Ppl:~t:l:e ·x.:h tJ r· ·.· c 

c~hlc. condluvn.-; P.r.d r.:::q1J i r~:1.t!~'l.'.; c~ 
tll!c. T!lC pr~redi~·.:; ~~·n::~..·ncc c) !! .... !l ce. 
npp1? v. h"n t~o~?t St:·~"':-•.:i.:J.:-:: nc:..r-:-n;l:~··, ' 
c·.·r~1!.t""' ~j th .\t su\.;..:':\11~:.\~t:: :-tll o~ tl:•~ !. 

f ;~clltrt•..'.; of su·-:~t Scr \ ;...:(· t:1 tl~e t::.:'ct ~· .. · 
rHtJ l:l t:r:Jl i't: ~u: cc t.\:t:l Sd.:::it C0tJit ~I•J l•"' •. 

f(' q U i: t.: !HL' :\ t:~ .. 
(d) Any pt\)':n <:·!~~-; rt-trin.~o !f, r ~cr .• 

prO\'idcd r~..·ct v!r· nt,s hC're·~\nd::: t.h \ll ~ : 1t 

con!':.l<h""'r.:-tl. tn tf,·t(·rn\t~:: l.; ';).!J[Ht""~fl~ l ~lt11: • 
lhO pro·. hhHl. of h..:.- . \1 t h CJ.r~ (l!hl ~ ... ·n·h:• 

Ind1 \1!;. 
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Sn:. 303. (n.) The Sccrc!.ary , acting t.hrou ~!l 
t he ::;,•nice. may utilize the l!c gotiatlnG au 
tl•NI:y t>f t he Act of June 25. IQIO (:'5 U.S .C. 
4"';), t~) f:•:e- pn: Ct:rc:~cc to n.ny In<! ti:--. O!' w 
nny C"lltt..·rpri·;.c. p·l~t::t"":- :.; !llp, cor~or·:..:hH:. c:
otlw:- ty~1c:-.-; o r 0 1.::-;i r tr~ or:-~a!~i.:~:!o:1 o·.vnc-d 
nn<l Ct.·~ltrvll cd bY t'.n lt H.L.~n o: I !di;,r_-; 1n
c1 uJl:1·: forn:~r or cur:-enlly fC'd cr.:llly tcc
o.~ut:,·d I !H:i.\!1 trib t?s in the S~r'.~.C o( :-; ~·:.; 
Yo ~-:~ th .. ·~·c~n:\!tcr r C~cn·cd to r~ an ''l:"'. d!:1n 
f1n il."') ln the con.'>t:"\.l.CllO!l r-.nd rcno·:nt~o rl of 
~t·n :c~ ! .ll'ilitit:~ pursu?.nt to Sf:\.:Uon 31) 1 n!H1 
lu the co r -;~ ructi~>n o! r.~fc w:..t:..~:- l\tld s,ltll· 
tnry \\.v•<{' d\,p03 1.1 (~Cilt:I(:.""> pUr-\ur. :\ t. to ~LC 
tltl :\ :;•):! ~liCh }:"ri! :'"C:- l'!!C(; 1!1:-\)' bt) ac<.:O!"l~·_.d. 
tJy tfl,~ ~·~~rt:"t.1.r? U!df"~ he f~n~f ~. pur-:t;~\Ht 
tCJ ru: f• .... \t:d t\.·.~ul;\t~on:; protY•.t;l t'.~1alil.ly 1:ir:\, 
t! ~ht tllf" j • .. 0jc<: t. or !uiv'·i..ion :o he cr.~!l'racH·d 
f,.r \\at \ t<: .. r .. be St\.'~;.~.~·:1.,...~.« 1:-y or .~l!C~l p .. oJ~~~:.. 
C>r (u!'.Cl:n :l c.l.tl.!'Ot. h~ p ~·up.· rly C.:t)ri\!J!,:~cd 

~ ~r l l.:\11 .t t:t~(·d \ll~d ;-:r li.\f: jHOiJO-..ed C•.)t'.:!:l'2l.. 

l lh' ~ ~ · \. rt.' '.l:· :,:. In ;~rr1·;~!\·: : ~t~ h~·..; t\ntlit ~ · . :-;.h.dl 
('"'-' " td· ·r \'._!~elbP:- t~lf· lJid!.!.:\ or Indhn f"lr!"'l. 
V..U\ bc..• <!t..<1C_!C:l.t with Tt! > jh~.;t lt) (1) Q",l,!:er-

1>~\tp ltL{t cvntrot bj· Tr.dll\n.c;, , (2) cqulp:H~:Jt, 
{ .H b- .. ~:~ct: ;) t;ll: nt.d t\C':ou:ttlll ;: p<ocrdu .. c.1. 
(·4d tll' t. :.\ll!.lvc kn0\\i ~d .•e or the pc t.J~r:<.: t or 
l\lllC''l l: t : . ) he- C(J!l.t.!":l•: :t'IJ f •r , (5) !V!O:..,...tll;lef""l·,· 

r .. tH LC~1 p.·r'lor:: ~l' !. o:- (G) o~hl·:- r ,('r' C'- .\fj· 
. 1r.op .:.t- :~: ~ c,r CtJ!llr~tr-t p (· rr ~ r:nallCf'". 

"(d) Tt:o :\nl\tt.\ \ rcpf,rt v! the t:""~rctnry 
v:!dch l..; rr:q:n :·l'"d hy ••:l.tlon 'i t>l or tht: Ia
t!l.1:\ lt c:\tth Cr1re Ilt..t•ro\ l'll1t·nt :\ct ~!l;dl ln
cl t:<!•.! (ai01: .. ; "'· ,"h t he ut rtf u·r;-; !-l''· c!~·~eu !n 
~ec•1nn ·~ l.l (J ( .-...\Jr"!\ t\\.·t ) 1\ dr·t·~t~' 1 .,t..L t··!n• ·n t. 
or tl! •! ~~· .. t t'l' (' ~ the l ur !Jl t.d ' nu 1 :-.:·.tllt:tt 
nur.-.;n ,; t \Cd!'.lt'i <,( the• ~ll'n· tct• In tP:-rn.~ vC 
tht..· lr C \J!l \; J: L~:.('c \\llh the appU,·nl,lc .:~..,~JtJi· 

( c) ~.~r.t\('1:1 1903 1b) or the fy)ci:\l ~··· 
lty Act 1:; ~!nc:l lk.i hy t n-.. t•:'t i: _--: n~ t; ~ 
u~ ~~rt:(J f tL•) !r•Uo•.\.t!1._:: : ":;c,··,,·,~h . .;t.u,l'" · 
ltr ,t :.enlt : .r•~ o! ti:~~ f·~·::ir• I"i, th 1

' I 
J!l t..·dll'· \l n ·· :~.!..1.~tCC J ·~· r ~,_·,· at t~ ;o ~i, til i 

(llt t ... r t!.e p u :l•tr c <, C lr::;l!t.•l:a·: ":..' ~·'-: tho 
p:11\ I"" t ol':..:i 0 ( t }lt~ t1'.:0"' , t i.O !~:(ft.':....\;y ~,l , :t:! 

I\.~ ·l: f(" : t..~: t.!lo!' ru.'.t·., (.,~ P ·'-Y rvr 1,-;·r ,(J!..!h: l 

('tt :: ' ·· ··J I!\ :b~ ("v!." :...ruc·.~u. l <•r r~·r~o -.·.,uou. oC per c~nt\.lln \\~th rt.:o} .. ·~·t..:c.. t\.l r~:n•J'l~·· .. ' 



, ..-nded &s tr.ed!,· " l a.ssl< t!\:J<·e ror scrv l·:cs 
" hh·!l aro r~--.·d\'cd t hr,l\:,~!\ an Indl•'-'l 
H~!\lt!l Scn:·tco b.-tllty .-.-heth•r opcro.tcd b y 
II"' l ndtan 1!(':\.lth Scr -;!co or by n.n Indii\.!1 

~ or tnbn.l or!: -'nl.••Hiu n t •'-'~ defined t; 1 
.on 4 or t.ho l ndln.u llC:\l\Jl Care lm 

J• ru\ement .-\cl).", 
k.J:P'OR. T 

::;tee. 403. Til~ s,"n.-txv sh!\ll l..nclude In 
hl; nnnunl r e'[h..'r t n~qulr~ by St. .. ~t!on 71)1 n.n 
"-" .. -.:-t."\oUOtt!l g On tl':O ~!HOUTll :'\I':~ \.l'ie C( !ur.d :-i 
ll\:u1~ ~\"":ll! ."Lhlc to the Servtce pu~un..nt to 
lhl.!\ Utlo s...c~ 1\. N""'ttlt o r trlrnburseme n~::; 

t hruu;;h tltle XV"l!I :\nd XIX o r the s.x . .11 
~c."'C\u\ty Act... ~ runcnct~d. 
TlTLE V-RE-.,Lni S"!"_.P.\""ICES FOR URB.\:-< 

I~DB.:-:s 

l'U!U'OSC · 

Sr.c. · 501. Tbe purpose of L"> ls title Is to 
f'IICuU.""tt,>O the est"b:Ls.l1mcu t · of pro;;rams In 
\trb~\n P.rc~l..<; to L"1;\tc- ht:>:1i.t..."l ser\lces r:1oro 
~'"c.;s!blo to t..l1o urb:u1 JJ1c !:lll p o;:>ul•\ tlon.. 
C \.'):S-:it,.\CTS \VITH t::Rn.\:-.; r::-;D!.\_!'-f OP.G.\NU ... ~·no :-.-s 

S>:c. 502. n..c S.'~r<'~'•ry. "ct\:1:; ~ll::om;h u.e 
S<rtt1ce-, s!~r~l enl('r into co:lt~\·:t-; \\ltll urh:l.!l 
l ~\dl :'L"'l. or:_~a.;.i:'.;.\tto:'ls to ro...'>...:;.8t suc::t ort;~
JlL·.~ ... ~ioos to e~tn.!JlL;l1 R!:d n.d:nint:-:.t.er , in t~o 
tlr-O..u1 cc"'!.lle:-s 1~ \'dlich 3'..ICh o:·l::"l.:llZ..."""Lt!on.3 
tl..tU ~itunted, pro~T:U11.3 \i."bt cll. n~Cet the re
<lttlreu1ents set !or~l1 1.:1 sect!otL'i 50J and 5('4. 

CO!.:-l"I"L\C"'I' !:L; Gl!3IW"T Y 

~rc. 503. {~ ) 11lC S~c':·e:~\ry. n:•.tnrr t!1rou::h 
tho &rvice . ~ .. h!'Jl p~ .. ,co such coudt tions -t\.c; 

l ~, dcctn:; uet.:~::'-'-•ry to c:"!"~('~ !.!:c purpc-se ot 
t h • .:; 11tlc in £illY co1.1 .. -n;:~ y;hlch he n1nkes 
\VIth s.uy ur~\.!1 Jnd~.\n o~:;·\nt::n.tion ptasu
Ant to this tt:1c. S"..tC"!l condit.ton;:; shall in
d ude, but P..re uot limited to, rcqul::cme::Hs 
tht<t U10 orr_!lul;o:><t ion success!ully undertake 
Ua• fullowlu£: :'.Ctl\.-!t!,;s: 

( l) _drl<'r:n!no 1.-..l-tf) popu! ,\ tiO!l or urban 
It'!d' '.I!<l ·~·;':nL!l r !'"l' 0 :- N:'\:1 1 be r cc!p!cnt..s c..•! 
tl<.~;t.'t!l rr(l',:t."'..~ u~ C:'l.re r:r·:ict.:.s: 

·· ) 1ct r:·:L~;fy ull p:~CEc r•.:·1a prt..-.\:..e hC'~l:!l 
.~.. ... o :-c.~ot::"~es wi:!1i!\ t2::.~ urt:;\.a cen ter !:l 

'" ·':'"-!\ U1c o:-::_;;\:1!.-.\t!~J:·t !.:.. si~u.:\~-~..·ci \;.·h!Cll fi-!"l.~ 
<. 't"' rn·\y b~ f~\':t~i :1l> lt: t'J '..!r':u! t In1 Ltns : 

(3} ns.s!st SU('h : t'.:~~-:u :-..:~..· s tn pnv;idir-:.g; serr
h 'o to such 11rb.;.t:. Jnd.L:..::·;: 

{..:) :'\..:,s t.·~::. ~4_o.ch u!-~t:l.:"'!. I:-.c!in:~s Ln b£:C0!1~

l n • f~n:ull ar With a'~d utilL' tng such rc-
u,nrc·~5; . 

(3 ) rrov!c:c h.\sic l~t:~\..it!~ cdu~.ttlon t.o such 
\ H'!:.'.l!!. Indians : 

( 6 ) establish niH\ Implement manpower 
tr.-.!ntn~ prc-·;:-a..r."ts to Rr"t'0!-:'lnlL:·.h the rc!c:-r:1l 
nn~ c-duc;t.:..~on la:>.!:s ~t~t ~v:-th !a clauses t3} 
U~tou~h (5} or this subs ec:lon : 

(7 \ ldentlfy (; :l!JS bc t ·.vccn u nmet health 
lH:,,!:J ('lr urb.ln l n~!l:\!":3 n..:H1 the re .::;.otuce3 
:L'::\ i.~_,1,1t.' to r:·.c •. .-t st: .. ·~ r:.r:cd·--:.: 

t8) nLl'·:c r...:cGint!:L·::i:..~~ci~.:i t\1 the fcc:c
tctrj" 4\llCt 1 ·c~! .. ·~· \!. :Jr~1.t c."' , ~ t"".:.ll , :1.:J o:her rf'· 
:o-\J\1:"\.'C r~sct".."': ~c.s on r::c~!l\..(!_; of 1n1yrovir.: 
l\r".•l!h !-e r.h~r- p:-~..·~.r.~!l-'-' to JP.cc t !he r.ccc~; 

P! urb.\ n J:ull.l ~~"'; nn~..t 

( fq wl.r rc lH> .. "l' ~ .""l.ry. p~·u; Llt! or el-l~: r:H. t : or 
ht·J.lth c:-trc- ~erv:ce:-; tv urb.~n I:Hi~ :\~· . ..;. 

~ bl ·1 he ~~·:crt!LH/. oc::in.: throu ·:1 theSe!' ·; 
kt.'. ~:t:\!1 l.Jy re~Ul.\~ !O r\ p:--l ."•: r: Lt.• ~·-.c ~,.!·tt('t"l.\ 
f,,r ~'-'il·c~i'1~· u~b.u1 1: \.:lhi.:\ or1,.\::: •. ·.:iOJb wtr.lt 
\\ ld <.· h tO Cl'1!!lrn~._·t p'T! ~II:l :~~ t\.) lhl.;; : ltlC . ~lh'h 
cn!t .... tln :.i~lalt, 1\:-lHJn:; Ol!lc r :.t..:turs . ~hke !nto 
t"O[b!c..!f·r.t~lnn: 

( t) tla•~ c-~~!'n\ oC the ur&tlH'l hc .• Llth c~1. r~ 
n('r-,Li or ur~.H 1 IncP!\tLi In t.! 11.! urt ~nr1 ..:e:1\"r 
il\." l ·t·.·f'•d: 

tJ) the sL:c 0C t.!~c url·~\ t l:tci!,\n pt-.nul:-tt! c! l 
\\ht··h I> to t ~..·c,! l'.t· ;, .. _.;.t:.t.\ll.Ll'; • 

( Jl tho f •"i.\ !h .t' n\2"cc:.~ll1Hly \\~l!l'h ~~ut·h 
J'(·p~ti.'.~lon h.,; to la·.dLll C.1:·t.: st·r·;kts In suc:h 
utll.\ t \ l't.:Hft. .. :-: 

( .f) the c':e~1~. t: nny, to v.la!·:h th1; a·:tl·. t
~·- ~ · t ( , ,, :h tn .-;uh ('c!fo a (,\) ''· ·''t!. l ct.Ip'!
~·~n)~ ~~ .. rt'\.lo.tl c r cu:-:-ct~~ JH l~>:t.· vr pr:·:.t'~ 
'-~ .. t.:o\!~.,t., p:o;l''"'t. !unt!c . l 1 ,~,. U'\(J:il '. r 

t ·ur, o 1n !:> 't, ·l l urh•Ln t'(·:t:t r· 
( :r) lb C ·'J•j'IOjt:"l.l:t•l:C:..:i •;l!Hl l!~.{!)" (!~t C .. 

tlve n es.s or t be nct l >ltlc~ set ror lh ln subsec
t ion ( :> ) In such urbnn ~<'ntcr : 

( 6 ) the e xistence o! "n urb•\ n I :td!nn or 
gani:~'l·.ton c:t;Jo:\blc o! p~..•r! .. >rtn\n~ ~hC s.cttv1 ... 
t1es set. rvn.h t n sub..;.~,.•\·':.1t.'n (.\ l !\tH.1 or cn
t~rinti i ~lo ~ contr~ct wi:.h t!\l~ s~~=-ct:\:-y pur
su ant t.o t!1!s tltlc: t<nd 

( 7) tho c:<tcut or cxlstln~ or Ukdy !uturc 
p:>rtlclp:.Uon In the ""~I·•H!t'~ set ! ortb !n 
sub::;e,;tlon (:>) by n;>p:upr:1te h<':\lth snd 
he!\lth-rele\t<'d Fcder:1l, State, lo<:<ll. a:td other 
resourco 2.-;cncics. 

OTH"E.R COl'TilACT Rt:QUlRF.~lf.:-.ITS 

SF.c. 504. (a) Contr:.c:s wllh ur!>:1n Indian 
oq;anization_g pur::;u3.nt t.o Uli.; t.1t!o s.h.:lll bo 
1:1 nccord.lncc v.lth nil Fel.kr:\.l cunt!"?.C!.tJ·g 
l aws nnd regulaUons cxccrt thr~.t , in L~e dLs
crct1on or t.b.e S':'creta:-""7, such cor.t:-.\ cts n1:\.V 
be nq;oti .,ted without· "dvcrtls.lm; nud n eed 
not con1orm to tho prov!s.lons or tl.to .Act ot 
.\UJ' ISt 2-lc, 1!)35 (48 Stat. 793), 1\.S a:r.endcd. 

(b) P.lyxe!:~ under !.\ny c0ntntcts pur~u
ant to thi.~ ti~!o n"'!.ny be lllt\dt! 1n fH.iv~~nce or 
by w~.y o! reir::tbur ::;cn'l.cc. t tUld in S'l!Ch 1n
sta11Intn:.s and on ~~ch cnnd!ttons :1s t:,e Sec
rc: .. '\ry C.cc!":"l.S ncce:"..;;ary to C!'.rry ou!. t~1e pur
poses or thi.s ti t.lc. 

(c) ~otv.rithst.1ndin:; f\.n~; provls!on o! law 
to t.he cout..r3...ry, tlle Sccrc', .. HY ln!\y. 11t t.hc re
quest c.r cor:..sc 1:t ol nn urb:\n I~1 (U.u:l o:g-:Hl..i-
7..l.tiOD, rc-vLo::;e or rune::d f'-llY C0!.1~:-:lc t DH\.de 
by llia:. ~,:;;itb. such or~~nt~~tton JH! r.su~nt t.a 
t11Is title= r.s nc-cc:· ...... "\1 y t-o c~:-ry ou:. the our ... 
po~es ol th..i.s t!t1~ : Pro .. idt•...i , l:o!c::tc.r. Tt~a:. 
r;hcz:f!-...·er an ur;:, ;.\!1 Jnt.l.i.~a or~n .... ~~~\t!on rc
ques :.~ rctroces.:..;.lOJl O! ~H' SeC:t." !.,;\.f) [ Or'" r-.... 1J 
contn.:t entered into I.JUf$Ur>.ut to this tit!c-, 
~uch retyocesston r.~nll h~ro:nc c !!e-cti ve \l~on 
a dat-e spcci.::1cd b:,· the Secrct...'1ry n~ t n;oro 
thhll one hundred and twenty days from tho 
d aUl of the r equest by the or&"\nJzaLion or at 
such la~er da.to r.s lT!~;y U~ n1ntu~It r s~3rced 
to ~y the Se-::--2:~::·y r11d t~·c or~::\n!..: :'!.t.:ou. 

( d ) J11 con:lt:"·:~:OH \\:ith nnv cun:-..:t>.ct nl~\G.u 
]11Ir!:-\.!:"I. Ot to thi'i title. t he. f:•.:-<:n·~.-,Iy 1nr~y 
y..:-nnlt. £~n u:br1.n J; d1.:\:i orc.\rtl:;\tlvn tv 
"l't.til i/.C . in C;"\!"Ty!oz; O'J-: s·.1ch cu~ltr:h.·t, ex.:~~ 
111~ ! a..ciJiUe.::; C•\\'l'l~·d b:,• the F~..·dcr~\l Govcnl
L1t"'nt v;lthin hL~ juri ~:d!c!lon. u: \ll~~ ~t:ch. 
t err:1s ,.,_r~<l condi t !o:-.s nc.; n1~\Y be !l.Zr"-·ed upon 
!or their '\.!.SC ~nd JL'l.Lntc·n~l.nCt'. 

(c) CoP .. tr::-v::~ v:lt~l taL~'\"") In·J!.l.n o ~ ·-·:in!:-.. t
tions n·1d rc£"Ui~t~o:~ nc! op ~cd pu~~;~:"'!.t to 
thi.c; tit ~c shall l!lc~uth) pro·.-t~ton::~ to P-'"".3'l:re 
tho !ai!" ar.d u:.1lforn1 nro;fston to urbr~n 
I udlans of ser.iccs o.nd n&;lstnncc under such 
contr:-!cts by suc'1 crgant:·ntlons. 

RF.i•O!lTS A!'!) nEC:ORO S 

SEc. 5.05. Fo~ each flsc!\1 ye!\I' during whlch 
n!"l \.Uba...:.l. I::dinn cr~::-tniz~\tiL1U receives or 
~x;;t:nd.i fund.:. pu:-;U.l!l:O to ,\ cot~tz.-...::t under 
th!s t~C:e, :;uc!l. o;:·i: -...ni:"~lt!o:"! s~ i t'.~ l st:!..,:ni ~ to 
UH! S~crct·1~:; :\ r t:-pcn. tnclt:dll!~ 1!::0ri;"•'\.:icn 
t;:1.:~1t:red purst.!3.a:.. to fl.:.:t!o :l 5C3(;-;) (";) (ll!•l 

l8), ln!o:-:rL\:ion oa uctiv1tlt.·~i Cdr~duc~Cl~ b'l 
ti:c or•;;.u!;:_·\~!on i~u.:~ ... -... ;.1:1:. to th~ C\.1!!::-ac:. 
;.\n ~':"COl;;:· ... !.:'!.~ O( t::c 2.!1!0Unts r~nd purpt..;e-> 
fvr w!:~c":l Fc(!e:al fut:tL.i were cxpt:::t!::d, r~.nd 

~o:uc~i o: he:r in fo r :!1:t t~on .l..'i the &.:c1 ~::uy 11~3.1' 
rcc:.ue.>t. 'l .. ·~c r cpor"!...> nnd n'(l):"dJ or tho 
n!'!;.tn I: ~a:.-:n or;::\:'l.i~:ltton. wtU~ :c:;pect to 
~1:ch c"-):t~r:1ct ~h:1il be sub; .. •e!.. to ~'l:dlt. bv the 
S~cr'-d·\f"j ~!i d U lC Cornptrollt.'r Ge:!c!"~l o! 

t~·.: Un~tt.:d Sr.at('.s. 

A\.:TI i(.•HL: \TlC'I:"'S 

~:':·f C. 5(H). 1-:l'' ft' :-1:-c ~uthnrL·~,.•d to be n!·rn:""l.\
pn~:e<.l fo ~ th~ p· 1:-p,\ .c c.r tht ·• title-: ~..)·o'co.
t..'fJO iu~ n-.. c;~ I )·· ;~r l fJi'H : ~tO.OOO.OUO !or f:-sc:1l 
jt:;tr ln-i:J; ~u.d Sl.),IJ·JO.Ofi(J r•H !\o;~nl yc.H 10SO. 

}{t:\-IEW Ct~ 1 ,--;('1.!1.\:.t 

St:c. ~..07. \\'Jflil:1 six IJ \'H1l ! t~ n(tcr the end 
or f .• ("~~ 1 yc.\r J0';1J, the s.~ .. :· r ~ ~-\ry, ncttn~: 
thrc .. \.~!l the Sr;r·;!· t.' :u.tl 'Al' lt , tllt' 1\.-..-.~:.;.tHncc 

o! t: :t' u:h.•.:t lnl,.:\"1 t ·: .:ll.: .t:,>:: .• whl< h 
hn·.c Clltl":-r ·1 1:••,) (I)Jl~L-~·~" pu!-..•.1,\l.t t,l thl'i 
tale, r-.h:". ll r• .. (·:; thr. p r •• :-:1:11 r .~.thlt..;~~·~d 

llPrlt.r tl1l> ll'l~"" i\ ~J. .... thrn!~ t~> tht.~ C··:·;:lt.'~ 1 
}Jl<; nc. .. ,('":.o'-}ll ~t·Jlt tht:.C'Vf l':;d Jt"t"ollll!.flld.\!.,IOil<i 

for an~ further lC!;Lslall>o etror:S he do. ,. 
nec.-,;.r.a rJ to meet t.ho pt:rposc o[ th!, t:: 

l:UJL'L UEALTH P"ROJ!:C'!"S 

SECo son. :--:otto exCC"Cd 1 pe r c~n tunl o( ' !" 
amounts authorlncl by sect!on 506 sh~ll • 
n.va.ll:~b!o for not to e :tc~d t·••o pllot pro]•'' , 
prov1d1n:-; autrc~ch services to elh:~~lo 1~~
<iis.ns r(:!:.!dln~ 1n rurnl couL-nun1tic3 t~ t.'.: 
Indian re.::;\! r\.·at1ons. 
TITLE \'1:-.\..\l"En.ICA..'< n;DIA .. '< SCHOOL 0" 

l-il;DICl..".t.:; FE.-'...Sllill..ITY STl;DY 

FE.AStnJLfl"Y STtrDY 

SEC. 601. The Secrcta.ry, !n cor:sult,\tl ., 
· with Ludi:1n tribes and appropr!n.te 1: :.-t~ .• 
or~?.ntz.n:ions, sh~ll cond:1ct n s!.ud) to t.!t.·' .• •:
nnne the nc~cl ! or , nne! the !~:L~ !blllt•: ,,, 
e:;Lo.bllsh!n(; " school or mect!c!:Je to (, .. ,. : 
lndia.ns to pro·Jidc hcnlth ser,.·Ices !or 1. .. 
d.lans. \'\!thin one yenr or the d!\!:C or C.' 
eni\Ct:nent or this Act t!le Scc:d=>ry ,, •. 1 
c omplete ~uch st.udy s.nd shsll rcoort to t 
Congrt:> :=-,.s fiudl nc:) and rcconu~nend.l ~i :. , 
br.sed on such stuclj·. 

TITLE VIT-:.llSCELLA."EOuS 

ll!:P0!!1:S 

SEC. 701. T110 Secrctnry shn.ll reoort l~ ·~
nually to the Presid-ent r.nd tho Co,;nr:-., , . 
prosre-sg n1r~de in ti:'"ecti~g t . .';.e puri)0.ht..-l t 

th.i3 Act .. \\,.ithi.ll three znon~!' ~'i n.ftc:- ~~ 

C:Jd Of 1lscal j'eO-r 1!)~!) . the> S~crc:acy ::. 
tevicw expenditures and p:-o~:-e~s ::1.1dc '-1'1•· 
thts :\l' t n.nd HL."tk..e r ::-cor:ln"'!.c::d.·1t:o:1;; :.0 ~ 
CO!!Yf'"S..:; COtlC(·rni:"'!.g au:: ::o.dd!~~or..::--:.1 Ci.r .. ~: 
!J:~:iocs for (...;cal )ea:s H·fn th:-2\t.:.'h !0:;i: 
_prc,J;:r:t.c"!s aut ·~orL.!ed unC:er tb!s .Ac-t ~-.'hi:.:'-: : · 
dc~rr1s r.ppro1·1·~t-tc. In the e..-c~t t::9 CO! ~ ~· 
cn3.Ct.5 lc·g:.Sl:\t.~on nuthori7..lng opp ror r ·. 
t!on.3 !or prorrr~nn.s under tbls Act !or t!~~. 
years 1081 tlu-mt[;h 1!18·1, within three mont" • 
n!ter the end o! lisen! yc:1r 19!13, tho Sen.·· 
tnry ~113.!1 r f'v1cw r.ro:;!":•a• . .s (~:; :.~b;l sh'2d 
:t.···~:::t.:•J: pt.r'~J~~.ar to t:~i.1 .-\c:; f .. !·cl t-~~~ .. ·: 
rr.u; to t!" .. e: C.:ocz~·p.::;s !~is ~~~-~·;~;:-:1c·lt H:~d 1 
o:L.!!.t":!:c!.:'. t ~on.;; ot ::..d.d i tior.~l p:-• }-..;~ ,1

• :1~ ·i 

a::lCJ t~un.:"!.l r .... ~i.st:-.. nct• nc..:t'.;;,:>ary to. r .. ~ n. :!'" 
mtan , pro-r:dc he3!th scrY~cc" to Ll•.i:.;.:'. ~. ~.:. 
1:1.:urc n. f'1talth st.'l:"t;s !or led~.-... !'-"'· v:Ll.:~t . 
E\.t ~ r~ritr with the !"'!.ra.lth se:vkcs a·: .. :i ... 
to, and tLc health st~tu-=>, cf tlie ~o::!ncr~\l r l_·.) 

u!ation. 
P..EG""CL.A.. T!OSS 

Sse. 702. (~) (1) Within ~!x ~or•!!l 'i ~ .. .. 
the d~tc or Cl1:1Cttncnt o! thlY A.::!t, tht:! ~·(: ... ! 
tary sl\nll , t.o tt.o extent pn<ctlcnbie, con '"'. 
w!th nntional nnd r egional Jnd!nn ocg:1.m ·:.
tJons to C()1~.51cicr and !c-:-r~l~..l!.\ ·o an:-... r•Yif 
rules nnd rcgulr..tlons t-0 1n1pici1;cn~ L. 
provis ions of this Act. 

(2) 'Ti~ithln C'! -;h t n1ont!P; fron1 thC d'1le c r 
C' D~:..r.tn1ent. o! tt'.Js ./\.ct. ~he f3··~:-~t3.rv ~~ 
pu1Jl!sl1 p!"O.i;J0·:~d rul>:>'-i a n~.: reg .zL. ~tc:n~ 1:1 · 
Fe·d·~:-::-\.l n_ .. , :D:.t•r f•)!" t;;c pt:;:l·~-:' o~ rc cp~·.·· 

cor.:.nrat.:nt.-; !ro:u i!ltcrc.'):ed p .\~ t il'.-; . 

( 3) \',""tth.la t('n n:o:lths fro":--1 th!? d .\~1..' l' 
(l1:-'.Cti~1C~I.t C[ th.S ..-\ct. t:10 ~~C(':-·"!::1!''; ...:• 

i_)ron!u!;~t c rulc.1 r.nd t{';-;__,:,:.H:vr.·; to ·i:~ ·; >- 
tr.e:J t t i:e pro\•lcio r:.s or th ;, AcL. 

(b) 1 t.c- St::crc:nry ts at:thcr!;:•:-d to r('·;. 1 

r .. !lti a:n!.·;,d any ::-u:c~ or r&::':;q!:~.t:-1L • pr 1l1L ·:~ 
t::\ttd pur-;;, t: .-:.nt to th!.;:; Ac:t.: Pru l.. !C! ·(! , '1 :. \'" 
p;!or to :l.!.Y revi.5:o n or or ~'n>~:.dn :c:. :. ~ • 
:-,uch rules or re !,;'u:r.Uons, the::--:.~ -=~t ·::1 :-y s~:.''., 
t o tho C'.:t~..~nt pra.ct~c:lble. co !l:;ul'.. ·,~,.·:~:1 R:~:~:•. 
pri<tto : 1:~t~0! 1 :\ l or r~ ~:i·):~~l lL d::l:l. o ~-!'~"~· : ; .. . . 
tlons and s!l:-dl puc;: .h J...:ly p:lJ: ·l. t.'! :t~·: 
!':on or a:-::.-r.(rr;,:~t 1n the .Ft !u·.d H•" ·: -· .~ 
not. le ·s tl1:la sLxt.y d;\:;s p:~·:,r t·") ::it! c::t.:< ~-· 
da'.o or s\1~11 i C'.'l...-.,lvn or ,\::-.,:!r1dt!;l·:lt. t.:1 o .• : . 
to rro\ 1de ac!r:q'l&C\tt! 1:0!-:Ct.: l •1 , Ul'i.d rc..:t· . ·, 
con1~1:cnLs !ron1 , olh'!r int~..·rc ~·, ·.t.:d p.l:-ttC'~. 

PLA~ Of' l~lPI.t:...\!T~iT:\Tff)S" 

Src. ":OJ. \\'i~h1n t·;;o lll!rt:!rccl rnd ~ or:.·. 
( :tj·~ t•.[·cr {'ll:L.Ctl!!t~I~~ (J( tl·,~.-; .:\.C"~ . f• p! .~:'l ',; '1 

\ll) l'rej) :~:··d by th~ !='rcrc:·:-...:y n:H1 v. 1:1 t• 
$.1hn;t~~vJ :." u-~,· co: l!' r• ·'"..'1 ... 1.1 0 J ·!t• .. ·t v. !:1 · .
I~l~lr' t~ ·.-: 111:, .. H1l"f anrT ~-·! :,.du:e (ln,.'i.IH.l'l. 
:.cncdl::c c..d "!.'lH-~Jj.Jf.a~lvn rcq \.:c· ~•), l ·J l~~· 
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and l'cctlon, by which tht' S<·cretnry will lrn· 
plcmcnt the prO\'J.!:Ions of thl~ Act.. 

t .t:Asr.s · wrru tr;oJAK nunr.s 
SEC. 704. Notwlthsbncllnr, nny oth<-r pro

T!siou of IA.w, the SN-rd,..ry Is nuthorh·-<'d, In 
c-arrylll!; out th<' purpot.c• of tht~ Act, to rntn 
Into lcn.•cs with lndl:lo trtbrs for prrlvd>' ·not 
ln excess' of twenty yca.rS. 

A\'AIL.~DLLlrt' OT f'UNDS 

St:c. 705. Tho funds npprvprlntrd \lllr>-llnnt 
tO this Act &hall rcm.ntu a\'A.II!\bir- until 
expende-d. 

Mr. MF.EDS (during- U1e rc:.dlne;l. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask un:.nimous consent lhnt 
the &nate amendment to U1c Hou se 
amendment be considered as rrad nnd 
printed in the R;:coP.o. 

· The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wash
ington? 

Tnere wns no objection. 
Mr. MEEDS. Mr. Spcnker, on July 30. 

the full House. by a vote oi 310 to ~. 
passed the Jnclian Benllh Care Improve
ment Act. The purpose of that b!ll 1s to 
bring the health status of Indbns up to 
par· with the rest of our Nntjon's popu
latio!l. Tne bill attempts to P-Chie\'e this_ 
by pro\'icling: Broadened scholnrsh:p 
as.sist.ance to those i:1ieres t ed in Fe;·ying
in the Indian Health S en-ice ,,·!U1 pri
otity to lndian applicants; funds !or nct
ditionnl health scn·ices and fo:- co:1-
st.nlction of new health ! acilitie.~; funds 
for urban Indian health centers; a fcn.si
bilit.y study !or an American Indi:m 
·School of Medicine. and by aUowing- In
dian citi LC llS W (?.k C fuil ::td\' tdlt<1~ C of 
thrir m edicare ~:nd mcdiwid ci :r.ioili~F 
'I1le to\.al cost. of t he House bill w:~~ 
armmd ~.4 70 rEillion oYer 3 fi srt1l yr:crs. 

Til e S en ate h a d passed a much me>rc 
libeora l bill cnlling- for t he e:-: v~n~ilt:I-,' of 
$1.8 billion oYer 7 f:se::t l yc<trs. By a vote 
o! 7e to o. the Senate hn.s dccidt>d to oc
c.cpt the Hou~e amendments. ,,ith 19 fur
th e:- mncnd1JlcnU:. Six teen of . t.hcor 
nmendr:1ents are purely t echnical nnd -or 
clarifying. Three of the Rmencimcnt.s rue 
more substantive. The fi.r.;t nmend:neJ\t 
P..mends the d efin i tion of Indi ::tn t nbc ns 
it rel a t{,_s to Alaska l"aUws so t.hnt U1e 
definition ''ill be in l ine with tJwt usl'd 
in the Indi:m Sclf-Detrrminr..t.lon ~,nd 
Educ::t.ional A .<>:: ist,-:.nr:c .1\ct of 197·1. 'l'l:~ 
~ eco;J d mnj;;r r,mcndment m::l:e:s cert ~d n 
that O."l~>;JJ.ths and Yrt.e:-in::nlan ~til· 
den~ n:·.:· included in t he."cholar:o;l:i; • p r0 · 
'ision of t he bill. The third nnwnciment 
increasc·s the f unciin" lcYd for p:·C'r;;·r•1:1~ 
in title II t o SlO m.illioa for fis-:-r.l 1 ()~!1. 
r a ther tJ1nn the ~5 milli'J:l lunit,'l Lion r.>
tabl i5h ed by t.hc Hou."c bill. 

.t.Jl of these r_mc:1dmen ls hare b::-('n 
cleared with the t hree House comm! t ~<'<'S 
"1\·hi ch wor1:ed c.n this bill, nnd J kno-.,· o! 
no con gn·ssional oppositi::m t-o t.hr!r 
ndc•ption. 

'D1 e SPE:AK!~.P.. 1s U!CJC ob_iect!o:l t o 
t..": e r eQuest of t.i1e r:rn\le:n:m from \\':l$h
ingt.on '! 

Therr \Yas no objection. 
A motion to reconsider wns hid on Ul!' 

table. · 

J\tr. !\lEEDS. J,rr_ Fpc:•l:n. I 1t.~\-: un r<ni
L"lOU.s ( llrlSCnt 1!\P.t all ~.! p;ntl\'l'S 1:\f\)' ll:\\'(' 
5 Jr::i.<lfltl\'C da:;s in \lltl rll to r,·rL.c> !1'ld 
cxt<-nd their r cmr,rl:.s on lhc L>cn :,\ ~· 

nmendment t-o the House nmcndment to 
s. 522. 

'I11c SPEAKER. Is there objt'Cllon to 
tho reques t of the gcntlemnn ~rom 
\\'nshingloa? 

Tnrre was no objection. 



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCi\TION, AND WELFARE 

October 13, 1976 

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
HEALTH SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 20852 

INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE 

Indian Health Service Progress Report and Some Planned Activities 
Indian Health Care Improvement Act, P.L. 94-437 

On September 30, 1976, President Ford signed S. 522, the Indian Health 
Care Improvement Act, into Law. A copy of his signing message is 
enclosed along with a copy of the Congressional Record of September 16, 
which includes S. 522 as passed by Congress c=tnd presented to the 
President for signature. The Government Printing Office has advised us 
that copies of P.L. 94-437 will be available in two-four weeks. A 
large distribution of copies Hill be made from the Indian Health Service 
at that time. 

On October 1, 1976, the Director, Indian Health Service, designated 
Dr. Robert C. Birch, Deputy Chief, Dental Services Branch, IHS, as 
Project Hanager, P.L. 94-437, to serve as the coordinator of the HIS's 
preparations to implement P. L. 94-437. Dr. Birch, '·7i th the approval of 
the Directo1·, Indian Health Service, has selected mernbers of the IllS 
Headquarters 1 staff to serve, under his leadership, as the IllS Core 
Team for P.L. 9Lf_Lf37. The objective of the Core Team is: 

"To assist the Director, Indian Health Service, in preparing 
for the Indian llealth Service to implement the provisions of 
this Act· in an orderly, timely, and complete manner." 

The Core Tenm consists of a Title Manager for each title of the Act Hho 
is responsible for developing all aspects of the title, and any other . 
parts of the Act \vhich affect the title, required for IHS to implement 
the Act. 'l11e Title Hanager Hill be \Wrking '>·lith Americ;:~n Indian and 
Alaska N.:~tive people and other IllS and non-IllS personnel. The Core 
Team members are: 

Title 

I. Indian Health HnnpoHer 
II. Health Services 
III. Health Faci 1 i tics 
IV. Access to Health 

Services 
V. Health Services for 

Urban Indians 

Mr. 
Hr. 
Mr. 

Ms. 

Hr. 

Title Hanager 

Pierre Colombel 
Gene Lc\-Jis 
Jitruny Neifert 

Joe Graber 

Hes Halsey 

Phone No. 
(Area Code --301) 

Lf43-4680 
LfLf3 -Lf 72 5 

!+43-Lf 700 

\~I 
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VI. 

Title 

Amer. Ind. Sch. of Med. 
(Feasibility Study) 

Staff Support 
Project Hanager 

Title Hanager 

Mr. Hal Thompson 
Hr. Hampton Anderson 
Dr. Robert Birch 

Phone No. 
(ArcaGOae30l) 

443-3024 
443-lf2Ld/4/ 5/6 
4Lf3-1107 

Every effort is being made to provide clear and correct information about 
P.L. 94-<'137 initiated from one Il-lS source--the Core Team. Each IllS Area 
and Program Offi.ce Director is. identifying a person as the P. L. 91+-437 
Coordinato1· to serve as the conununicator \,7ith the Core TcDm. Please 
direct all P.L. 94-437 communications (phone calls, letters, etc.) to 
the P.L. 94-437 Coordinator at your nearest IHS Area or Program Office. 
This should result in the best possible trnnsfer of information. 

Immediate Plnnncd Activities ------------------------------
Oct. 1-15 

Oct. 14 

Oct. 19 

Oct. 21 

- Ilffi organizing P.L. 94-437 activities including select
ing and orienting Core Team and Area and Program Office 
Coordinators, selecting Title Teams, developing work 
plans, and este.blishing methods for communicating ~·lith 
American Indian and Alaska Native people throu~1 IHS 
Area and Program Offices and National Indian Organiza
tions. 

-Presentation on P.L. 91.,_437 to the National Tribal 
Chairmen's Association by the Director, Indian Henlth 
Service. Distribution of written briefing n:atcrials 
describing P.L. 94-437 to National Indian Organiza
tions and to IHS Area and Prog~am Offices for their 
distribution to Americnn Indian and Alaska Native 
groups. 

- Briefing on P.L. 94-437 to IHS Council of Area Directors 
by the Core Team. 

- Briefing on P.L. 94-437 to IHS Headquarters Staff by 
the Core Team. 

- Presentation on P.L. 94-437 to the National Congress 
of American Indians Annual Meeting by the Director, · 
Indian Health Service, p1us part:icipntion including 
the Core Team in a l·!orkshop Session at NCAI to discuss 
P .L. 94-Lf37. 

',. 
\~·' 
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Oct. 25-I~ov. 3 - Drief i.ngs on 11
• L. 9!1 _!tJ7 by Core Tcnm nnd other HIS 

staff nt Area and Program Offices and to groups of 
AmCl-i c:m Indinn and Alaskn Native people at meetings 
organized by IHS Area and Program Offices. 

111cse activi tics during October ure intended to: 

1. Provide basic infonn:Jhon about P.L. 9!,_43/ to as m<l!ly Amcricun 
Indian and Alaska Native people as possible. 

2. Provide an opportunity, through personal co;~:nunicat ion, for many 
Amcrium lndi.::m e~ncl Alnslza NaU_\'e people to identify issues of their 
concern ahout P.L. 94-.437 as a first step in making thR eventual 
implc·mcntation of l'.L. 9./f·-"l-37 :1s successful as possible. 

Plannccl Act~iv.i ~ics in Ncar FutuJ:C': 
----------------·---·-~--------·---·---

1. Pl·cseni:tltion on P.L. 9lJ •. LJ.37 l:o the National Indian llcal.th }~oard. 
2. For. me; tior1 of P. L. 91+-Lf~:l"i Policy Counci 1 includint': rcprc'scntativcs of 

several l\:1U on:1l Indian Or[~a1rizatioas nncl Ut(~ Core Tc:::rl. 
3. Iwplcuentation of Gclivitics to m<:.~(C sun~ luc1Lm <mel Al<tsk.J Nc:~tivC' 

j_)('Oplc~ Lave the opportunity to participate fully in identifying issucf;, 
mol:ing recomr,1':'·nr:1ah_ons about policy and rulc~s <mel H'f,uletions, uncl 
bc·ing in\'olvccl in ot:hcr planning act:Lvit:ics at the" :U:cility, ScJ~vicc 
lJnit, /,ret'., Dnd lle:oclquarl:cn; levels of: IllS. The mctl,c>rl used \!ill be 
b.:.sccl on a plan ckvcdopcd by f''cTsonncl at the JliS Office of l\c~:u11:ch 
and Development in Tucson, At·i~~ono., for ensu1:ing m'l:dmum participa
tion of Amcrica1t Imli.c:n ~;nc1 Al.ctska native people in the pl<l1min~_; and 
:LmplCfilCntation of P.L. 9~1-!137. 

Much hard work remains ahead before P.L. 94-437 can be in~lcmentcd. 
lloHevc'r, if \·.'e <lll \7ork l:ogcther j_n a spirit of. undcrstundin[; and cooper
ation, the rcsull: ::;houlcl be one of vhich \·7P 1 ll all 1e proud. 

Approved: 

Eir~c: ry;~·-J"oT\11"sC.~-i:; ~"'1T:15- :· ·-··-·---·
Assjstc:nt Sur~;·::on Ccnc:ral 
Director, Indinn Health Service 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 1, 1976 

Dear 

In r to your expression of 
the Indian Health Care 

Improvement Act (S. 522), I am very 
pleased to tell you that the Presi
dent has just signed this significant 
piece of legislation. 

I enclose a copy of the President's 
Signing Statement and with it goes 
the President's appreciation to you 
for your own support on this important 
matter. 

Mr. Mel Tonasket 
Vice Chairman 
Colville Business Council 
Post Office Box 150 
Nespelem, Washington 99155 

Enclosure 



El PasD NATURAL GAS 
COMPANY 

Dear Brad: 

October 21, 1976 

310 SUFFRIDGE BUILDING 
1775 K STREET N.W. 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20006 

PHONE: 202·872-8133 

When Ted Marrs was still on board at the White House, he was 
kind enough to obtain a facsimile signature of President Ford on 
a copy of Public Law 93-638, the Indian Self-Determination and 
Educational Assistance Act. If you could arrange for a similar 
signature on a copy of Public Law 94-437, the Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act, I would greatly appreciate it. I am enclosing a copy 
of the Act which you could have signed on page 15, just below the date 
indicating approval. 

Mr. Brad Patterson 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Lavis 

_t 

\,A 
\ \ .· l\' '· \" 

\ 



Colville Confederated Tribes 
P. 0. Box 150 - Nespelem, Wash. 99155 

October 26, 1976 

Mr. Brad Patterson 
Special Assistant to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Brad; 

The Colville Tribe would like to take this time to 
express our appreciation to you for your valuable 
support and assistance in getting the Indian Health 
Care Improvement Act signed by the President. 

\-Jould you please thank President Ford for our Tribe. 
Not only for signing the bill but also for the very 
fine statement that the President made at the sign
ing. 

Cordially; 

(509) 634-4591 

-~-

l1el Tonasket, Vice-Chairman 
Colville Business Council 



Ralph Rudd 
Ch'n, General CommiNee 

Marian D. Fuson 
Ch'n, Executive Committee 

E. Raymond Wilson 
Executive Sec. Emeritus 
Edward F. Snyder 
Executive Secretary 

Frances E. Neely 
Legislative Secretary 

George I. Bliss 
Field Secretary 

P. Nick Block 
Administrative Secretary 

Alice Stout 
Administrative Assistant 

Evelyn W. Bradshaw 
Administrative Assistant 

October 28, 1976 

Bradley H. Patterson, Jr. 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Dear Bradley Patterson: 

FRIENDS COMMITTEE ON NATIONAL LEGISLATION 

245 Second Street, N.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

(202) 547-4343 

Thank you for your letter of October sixth regarding comments on the 
Ford Administration's policies regarding American Indians in the 
FCNL August-September Newsletter. I hope this response will indicate 
to you the basis of our assessment. 

Onr Newsletter analysis of President Ford's position on. Indians 
focussed on the two years he has been in office, since there have 
been few Congressional votes on Indian issues. Moreover, as you 
will note on other issues, we took events during President Ford's 
administration, not President Nixon's administration, whenever possible. 
I note that a number of the items on the information sheet you enclosed 
on "Protecting Indian Land and Water Rights" pertain to the Nixon 
presidency. · 

Among the major factors influencing our assessment was the Indian 
Health Care Improvement Act. As you know, we spent considerable time 
urging passage of a strong bill. When the bill was before both the 
Senate and the House, the Administration, through HEW, impeded 
passage of such a bill. Even after Congress agreed on a less com
prehensive, severely weakened form of the bill, I understand you 
told a former member of our staff that the President might still veto 
the bill. When our Newsletter went to press, that was all the 
information we had. We are pleased that the President has signed the 
much needed Indian health bill and hope that this will be the first 
step to assuring improved health care and conditions for the first 
Americans. We plan to note his signing in our next Newsletter. 

The establishment of a special division within the Justice Department 
for protection of Indian resources has not provided a guarantee that 
Indian land and water will be safe from>corporate, state, and private 
interests. It does offer more opportunity for Indian conflict cases 
to have legal representation but does not deal with legislative proposals. 

During the Ford Administration, legislation which would have assured some 
protection or preservation of land and/or water has had a very low 
priority, in our opinion. The most obvious example was the veto 
of strip mine reclamation and control legislation. In its weakest 
version it still called for regulations stronger than currently 
exist on Indian land. 
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Attempts to assure a fair amount of water for tribes in Central Arizona 
and in Northwest New Mexico in the wake of reclamation projects have 
also met with opposition from the Administration. Administration support 
for the Synthetic Fuels bill, which included funds for gasification, 
can be seen as an approval for destruction of more Navajo land in 
building six proposed gasification plants. Both strip m1n1ng and the 
gasification process would require large quantities of Indian water. 

The Administration also supported, I believe, Sec. 15 of S. 1824, which 
would have freed oil companies from paying damages to those Alaskan 
natives whose land had been trespassed upon by illegal exploration and 
drillings prior to 1971. Fortunately this section died in Committee. 

We also feel that the BIA policy of supporting Richard Wilson from 
Pine Ridge (who sold tribal land without approval from the tribe) 
can be seen as opposition to Indian efforts to protect land and 
water resources. I would include timber and fishing in those 
valuable resources, also. 

The small amount of space available in our Newsletter has meant we 
have not carried letters to the editor. Our voting record newsletter 
(copy enclosed) was in the final production stage when your letter 
arrived and the next issue will be mailed in early November. I hope 
the inclusion in the November Newsletter of reference to the President's 
signing the Indian Health Care Improvement Act will meet your purposes. 

EFS/ewb 
Enclosure 

Sincerely yours, 

~?~tl-«_~ 
Edward F. Snyder 
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"It is the place of Christian (and other) 
citizens. whether in legislatures or in 
municipal bodies. to try to appeal to the 
best in all persons, to the best in their 
colleagues. not only in their own party. 
but in other parties. and in that way they 
may sometimes be able to bring about an 
agreement which would otherwise 
never have been achieved." 
-From T. Edmund Harvey, 1937. (REV.) 

October 1976 

1976 Congressional Voting Record 
This Newsletter shows how your two 

Senators and Representative stood on 
fifteen important issues since publica
tion of our 1975 voting record. Two 
caveats: One, we have attempted to 
pick votes where the issue was clearly 
defined, but some members may have 
specialized reasons for their particular 
votes. Write them directly, or us. if you 
need clarification. Two. voting is only 
one of a member's responsibilities. Look 
elsewhere for information on other im
portant factors such as leadership roles 
in committees. on the floor and with 
constituents. 

For more information. check the Con
gressional Record or Congressional Quar
terly in your local library. 

The following information attempts to 
put these votes in an overall context. 

GLOBAL DEVELOPMENT 
In 1976 Congress beat back several 

efforts to put severe restrictions on U.S. 
commitments to international organiza
tions . 

In the Senate, Virginia Sen. Harry Byrd's 
amendment to the FY76 foreign aid ap
propriations bill would have deleted $64 
million from voluntary funds for interna
tional organizations. Much of the bite 
would have been felt by the UN Develop
ment Program. In opposing the amendment 
Sen. Dick Clark lA stated. "We argue 
vociferously here over whether we will con
tribute $1 90 million or $1 25 million and 
yet two weeks ago we heard the Secretary 
of Defense say we are going to build Tri
dents [submarines] which will cost us $1.5 
billion and no one on this floor raised the 
slightest objection." The Senate rejected 
Byrd's amendment by a vote of 37-50 (S. 
Vote 1 ). Similarly, the House rejected an 
amendment by Rep. Jack Edwards AL that 
would have cut $85.5 million from the UN 
Development Program (H. Vote 1 ). 

Authorizations for $720 million for the 
three-year replenishment of the Inter
American Development Bank and $25 
million as the initial U.S. contribution to the 
African Development Fund passed the 
House by 249-166 (H. Vote 2), and 

passed the Senate by voice vote. 
Authorization for the Asian Development 
Fund passed the Senate by a vote of 52-32 
(S. Vote 2). but the House failed to act. 
Paid-in capital for all three of these regional 
financial institutions would go largely to 
provide loans on favorable terms to 
developing countries. 

Congress voted in May to provide $200 
million in start-up funding for the Interna
tional Fund for Agricultural Development 
(IFAD). which had been recommended by 
the World Food Conference in November, 
1974. and authorized by Congress last 
autumn. The Fund will receive about half of 
its capital from the U.S. and other in
dustrialized nations and half from the 
Organization of Petroleum Exporting Coun
tries (OPEC). Agricultural research and 
development efforts aimed at reaching 
those most in need would be carried out 
under the auspices of IFAD. using existing 
international channels such as the UN's 
affiliated agencies and the various regional 
development banks. 

DIVIDING UP THE SEAS 

Congress this year joined the global rush 
to gain economic control of the seas by 
voting to extend unilaterally the U.S. fishing 
zone from 1 2 miles to 200 miles. The 200-

mile extension had won handily in the 
House in October, 1975, by a vote of 
208-101. Sens. Alan Cranston CA and 
Robert Griffin Ml attempted to prevent 
unilateral extension while maintaining 
stringent conservation efforts, but an 
amendment by Sen. Edmund Muskie ME to 
keep the language intact was adopted 
58-37 (S. Vote 5). Both houses agreed to 
delay implementation of the extension until 
March. 1977. and thus allow the Law of 
the Sea Conference to deal with the matter 
on a multilateral and legal basis. 

VIETNAM EMBARGO 

A major citizen effort helped the House 
International Relations Cmte. add a provi
sion to the military aid bill lifting the U.S. 
trade embargo on Vietnam at least tem
porarily. An effort to delete this provision 
on the House floor was defeated 185-223 
(H. Vote 5). Unfortunately Pres. Ford 
vetoed the bill containing this provision. in 
part because of this section. It was not in
cluded in the revised bill. to avoid another 
veto; hence the Administration's embargo 
is still in effect. 

COLONIALISM REVISITED 

In August. 1975, Harrop Freeman sub
mitted written testimony for FCNL stating. 
"I consider that the attempt by the United 
States to make the northern Marianas a 
Commonwealth of the United States and to 
use its territories for the United States mili
tary defense policies is contrary to interna
tional law, the United Nations Charter. the 
United States Constitution. and the Trust 
Territory Agreement." In February the 
Senate sustained earlier House action in 
voting to make the northern Marianas a 
U.S. Commonwealth. The crucial vote 
came on the amendment by Sens. 
Claiborne Pell Rl and Byrd VA which would 
have effectively killed the proposal; it lost 
25-63 (S. Vote 4). 

TAX REFORM 

A modest tax reform package passed the 
House in Dec. 1975. In the summer of 
1976 the Senate substantially watered 
down the House's version. Tax reformers 
generally failed to tighten tax loopholes; 
tax expenditures cost the federal govern
ment $1 05 billion in potential revenues for 
FY77 (S. Vote 14; H. Vote 14). 

(text continued on Page 5) 
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SOME KEY SENATE VOTES 
1. International Organizations. Byrd VA amendment to cut $64 million 

from $189.5 million to international organizations. Rejected 37-50, 
March 23. FCNL against. 

9. Intelligence. Tower-Stennis amendment to deny new Senate In
telligence Cmte. legislative jurisdiction over intelligence activities of 
Dept. of Defense and its agencies. Rejected 31-63, May 19. FCN L 
against. 

2. Multilateral Financial Institutions. Authorization for $50 million as 
U.S. contribution to the Asian Development Fund. Passed 52-32, May 
6. FCNL for. 

10. Angola. Tunney amendment to Defense Appropriations Conference 
Report FY76 limiting U.S. activities to intelligence gathering. Adopted 
54-22, Dec. 19, 1975. FCNL for. 

3. Human Rights. Chile. Kennedy amendment to prohibit government 
cash sales or commercial sales of arms and military equipment to Chile. 
Adopted 48-39, Feb. 18. FCNL for. 

4. Northern Marianas Status. Peii-Byrd VA substitute amendment to 
delete language making the Islands a commonwealth of the U.S. Re
jected 25-63, Feb. 24. FCNL for. 

11. Food Stamps. Allen motion to table and thus kill the Dole-McGovern 
substitute food stamp reform bill providing for decreased purchase 
price. deduction for working families, and a pilot project on eliminating 
the purchase requirement. Rejected 31-58, April 8. FCNL against. 

5. 200-Mile Fishing Extension. Muskie amendment to weaken the 
Cranston-Griffin amendment striking language that would have 
prohibited a unilateral extension. Adopted 58-37, Jan. 28. FCNL 
against. 

12. Jobs. Kennedy motion to First Budget Resolution for $3.2 billion in
crease for jobs and health care programs. Rejected 27-58. April 12. 
FCNL for. 

13. Energy Conservation. Final passage of bill setting federal m1n1mum 
standards for energy conservation in new commercial and residential 
buildings and providing $55 million a year in grants to states and com
munity action agencies to insulate low-income dwellings. Adopted 
52-35, March 9. FCNL for. 

6. Military Spending. Bayh amendment to First Budget Resolution to cut 
$2.6 billion in budget authority and $500 million in outlays from mili
tary. Rejected 27-58, April 12. FCNL for. 

7. B-1. McGovern amendment to cut $948 million which would begin 
production of three B-1 bombers. Rejected 33-48, May 20. FCNL for. 

14. Tax Reform. Long motion to table and thus kill the Nelson amendment 
which would have reduced tax shelters for the wealthy. Passed 46-33. 
June 17. FCNL against. 

8. Foreign Arms Sales. Tower amendment to delete provision requiring 
public reports of arms transactions. Rejected 36-44, Feb. 17. FCNL 
against. 

15. Day Care. H.R. 9803. Attempt to pass over President's veto a bill to 
provide $125 million for states to meet health and safety standards for 
day care centers. Rejected 60-34, May 5. (2/3 reauired) FCNL for. 
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*SOME KEY HOUSE VOTES 
1. International Organizations. Edwards AL amendment to the FY77 

Foreign Aid Appropriations to delete $85.5 million from funds for the 
UN Development Program. Rejected 179-208, March 4. FCNL against. 

2. Multilateral Financial Institutions. Final passage of bill authorizing 
$720 million for the replenishment of the Inter-American Development 
Bank and $25 million for the African Development Fund. Adopted 
249-166, Dec. 9, 1975. FCNL for. 

3. Human Rights/Security. Derwinski amendment to delete ceiling on 
military aid to S. Korea. Adopted 241-159, June 12. FCNL against. 

4. Troop Levels. Dellums amendment to reduce the number of U.S. 
troops overseas by 47,000. Rejected 88-275, April 9. FCNL for. 

5. Vietnam Trade Embargo. Bauman amendment to delete provision lift
ing embargo. Rejected 185-223, March 3. FCNL against. 

6. Military Spending. Holtzman amendment to cut $7 .5 billion in budget 
authority and $2.5 billion in outlays from the military, transferring all of 
the outlay cut and $2.8 billion in budget authority to domestic pro
grams. Rejected 85-317, April 29. FCNL for. 

7. B-1. Addabbo amendment to delay until Feb. 1977 production funds 
for B-1 bomber. Rejected 186-207, June 17. FCNL for. 
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8. Nuclear Weapons. Abzug amendment to delete $1 .2 billion in the 
Energy Research and Development Administration (ERDA) authoriza
tion for nuclear weapons development. testing, and production. Re
jected 97-286, May 20. FCNL for. 

9. Intelligence Report. House vote to block release of Intelligence Com
mittee report. Adopted 246-124, Jan. 29. FCNL against. 

10. Human Rights. Passage of joint resolution to amend the U.S. Constitu
tion to provide for voting representation for the District of Columbia in 
Congress. Rejected 229-181, March 23. (2/3 required) FCNL for. 

11. Food Stamps. Rousselot amendment to cut $794 million from the pro
gram. Rejected 184-222, June 16. FCNL against. 

12. Jobs, Full Employment. Sarasin amendment to First Budget Resolu
tion to eliminate $50 million in startup funds for full employment. Re
jected 177-206, April 29. FCNL against. 

13. Uranium Enrichment. Bingham amendment to delete from the bill (H .R. 
8401) those sections authorizing ERDA to contract with private indus
try for development of nuclear fuel enrichment plants . Rejected 
192-193, Aug . 4. FCNL for. 

14. Tax Reform. Mikva amendment to reduce real estate tax shelters for 
wealthy individuals. Rejected 192-226, Dec. 4, 1975. FCNL for. 

15. Revenue Sharing. Fountain amendment deleting provisions of com
mittee bill which would have channeled more money to big cities and 
poor rural areas and strengthened anti-discrimination provisions. 
Adopted 233-172, June 1 0 . FCNL against. 
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20 Goldwoter Y Y Y N Y N N N Y N Y 0 N N I 10 Stephens Y Y I l Y N N N 0 N 0 N l N Y 7 Perkins Y Y Y N N N Y N Y Y N N N N N 
21 Corman N Y N N N Y Y Y N Y N N • Y N HAWAII LOUISIANA 
22 Moorheod Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N l Y 1 Matsunaga N Y X N N N l Y Y Y N N Y N N 1 Hebert Y X Y N N ? N X 0 N 0 0 N X y 
23 Roes N Y Y • N N Y I N Y N N Y Y N 2 Mink N Y N N N N I Y N Y X N Y y N 2 Boggs N Y N N 0 N N N Y Y N N X N y 
24 Waxman N Y N N N N l Y N Y X N Y Y N IDAHO 3 Treen Y X Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 
25 Roybal N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 1 Symms l N I I 0 N N N y N y y N N Y 4 Waggonner Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 
26 Rousselot Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N l 2 Honsen Y N I I Y N N N y N y y X N y 5 Passman N N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y I N 0 
27 Bell Y N I I Y I ? I ? I l I N P I ILLINOIS 6 Moore Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 
2B Burke N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 1 Metcalfe I Y N • X Y I y X y N N y y N 7 Breaux Y N 0 N N N N N Y N Y Y N N y 
29 Hawkins N Y N Y N Y X N N • N N Y Y N 2 Murphy N Y Y N N N N N N y N N N N N B Long N Y Y N Y N N N Y Y N N N N y 
30 Danielson N Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y Y N 3 Russo N N N N Y N Y y y y N N y N Y MAINE 
31 Wilson N Y Y N Y N N N N Y N X N Y N 4 Derwinski N Y Y N Y N N N y N y y N N Y 1 Emery Y N N N Y N Y N Y Y Y y N y y 
32 Anderson N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N 5 Fary N Y Y N N N N N y y N N N Y N 2 Cohen Y Y Y N Y N Y N Y Y N y N y y 
33 Clowson Y N 0 N Y N N I Y N Y Y N N I 6 Hyde Y Y Y N Y N N N Y N y y N N Y 
34 Hannaford N Y N Y N N N N N N N N Y Y Y 7 Collins I Y N Y l Y Y Y N y N N e Y N MARYLAND 
35 Lloyd N N Y N N N N N Y N Y N Y Y Y 8 Rostenk"ski N Y Y I N N I l Y y N N y y N 1 Beuman Y N I N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 
36 Brown N Y N Y N ? N N N Y N N Y Y N 9 Yates N Y Y N N N Y Y N y N N y Y N 2 Long N Y N N N N Y Y N N N N y y y 
3 7 Pettis Y N Y N Y N N ? Y X Y Y N N Y 1 0 M1kva N Y N • • N Y N N y N N y Y N 3 Sarbanes N Y N I N ? Y I N Y N 1 y y N 
38 Patterson I Y N N N N N Y X Y Y N Y Y X 1 1 Annunzio N Y Y N N N N N N Y Y N N N N 4 Holt Y N Y N Y N N N Y N y y N N y 
39 W,ggms ' Y Y N Y N N N > N Y Y N N Y 1 2 Crone I N Y N Y N N N Y N y y N N Y 5 Spellman N Y N X Y N Y Y Y Y N N y N y 
40 Hmshow > ? I I l > ? I I I I > I I l 1 3 McClory I Y Y l N N Y > Y N Y y N N Y 6 Byron Y N N N Y N N N Y N Y y y N y 
41 Wilson N Y Y N Y N > N Y N I Y N N Y 1 4 Erlenborn I Y Y N > N N > y N y y N N y 7 Mitchell N y N y N y Y Y N Y N N Y • N 
42 Van Deert~n N Y N Y N N N N Y Y N N Y Y Y 1 5 Hall. T N N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N N Y N 8 Gude N Y N N N N Y Y Y Y N N y y N 
43 Burgener Y N Y N y N N N Y N Y Y N N Y 

On Mar 8, Stanley Lundine NY replaced James Hastings. who resigned Jan. 20. On Apr. 7, Ron Paul TX replaced Bob Casey, who resigned Jan . 22. Sam Hall TX replaced the late 
Wnght Patman on June 2B. William Barrett PA died Apr. 12, Torbert Macdonald MA died May 21 , and Jerry Litton MO died Aug. 3; no replacements have been named 

Bold type indicates positions preferred by FCNL, i.e .• as expressed in the Statement of Legislative Policy, testimony, etc . . 

Roman type = Democrats; Italics = Republicans; (C) = elected as Conservative ; (I) = elected as Independent; AL = At Large. Source of votes: Congressional Ouarter:ly:_:S~er::..:v_•c~e-·----•••-------------------------~------------------------~------~-----------------••••-



·soME KEY HOUSE VOTES Nuclear Weapons. Abzug amendment to delete $1 .2 billion in the 
Energy Research and Development Administration (ERDA) authoriza
tion for nuclear weapons development, testing, and production. Re
jected 97-286, May 20. FCNL for. 

1. International Organizations. Edwards AL amendment to the FY77 
Foreign Aid Appropriations to delete $85.5 million from funds for the 
UN Development Program. Rejected 179-208, March 4. FCNL against. 9. Intelligence Report. House vote to block release of Intelligence Com

mittee report. Adopted 246-124, Jan. 29. FCNL against. 
2. Multilateral Financial Institutions. Final passage of bill authorizing 

$720 million for the replenishment of the Inter-American Development 
Bank and $25 million for the African Development Fund. Adopted 
249-166, Dec. 9, 1 975. FCNL for. 

10. 

11. 

Human Rights. Passage of joint resolution to amend the U.S. Constitu
tion to provide for voting representation for the District of Columbia in 
Congress. Rejected 229-181. March 23. (2/3 required) FCNL for. 

Food Stamps. Rousselot amendment to cut $794 million from the pro
gram. Rejected 1 84-222. June 1 6. FCNL against. 3. Human Rights/Security. Derwinski amendment to delete ceiling on 

military aid to S. Korea. Adopted 241-1 59, June 1 2. FCN L against. 12. Jobs. Full Employment. Sarasin amendment to First Budget Resolu
tion to eliminate $50 million in startup funds for full employment. Re-

4. Troop Levels. Dellums amendment to reduce the number of U.S. 
troops overseas by 47,000. Rejected 88-275. April 9. FCNL for. 

13. 

jected 177-206. April 29. FCNL against. 

Uranium Enrichment. Bingham amendment to delete from the bill (H.R. 
8401) those sections authorizing ERDA to contract with private indus
try for development of nuclear fuel enrichment plants. Rejected 
192-193, Aug. 4 . FCNL for. 

5. Vietnam Trade Embargo. Bauman amendment to delete provision lift
ing embargo. Rejected 185-223. March 3. FCNL against. 

14. Tax Reform. Mikva amendment to reduce real estate tax shelters for 
wealthy individuals . Rejected 192-226. Dec. 4, 1975. FCNL for. 

6. Military Spending. Holtzman amendment to cut $7.5 billion in budget 
authority and $2.5 billion in outlays from the military, transferring all of 
the outlay cut and $2.8 billion in budget authority to domestic pro
grams. Rejected 85-317, April 29. FCNL for. 

7. B-1. Addabbo amendment to delay until Feb. 1977 production funds 
for B- 1 bomber. Rejected 186-207, June 17. FCNL for. 

15. Revenue Sharing. Fountain amendment deleting provisions of com
mittee bill which would have channeled more money to big cities and 
poor rural areas and strengthened anti-discrimination provisions. 
Adopted 233-172, June 10. FCNL against. 
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ALABAMA COLORADO 16 Anderson N Y Y N N N Y N Y Y N Y N Y y 
1 Edwards Y Y Y N Y N N N I N Y Y N N y 1 Schroeder N Y N Y N N Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 17 O'Boen , Y Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 
2 Dickinson Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 2 Wirth NYNNNN ? Y Y Y N N Y Y N 18 Michel , Y Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 
3 Nichols Y N 0 N Y I N I y N y ? N N y 3 Evans N Y N N N N Y N N Y N N Y Y y 1 9 Railsback N Y Y N N N N N Y N Y Y Y Y Y 
4 Bevill y y y N y I N N Y N Y I N y y 4 Johnson Y N N Y N N Y N N Y Y Y N N , 20 Findley N Y Y N N N Y N Y Y Y I I N y 
5 Jones I y I N N N N N Y N N ? N y y 5 Armstrong Y N Y N Y N N N ? N Y Y N N y 21 Madigan y y y , Y N N N , Y Y Y N N y 
6 Buchanan N y I N Y N Y I Y Y Y Y N N y CONNECTICUT 22 Shipley Y N Y N N N N N N N Y N N Y N 
7 Flowers y N y , y , N N 0 N Y ? N N y 1 Cotter y N ? N N N Y N Y Y N N N N N 23 Price N Y Y N N N N N N Y N N N Y N 

ALASKA 2 Dodd N N X N X N Y Y , YNNYYN 24 Simon N Y N N N , Y Y N Y N ? y y N 
AL Young y N I I Y N X I YNYYNN y 3 Giaimo I y , Y N N N , NYNNNY ? INDIANA 

ARIZONA 4 McKinney N • N Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N P y 1 Madden N y y , N I Y N N Y N I y y N 
1 Rhodes N y y I Y N N X 0 N Y Y N N y 5 Sarasin Y Y N N N N Y N Y Y Y Y N N y 2 Fithian Y N N N Y N Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y y 
2 Udall I e X ? N Y Y • X • N X Y e I 6 Moffett N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 3 Brademas N Y N N N N Y N N Y N N Y Y N 
3 Steiger I N y ? Y N X I YNOYXN I DELAWARE 4 Roush Y N N Y N N Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N 
4 Conlan I N I ? 0 N N N Y N Y 0 X N y AL duPont N y y , N N Y N Y Y , y y y • 5 Hillis I Y Y N Y N N N I N Y Y N N y 

ARKANSAS FLORIDA 6 Evans Y N N N Y N Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y y 
1 Alexander N Y Y N Y N N N Y N N Y ? N N 1 Sikes I N Y N I I N I YNN0NN y 7 Myers Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 
2 Mills NNYNYN I ? Y Y Y Y X N y 2 Fuqua Y N Y N N N N N Y N Y ? N N y 8 Hayes I y N I N I Y N N • N I I y y 
3 3 Bennett Y N N N Y N N N Y Y Y Y N Y y 9 Hamilton N Y N N N N Y N Y Y N Y Y Y y 

Hsm'schmidt N N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 4 Chappell Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 10 Sharp N Y N N N N Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N 
4 Thornton N N Y ? y N y I YNNYNNN 5 Kelly Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N Y· 11 Jacobs N N N • N N Y Y N Y N Y Y Y N 

CALIFORNIA 6 Young Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y IOWA 
1 Johnson N Y Y N N N N N IYNNNYN 7 Gibbons I N N N N N Y N 0 N Y Y Y Y N 1 Mezvinsky N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 
2 Clausen I Y Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 8 Haley Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 2 Blouin N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 
3 Moss N Y N Y N Y Y I X Y N N Y Y N 9 Frey Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 3 Grassley Y N Y N Y N Y N Y N Y Y N Y y 
4 Leggett N y I Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 10 Bafslis Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 4 Smilh N y y I N N Y N N Y N N Y Y N 
5 Burton, J. N e N e N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 11 Rogers Y N N N Y N Y N Y N N Y Y N N 5 Harkin N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 
6 Burton, P. N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 12 Burke Y X Y N N N Y N Y N Y Y N I y 6 Bedell N N N Y N Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y Y 
7 Miller I N N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 13 Lehman I Y Y Y N N Y Y N Y N N Y Y N KANSAS 
8 Dellums N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 14 Pepper N Y Y X N I N N X e N X Y Y N 1 Sebelius YNYNYNNN I N Y Y X N y 
9 Stark N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 1 5 Fascell N Y N N N N Y Y I YNNYYN 2 Keys N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y Y 

10 Edwards N Y N e N Y e Y N Y N N Y Y N GEORGIA 3 Winn NYYNYNNN IYYYNNO 
11 Ryan N Y N Y N Y Y N N N N N Y Y y 1 Gtnn Y Y Y N Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N y 4 Shriver N Y Y N Y N N N I Y Y Y N N y 

12 McCloskey N Y Y Y N N Y N Y Y Y ? N Y N 2 Mathis Y N Y N Y N N N 0 Y Y Y N N 0 5 Skubitz Y N Y N Y I N N I N y ? y N y 
13 Mineta N Y Y Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 3 Brinkley Y N Y N Y N N N Y Y Y Y I N y KENTUCKY 
14 McFall N Y Y N N N N N N Y N N N Y N 4 Levitas Y N Y N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N y 1 Hubbard Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y Y Y y 
15 Sisk Y N Y N I N N N Y N N N I N N 5 Young N Y N e N Y • Y N Y N X Y Y N 2 Natcher Y N Y N Y N Y N Y Y N N Y N y 

16 Talcott y N y I y N I N I N Y Y N N y 6 Flynt Y N Y X Y N N I y N y y I N y 3 Mazzoli NO N N N N Y N Y Y N N Y N y 

17 Krebs Y N N Y Y N Y Y N Y N N Y Y y 7 McDonald Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 4 Snyder Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

18 Ketchum I N Y N Y ? N N I N y ? N N y 8 Stuckey y y y I Y N X N Y IOYXNN 5 Carter y N y ? Y N N I Y N N N N N y 

19 Lagomarsino Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 9 Landrum I N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 6 Breckinridge N Y Y N Y N N N Y Y N Y Y N y 

20 Goldwater Y Y Y N Y N N N Y N Y 0 N N I 10 Stephens y y I , YNNNONON I N y 7 Perkins Y Y Y N N N Y N Y Y N N N N N 
21 Corman N Y N N N Y Y Y N Y N N e Y N HAWAII LOUISIANA 
22 Moorhead Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N I y 1 Matsunaga NYXNNN I YYYNNYNN 1 Hebert Y X Y N N I NX0N00NX y 

23 Roes N Y Y e N N Y I N Y N N Y Y N 2 Mink NYNNNN I YNYXNYYN 2 Boggs N Y N N 0 N N N Y Y N N X N y 

24 Waxman N Y N N N N I YNYXNYYN IDAHO 3 Treen Y X Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

25 Roybal N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 1 Symms I N I I 0 N N N Y N Y Y N N y 4 Waggonner Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N Y 
26 Rousselot Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N I 2 Hansen y N I ? Y N N N Y N Y Y X N y 5 Passman N N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y I N 0 
27 Bell y N I I y I I I I I ? I N P I ILLINOIS 6 Moore Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

28 Burke N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 1 Metcalfe I Y N eX y I Y X Y N N Y Y N 7 Breaux Y N 0 N N N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

29 Hawkms N Y N Y N Y X N N e N N Y Y N 2 Murphy N Y Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N 8 Long N Y Y N Y N N N Y Y N N N N y 

30 Danielson N Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y Y N 3 Russo N N N N Y N Y Y Y Y N N Y N y MAINE 
31 Wilson N Y Y N Y N N N N Y N X N Y N 4 Derwinski N Y Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 1 Emery Y N N N Y N Y N Y Y Y Y N Y Y 
32 Anderson N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N 5 Fary N Y Y N N N N N Y Y N N N Y N 2 Cohen Y Y Y N Y N Y N Y Y N Y N Y Y 
33 Clawson YN0NYNN I Y N Y Y N N I 6 Hyde Y Y Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 
34 Hannaford N Y N Y N N N N N N N N Y Y y 7 Collins I y N y I Y Y Y N Y N N e y N MARYLAND 
35 Lloyd N N Y N N N N N Y N Y N Y Y y 8 Rostenk'ski N y y I N N I I YYNNYYN 1 Bauman y N I N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

36 Brown N Y N Y N I N N N Y N N Y Y N 9 Yates N Y Y N N N Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 2 Long N Y N N N N Y Y N N N N Y Y Y 
37 Pettis Y N Y N Y N N I Y X Y Y N N y 10 Mikva N Y N e • N Y N N Y N N Y Y N 3 Sarbanes N Y N I N I y I N Y N I y y N 
38 Patterson I Y N N N N N Y X Y Y N Y Y X 11 Annunzio N Y Y N N N N N N Y Y N N N N 4 Holt Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 
39 Wiggms I Y Y N Y N N N I N Y Y N N y 12 Crane , N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 5 Spellman N Y N X Y N Y Y Y Y N N Y N y 

40 HinshaW I I ? I I I I I I I I ? I I I 13 McClory I y y I N N Y I Y N Y Y N N y 6 Byron Y N N N Y N N N Y N Y Y Y N y 

41 Wilson N Y Y N Y N I N Y N I Y N N y 14 Erlenborn I y y N I N N ? Y N Y Y N N y 7 Milchell N Y N y N y y Y N Y N N Y • N 
42 Van Deerlin N Y N Y N N N N Y Y N N Y Y y 15 Hall. T. N N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N N Y N 8 Gudo N Y N N N N Y Y Y Y N N Y Y N 
43 Burgener Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

On Mar. 8, Stanley Lundine NY replaced James Hastings, who resigned Jan. 20. On Apr. 7, Ron Paul TX replaced Sob Casey, who resigned Jan. 22. Sam Hall TX replaced the late 
Wright Patman on June 28. William Barrett PA died Apr. 12, Torbert Macdonald MA died May 21 , and Jerry litton MO died Aug . 3; no replacements have been named 
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MASSACHUSETTS 11 Scheuer N N N N N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 20 Gaydos y , N N N Y Y N Y Y N N Y , y 

1 Conte N Y Y Y N N Y N Y Y N N Y N N 12 Chosholm N Y N Y N Y , YNYXNYYN 21 Dent N N Y X Y N N N Y Y N N Y N N 
2 Soland N Y N N N N Y N N Y N N Y Y N 13 Solarz N Y N N N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 22 Morgan N Y Y N N N N N , Y N N Y Y N 

3 Early Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 14 Richmond N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 23 Johnson y y y , Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

4 Dronan NYNYNYYYNYNNYYN 15 Zeferett1 Y N Y N Y N Y N Y N N N Y N N 24 V•gonto N Y N N N N Y N Y Y N N Y N N 
5 Tsongas N Y N N N N Y > N Y N N Y Y N 16 Holtzman N N N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 25 Myers N Y Y N N N N Y Y N Y Y N Y y 
6 Harrongton Y Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 17 Murphy N Y Y N Y N N 1 , Y N X Y N N RHODE ISLAND 
7 Macdonald• Y Y > X > > N X > Y 18 Koch N N N N N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 1 St Germa1n , Y N X N Y Y e N Y N N Y Y N 
8 O'Neoll N Y Y N N N Y N N Y N N N Y N 19 Rangel N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 2 Beard N Y N N N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 
9 Moakley N Y N Y N N Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 20 Abzug N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N X Y Y N SOUTH CAROLINA 

1 0 Heckler N Y N N N N Y Y Y Y N N N Y N 21 Badollo N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N • Y N 1 Dav•s y , Y N Y N N N N Y Y N Y N y 

11 Surke N Y Y X Y N Y N Y Y N N N Y N 22 Bingham N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 2 Spence Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

12 Studds N Y N Y N Y * Y N Y N N Y Y N 23 Peyser y y y ? N N , I I I N N Y N y 3 Derrick N Y Y N Y N N N Y Y N Y Y Y y 

MICHIGAN 24 Ottinger N Y N N N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 4 Mann Y Y Y N N N N N Y N Y Y Y N y 

1 Conyers N Y N Y X Y Y Y N Y N N • y N 25 Fish N N Y N Y N N N Y Y Y N Y N y 5 Holland N e Y e N N N N X Y Y N Y Y y 

2 Esch N y y y y , N N Y Y , , , N y 26 Gilman Y N Y N N N N N Y Y Y N Y N y 6 Jenrette Y N Y N N N N N Y Y N Y Y N y 

3 Brown N Y Y N Y N N , Y N N Y N N y 27 McHugh I Y N N N Y Y > N Y N N Y Y y SOUTH DAKOTA 
4 Hutchinson Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 28 Stratton Y Y Y N Y N N N Y X Y N N Y y 1 Pressler Y N N Y Y N Y N Y N Y Y N N y 
5 VanderVeen N Y N N N Y Y N N Y N N e Y y 29 Pattison N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 2 Abdnor Y X Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

6 Carr N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 30 McEwen Y Y Y N N N N N 0 N Y Y N N y TENNESSEE 
7 R1egle N • N Y N , , e X e X ? ? y N 31 Mitchell Y Y Y N Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N y 1 Quillen y y y , Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

8 Traxler Y N N N N N Y N I Y N N Y Y y 32 Hanley N Y Y N N N Y N 0 Y N N Y Y N 2 Duncan Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 
9 Vander Jagt N Y Y I Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 33 Walsh Y N Y N N N N N Y Y Y Y N N y 3 Lloyd Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

1 0 Cederberg N y y , N N N N Y N Y Y N N y 34 Horton N Y Y N Y N Y N Y Y N N N N y 4 Evms Y N Y N 0 N N N Y N 0 N • N y 
11 Ruppe N N N , Y N N N I N ? > N N y 35 Conable Y Y Y N Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N y 5 Allen Y Y N N N N Y Y Y Y N N Y Y y 
12 O'Hara N Y N N N N e N Y N X N ? y N 36 LaFalce N Y N N N N Y N , Y N N Y Y y 6 Beard Y N Y N N N N N Y N Y Y N N y 
13 Doggs N Y N N N Y Y Y X Y N N e Y N 37 Nowak N Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y N N Y Y N 7 Jones Y N N N Y N N N Y N Y Y , N y 

14 Nedzi N Y N ? N N Y N Y N N N Y Y N 38 Kemp Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 8 Ford Y Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N • y N 
15 Ford N Y X N N N Y I N N N N ? y N 39 Lundine• N y y y N Y N N Y y TEXAS 
16 Dingell y y I N N N Y N N N N N Y Y N NORTH CAROLINA 1 Hall' N 
17 Brodhead N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 1 Jones Y N Y N Y , N , Y N Y 0 > N y 2 Wilson N , y , , I I N Y N Y , N N y 
18 Blanchard N Y Y N N N Y N Y Y N N Y Y N 2 Fountain Y N Y N 0 N N N Y N Y Y X N y 3 Col'ms Y N Y N Y N N N Y X Y Y N N y 
19 Broomfield Y Y Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 3 Henderson , N y , y , NNYNYYNN y 4 Roberts y N y , y ? X N Y N Y , N N N 

MINNESOTA 4 Andrews Y X Y N Y N Y N Y Y Y Y Y N y 5 Steelman y y y • y N , N Y N Y Y , N y 

1 Oute NYYNYNNN I N Y Y N N y 5 Neal N N , N N N Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y y 6 Teague Y X Y X Y N N N Y N Y 0 N N y 
2 Hagedorn Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y X N y 6 Preyer N Y Y N N N N N Y N N Y e N y 7 Archer Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y 0 N N y 

3 Frenzel N Y N Y N N Y N Y N Y 0 N N 0 7 Rose Y Y Y N N N N >O YNYNN y 8 Eckhardt N Y N Y , N y y I YNNYYN 
4 Karth N N I I N N I I X N I N y y I 8 Hefner Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y e N y 9 Brooks YYYXYN , N ? N N N Y N N 
5 Fraser N Y N Y N Y Y Y I YNNYYN 9 Martm YYYNYNN , YNYYNN y 10 PICkle Y Y Y Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N 
6 Nolan N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 10 Broyh1ll Y Y Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 11 Poage Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

7 Bergland N Y N N N N Y Y N Y N N Y Y y 11 Taylor Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 12 Wnght N Y Y N Y N N N Y Y N N N N y 

8 Oberstar N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N NORTH DAKOTA 1 3 H1ghtower Y N Y N N N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

MISSISSIPPI AL Andrews NNYNYNNN , N N Y N N y 14 Young y y y , Y N N N Y N N N N N N 
1 Whitten Y N Y N Y N N N Y N N N Y N y OHIO 1 5 de Ia Garza y N y , y , N N Y Y N ? N N y 

2 Bowen y , Y N N N N N Y N N Y N N y 1 Gradison N Y Y N Y , N N Y Y Y , y N y 16 Whote Y N Y X Y ? NNY•NONN y 

3 Montgomery Y N Y N N N N N Y N Y Y N N y 2 Clancy Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 17 Burleson Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

4 Cochran Y N Y N N N N N Y N Y Y N N y 3 Whalen NYNYNNYN Y Y N N Y N y 18 Jordan N Y N Y N N Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 
5 Lott Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 4 Guyer , Y Y N 0 N N N 0 > Y Y N N y 19 Mahon Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N N 

MISSOURI 5 Latta Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 20 Gonzalez Y Y Y N N N N N Y N N N N Y N 
1 Clay , Y N Y N Y • Y X Y N N e y N 6 Harsha Y N Y N Y , NNYNYNNN , 21 Krueger Y Y Y N Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N y 

2 Symmgton N Y N N N N Y N Y e N N , y , 
7 Brown Y Y Y N Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N y 22 Paur y N N Y N y y y y 

3 Sullivan NNYNYNYN , N N N , N N 8 Kmdness , Y Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 23 Kazen Y N Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N y 

4 Randall I N Y N , N N N , N N N , N N 9 Ashley N Y N , N N Y N Y N N N Y Y N 24 Mollord Y N Y N N N , XYNOYN , I 
5 Bolhng , Y N N ? N y , N Y N N , y N 10 M1ller Y N Y Y Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y UTAH 
6 Litton· Y Y N N N N Y , y y , , , y 11 Stanton , 1 McKay N Y Y N Y N N N N N N , y N N 
7 Taylor Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y J.W N Y Y N Y N N N Y Y N Y N N y 2 Howe I Y N N N N , N N Y , X , y N 
8 lchord Y N Y N Y N N N 0 N Y Y N N y 12 Devine Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y VERMONT 
9 Hungate Y N N X \' , Y N N Y Y N Y , y 13 Mosher N Y N e N N Y , YYNYYY y AL Jeffords N Y N N N N Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y y 

10 Burlison N N N N N N N N Y N N N X Y N 14 Se1berling N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N VIRGINIA 
MONTANA 15 Wylie Y N Y N Y N N N , N Y Y N N y 1 Dowmng , N , N Y N N N Y N Y ? N N y 

1 8aucus N Y N N N N Y Y N Y N Y Y Y N 16 Regula Y Y Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 2 Whitehurst Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y , N N y 

2 Melcher Y Y N e N Y Y N N Y N Y Y Y N 17 Ashbrook Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 3 Satterfield Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

NEBRASKA 18 Hays , y y ? N N , N Y N ? N y y , 4 Daniel, R. Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

1 Thone Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 19 Carney N N 0 Y N Y Y N N Y N N N Y N 5 Daniel, D Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

2 McCollister Y N Y N Y N N N , N Y Y N N y 20 Stanton. J V N Y , , y N y > N Y N X N Y y 6 Butler , Y Y N N N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

3 Smith , N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 21 Stokes N Y X Y N Y Y Y N Y N N e , N 7 Robinson Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

NEVADA 22 Vamk N N N Y N Y , y N y , N Y Y N 8 Harns N Y N Y N N Y N N Y N N Y Y N 
AL Sant1m Y N Y N Y N Y N Y N Y Y X N y 23 Mottl N N N Y N N Y Y 0 Y Y N Y Y y 9 Wampler Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 

NEW HAMPSHIRE OKLAHOMA 10 Fisher N Y N N N N N N Y Y N Y Y Y y 

1 D'Amours Y N N N N N Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N 1 Jones y N y , Y N N N , N Y Y Y N N WASHINGTON 
2 Cleveland Y Y Y N N N N N Y N N Y N N y 2 Risenhoover Y N Y Y N N N N , Y N N N N '( 1 Pritchard N Y N Y N N Y N N N Y Y N N y 

NEW JERSEY 3 Albert• N N 2 Meeds , Y N N N N Y N X Y N N Y Y N 
1 Florio Y N N N N N Y Y Y Y N N Y N N 4 Steed Y N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N y 3 Banker N Y N N N N Y , y y N y y y y 
2 Hughes Y Y N N N N Y N Y Y Y Y Y N y 5 Jarman Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 4 McCormack N Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y N N N Y y 
3 Howard N y y ? N y y I NYNNYNN 6 Engl1sh Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N N 5 Foley N Y Y N , N Y N N Y N Y N I y 
4 Thompson , Y X Y N Y Y X N Y N N Y Y X OREGON 6 H1cks N y , N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N 
5 Fenwick N Y N N N N Y N Y Y Y N Y Y N 1 AuCoin y , N , N N Y , , Y N N Y N y 7 Adams N Y N , N N Y N N Y N N X Y N 
6 Forsythe N Y N Y Y N Y N Y N Y Y N N y 2 Ullman N Y N N N N • N N Y N Y Y Y Y VEST VIRGINIA 
7 Maguire N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 3 Duncan Y Y Y N N N Y I Y Y N N Y N y 1 Mollohan N N Y N N N N , Y N N N Y Y y 
8 Roe Y Y Y N N N Y N Y Y N N Y N N 4 Weaver , Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 2 Staggers N Y Y X N N N N Y Y N N Y Y N 
9 Helstoski N• O YNYeYNYX~YXX PENNSYLVANIA 3 Slack N N Y N Y N N N Y N N N N Y N 

10 Rodino N Y Y Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 1 Barrett• I y ? X N y • N 4 Hechler N N N Y N Y Y Y N Y Y ? y y N 
11 Mm1sh Y Y Y N N N Y N Y Y N N Y Y N 2 Nix N Y N e N , Y Y X e N X Y Y N NISCONSIN 
12 Rinaldo Y Y N N N N N N Y Y N N Y N N 3 Green N Y N Y N Y Y Y X Y N N Y Y N 1 Aspin N Y N Y N Y Y N N > N N Y Y N 
13 Mayner N Y N N N Y Y e N Y N N Y Y 0 4 Eilberg N N N N N Y Y N N Y N N Y Y N 2 Kastenmeoer N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 
14 Dan1els N Y Y N N N e N Y Y X N Y N X 5 Schulze Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y Y N y 3 Baldus N Y N N Y N Y Y Y Y N N Y Y y 
15 Patten N Y Y N N N N Y Y Y N N Y N N 6 Yatron Y N Y N Y N Y Y Y Y Y N N N y 4 Zablocko N Y Y N Y N N N Y Y N N Y Y N 

NEW MEXICO 7 Edgar N Y N N N Y Y N Y Y N N Y Y N 5 Reuss N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 
1 LuJan y y I N N , N N Y N Y ? N N y 8 Biester N Y N N N N Y N Y , N N Y Y ? 6 Steiger N Y Y N Y N N N Y , Y Y N N y 
2 Runnels ? N Y N X N X ? 0 N Y ? N N y 9 Shuster Y N Y N Y N N N Y N Y Y N N y 7 Obey N Y N N N Y Y N N Y N N Y Y N 

NEW YORK 10 McDade N Y Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N y 8 Cornell N Y N N N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 
1 Poke N Y N N N N Y N N N N N Y Y N 11 Flood N Y 0 N N N N N Y Y N N N N y 9 Kasten Y N Y N N N N N Y Y Y Y N N y 
2 Downey N N N N N N Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 12 Murtha Y N Y N Y N N N Y Y Y N N Y N WYOMING 
3 Ambro Y N Y N Y N Y N N Y N N Y Y y 13 Coughlm N Y Y Y N N Y N Y N Y Y Y N y AL Roncaho N Y N N N Y Y N N Y N N Y , X 
4 Lent Y Y Y N Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N y 14 Moorhead N Y N N N Y , N N Y N N Y Y N 
5 Wydler YYYNYN I N Y N Y Y N N y 15 Rooney N Y Y N N N Y N Y Y N N N Y N 
6Wolff Y N Y N Y Y Y Y N Y N X Y N N 16 Eshleman Y N N , y > N N Y Y Y 0 N N y 
7 Addabbo N Y Y Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 1 7 Schneebeli 

, Y Y Y N N N N Y N 0 Y N N y 
8 Rosenthal N Y N Y N Y Y Y N Y N N Y Y N 18 Heinz N y y ? Y N Y N , ? N N ? y y 
9 Delaney Y Y Y N Y N Y N Y N Y N Y Y N 19 Goodling Y N Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N y 

10 BiaQgi N N Y N Y N Y N Y N Y N ? y N 

Andrew Hinshaw CA was convicted Jan . 26 of bribery relatmg to his former office as county assessor; House rules prohibit convicted felons from voting on the House floor . 
Speaker Carl Albert OK ordinarily does not vote. Delegates Walter E. Fauntroy, District of Columb1a; Antonio Borja Won Pat, Guam; Ron de Lugo, Virgin Islands, and Resident 
Commissioner Jaime Benitez, Puerto Rico, cannot vote on the House floor, but may do so in committee 

I 
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ARMS RACE 
OUT OF CONTROL 

Efforts to cut military spending failed 
repeatedly in 1976, because of election 
year politics, fear of increased Soviet 
spending, and inflation. Pres. Ford's revised 
request of $113.3 billion in budget 
authority for "national defense" received 
only token cuts by the House and Senate 
Budget, Armed Services, and Appropria
tions Committees. On the First Budget 
Resolution. Indiana Sen. Birch Bayh's 
modest amendment was defeated 27-58 
April 12 (S. Vote 6). An amendment by 
Sens. Thomas Eagleton MO and Mark Hat
field OR Aug. 2 to cut $1 billion from the 
$1 04 billion Defense Dept. total was de
feated 27-63. 

In the House. NY Rep. Elizabeth Holtz
man's amendment to cut $7.5 billion in 
budget authority and $2.5 billion in outlays 
from the military, transferring all of the out
lay cut and $2.8 in budget authority to 
civilian needs, was defeated 85-31 7 on 
April 29 (H. Vote 6). 

Another attempt by Rep. Ron Dellums 
CA to reduce the number of U.S. troops 
abroad by 47,000 was defeated April 9 by 
88-275 (H. Vote 4). 

Sen. McGovern's amendment to cut 
$948 million earmarked to begin produc
tion of three B-1 bombers was defeated 
May 20 in the Senate 33-48 (S. Vote 7). A 
later amendment by Sen. John Culver lA to 
delay a decision on production until Feb. 1, 
1977, passed 44-37 but was deleted in 
conference. The following senators voted 
for production but then switched to vote 
for the Culver delay: 
Bumpers AR. Nunn GA. Inouye HI, Pearson 11.::., 

Eagleton and Symington MO. Metcalf MT, Mcin
tyre NH, Burdick ND. Jackson and Magnuson 
WA, Randolph WV. 

There was no vote in the House to stop 
B-1 production. OH Rep. John Seiberling's 
amendment to the military authorization bill 
to delay production until Feb. 1 was de
feated 1 77-21 0 on Apr. 8. A later attempt 
by Rep. Joseph Addabbo NY to amend the 
$1 05 billion Dept. of Defense appropria
tions bill to include the Feb. 1 delay also 
failed 186-207 on June 17 (H. Vote 7). 
The Senate again added the Feb. 1 delay to 
the appropriations bill and in conference it 
was accepted with $87 million a month 
slated to keep production lines open for 
four months. 

NY Rep. Bella Abzug's attempt to delete 
$1 .2 billion for nuclear weapons develop
ment, testing, and production was defeated 
May 20 by 97-286 (H. Vote 8). In the 
Senate a similar amendment offered by 
Mike Gravel AK lost June 25 by 5-77. Join
ing Gravel were Sens. Abourezk, 
McGovern, William Proxmire WI, and 
William Hathaway ME. 

HUMAN RIGHTS 

Congress continued its human rights 
thrust begun last year when the Harkin and 

McGovern-Abourezk amendment was add
ed to the economic aid bill. This year Con
Congress strengthened Sec. 502B, the 
human rights provision regarding military 
aid so much that Pres. Ford vetoed the bill 
as initially passed, citing this provision as 
one of the several causing his action. A 
revived and somewhat weakened bill was 
passed and signed. It requires the Adminis
tration to report on the human rights situa
tion in each country receiving U.S. military 
aid and provides a procedure for Congress 
to review and to reverse, if it so determines. 
an Executive Branch request for military 
aid. 

But when human rights in South Korea 
were pitted against perceived U.S. security 
interests, human rights lost. The House Inti. 
Relations Cmte. on the motion of Rep. Don 
Fraser MN, had limited U.S. military aid to 
South Korea to the FY75 level, "because of 
the gross violations of human rights which 
continue in South Korea." On June 12 the 
House deleted the $290 million ceiling on 
military aid to South Korea. in effect ac
cepting the Administration's request for 
$488 million for FY76 and 77 (H. Vote 3). 

However, the Senate on Feb. 1 8 by a 
vote of 48-39 adopted an amendment by 
Sen. Edward Kennedy MA which 
broadened a ban on U.S. military grants and 
credit sales to Chile to include government 
cash or commercial sales of arms and mili
tary equipment as well (S. Vote 3). 

~ 

\.·" WEAPONS FOR ISRAEL 

In seeking to reduce U.S. arms ship'::'-· 
ments to Israel, Rep. David Obey WI 
stated, "I deeply believe that if we do 
not show that we are willing to trim at 
least some amount from this bill, we 
diminish the possibilities for peace in 
the Middle East and increase the likeli
hood that any further war will be at a 
much higher violence level than we 
have had in the past." Obey's amend
ment to FY76 foreign aid appropria
tions would have cut a modest $200 
million from the $1.5 billion for military 
credits and grants to Israel. It lost 
32-342 on March 4, 1976. The 
following voted for the cut: 
Ashbrook OH, Baucus MT, Bergland MN, 
Burlison MO. Conyers MI. Evans CO, Evans 
IN, Evins TN, Findley IL, Frenzel MN, 
Hamilton IN, Hansen ID. Hungate MO. 
!chord MO. Jacobs IN, Johnson CO, Karth 
MN, Kastenmeier WI, Keys KS, McDonald 
GA. Moffett CT. Montgomery MS. Mosher 
OH, Mottl OH, Myers PA, Nolan MN, Obey 
WI, Roush IN, Shuster PA. Skubitz KS. 
Wylie OH, and Zablocki WI. 
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WHOSE RIGHT TO KNOW? 

Congress and the President carried on a 
running battle over intelligence data in 
1976, primarily over the work of the Select 
Cmtes. on Intelligence chaired by Rep. Otis 
Pike NY and Sen. Frank Church ID. 

The issue came to a head in the House 
Jan 29 when the House voted 246-1 24 to 
block the release of the Pike Cmte.'s final 
report (H. Vote 9). The Administration con
tended that the report contained classified 
material which must be sanitized before 
publication. The House vote and the prior 
leak of the report to the press has left the 
House in turmoil and k1lled any hope of 
creating in this Congress a permanent 
House or joint Congressional Intelligence 
Cmte. 

In the Senate, however, the Church 
Cmte.'s final report was published, reveal
ing a long history of violations of citizens' 
rights by government agencies. On May 19 
the Senate 72-22 established a permanent 
Senate Intelligence Cmte. But the vote 
which really determined whether the new 
committee would exercise authority came 
earlier that day, when the Senate by a vote 
of 31-63 rejected an amendment which 
would have denied the new committee leg
islative and budgetary jurisdiction over the 
intelligence activities of the Department of 
Defense (S. Vote 9). 

Another relevant Senate vote came Feb. 
17 on the $4 billion FY76 military aid 
authorization bill (S. 2662), when the 
Senate rejected, 36-44, an amendment 
which would have deleted language in the 
bill .r~quiring the President to disclose 
puE>Iicly all military assistance and arms 
ss»es transactions (S. Vote 8). 

INTERVENTION 

Sec. of State Kissinger's Dec. 9, 1975, 
acknowledgement that the U.S. was 
covertly supplying arms and aid to anti
Soviet factions in the Angolan civil war 
brought sharp reactions from Congress. 
After two secret sessions. the Senate on 
Dec. 19, 1975, adopted 54-22 an amend
ment offered by Sen. John Tunney CA 
which limited U.S. activities in Angola to in
telligence gathering (S. Vote 1 0). 

On Jan. 27. 1976, the House. on a mo
tion from Robert Giaimo CT, approved the 
Tunney amendment 323-99. 

ENERGY 

The Senate March 9 adopted H.R. 8650 
(S. Vote 13) which, like the House version 
adopted in 1975, directed the Dept. of 
Housing and Urban Development to draw 
up energy-efficiency standards for new 
homes and commercial buildings and to 
help state and local governments work 

(continued on Page 6) 
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(continued from Page 5) 
those requirements into their building 
codes. The Senate vote stiffened H.R. 
8650 to force state and local compliance 
with those standards by threatening to cut 
off mortgage credit. 

On the nuclear front, the House July 30 
adopted a controversial amendment by 
Rep. Jonathan Bingham NY to the Nuclear 
Fuels Assurance Act (H.R. 8401) by the 
narrow margin of 1 70-1 68. On Aug. 4, the 
House reversed itself and by a 192-193 roll 
call (H. Vote 13) rejected Bingham's pro
posal. On this vote, a 192-192 tie was 
broken when Speaker Carl Albert voted 
against the amendment. 

As passed, H.R. 8401 would open the 
door for private industry to begin produc
tion of enriched uranium, a technology 
which the federal government has 
monopolized for 30 years, and which 
Bingham sought to continue. Opponents of 
private development feared waste and in
creased dangers of proliferation and en
vironmental hazards. 

FOOD STAMPS 

The Senate passed April 8 a moderate 
food stamp reform bill which limited food 
stamps to households with less than 
$8,1 00 income and set standard deduc
tions of $1 00 for all households, plus extra 
deductions for the elderly and working poor 
(S. Vote 11). 

In meetings of the House Agriculture 
Committee, food stamp supporters and op
ponents stalemated, reporting out a bill 
Aug. 1 0 that is satisfactory to few on either 
side. The scaled-down committee bill, H.R. 
1 3613, is estimated to be within current 
program costs. This bill is pending on the 
House floor. (Write for G-52.) The House 
previously rejected efforts to cut back food 
stamp appropriations. (H. Vote 11) 

JOBS 

The First Budget Resolution provided 
both the House and the Senate an oppor
tunity to place high priority on providing 
jobs for the seven million unemployed per
sons in the U.S. 

The House Bu'dget Committee included 
$50 million in startup funds in the First 
Budget Resolution for any full employment 
legislation which is passed prior to Octo
ber, 1977. A motion by Rep. Ronald 
Sarasin CT to delete these funds was de
feated 177-206 on Apr. 29 (H. Vote 12). 
This vote shows that only a narrow ma
jority, one which has not increased since 
April, was ready at that time to consider 
seriously far-ranging jobs legislation such 
as H.R. 50, the Hawkins-Humphrey bill. 

Sen. Edward Kennedy MA proposed a 
$3.2 billion amendment to the Budget 
Resolution which would have doubled the 
number of public service jobs from 300,-
000 to 600,000 and also would have in
creased various health programs. As Sen. 
Alan Cranston CA noted, the Budget 
Resolution "fails to deal sufficiently with 
the immediate. desperate need to get 
millions of unemployed workers back to 
work," and thus the Senate, "failed ... its 
responsibility [of] allocating Federal spend
ing in accord with an appropriate set of na
tional priorities." (S. Vote 12) The amend
ment was defeated 27-58. 

REVENUE-SHARING 

The House voted 361-35 on June 10 for 
a 45-month extension of revenue-sharing, 
a program of federal financial assistance to 
state and local governments. The program 
would disburse $6.65 billion each year. The 
House-passed bill includes improvements 
in the citizens' participation and anti-dis
crimination provisions of revenue-sharing. 
A substitute containing more improve
ments of the revenue-sharing program was 
defeated 1 72-233 (H. Vote 15). 

z 
0 

~ 
(/) 

fa 
_J 

_J 

~~ 

FCNL CONTRIBUTORS NEWSLETTER SERVICE 
SUPPORT FCNL's Washington lobbying efforts with a contribution 
of $10.00 .or more ($5.00 for those on limited incomes) and receive 
eleven issues of the FCNL Washington Newsletter annually. It 
includes • Federal Budget Analysis • State Congressional Delegations 
with Committee Assignments • Record of Key Votes. 
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CONTRIBUTORS may receive FCNL's Congressional testimony, 
participate in the FCNL District Contact Program and receive special 
action mailings. Additionally, upon request, they may obtain single 
copies without charge of FCNL Policy Statements, staff studies and 
other materials announced for distribution in the newsletter. 

Complete and mail with your contribution to: 
FRIENDS COMMITTEE ON NATIONAL LEGISLATION 

245 Second Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20002 

N~e 
(Please~~r~in~t~)-----------------------------------------------

Address __________________________________________ ___ 

City State _____ Zip---------
Contributions are not deductible for income tax purposes. 
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D.C. REPRESENTATION IN CONGRESS 

The House failed to obtain the 2/3 ma
jority needed to adopt a constitutional 
amendment to give voting representation 
to the District of Columbia in both the 
House and Senate. This constitutional 
amendment was viewed as a civil rights 
issue (H. Vote 1 0). As co-sponsor Rep. 
John Buchanan AL, who is also a minister 
to an inter-racial congregation in the Dis
trict of Columbia, stated, "One cannot say 
that the 750,000 persons who reside in the 
District of Columbia ... fully participate in 
the rights of American citizenship until they 
are represented in both of the houses of 
this bicameral body." 

DAY CARE STANDARDS 

Congress passed a $1 25 million Day 
Care Standards Act to help day care cen
ters meet the strict staff-children ratios 
which went into effect February, 1976. The 
President vetoed the bill on April 6 because 
he believed the new regulations were an 
excessive federal interference in local 
affairs. and he noted also the unfavorable 
budgetary impact of the $125 million price 
tag. The House overrode the veto 301-1 01 
on May 4. but the Senate sustained 60-34 
(S. Vote 15). A compromise bill which 
would postpone the standards for a year 
was signed by President Ford on Sept. 7. 

AMERICAN INDIANS 

Few recorded votes have been taken on 
Indian legislation during the 94th Congress. 
The Pueblo Lands bill, repealing an earlier 
act which gave New Mexico condemnation 
rights over certain pueblos, passed without 
a recorded vote. The Indian health bill, 
unanimously passed in the Senate (May, 
1975), passed the House with a vote of 
31 0 to 9. Significant increases and policy 
mandates regarding Indian programs came 
through Appropriations Committees, 
showing a greater sensitivity by the 94th 
Congress to Indian needs. 

THE FRIENDS COMMITTEE ON NATIONAL 
LEGISLATION includes Friends appointed 
by 22 Friends Yearly Meetings and by 10 
other Friends organizations in the United 
States. Expressions of views in the FCNL 
WASHINGTON NEWSLETTER are guided 
by the Statement of Policy prepared and 
approved by the Committee. Seeking to 
follow the readings of the Spirit. the FCNL 
speaks for itself and for like-minded 
Friends. No organization can speak offi
cially for the Religious Society of Friends. 
FCNL WASHINGTON NEWSLETTER. 
Contributors to this Newsletter. other than 
the Members of Congress. without whom 
we could not have presented the material at 
all, include: Volunteers Chris Moore. Mat
thew Stadler, Steve Patrica, Nancy 
Schauffler, Nancy Yinger. Interns Sylvia 
Bronner. Larry Newlin, Ruth Anderson, 
William Guthe, Steve McNeil. Legislative 
Assistants Steve W. Angell, Tim Atwater, 
and Diana Payne. Regular FCNL Staff Ed
ward Snyder, Frances Neely, Nick Block, 
Jean Conway, Sharon Martin, Evelyn 
Bradshaw. 245 Second St., N.E .. Washing
ton, D.C. 20002. Subscription price $1 0.00 
per year. Published monthly except August. 
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