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THE VHITE LOUSE

TO THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES:

In accordance witn the Imboundment Control Act of 197L,
I herewlth propose rescission of %250,000 provided in the
Second Supplemental Appropriations Act, 1976, for esteblish-
ment of the O0ffice of Drug Abuse Policy (ODAP) in the
Executive Office of the President. When I signed into
law P.L. S4-237, the Drug Abuse Office and Treatment Act
Amendments of 1976 which extended necessary appropriation
authorizations for Fecderal drug abuse prevention and treat.-
ment programs, I expressed my opposition to establishing
ODAP. I stated that "I thoroughly agree with the position
of the Congress on the importance of a well coordinated
Federal drug abuse program. I have consistently held.
however, that such coordination can best be carried out
by existing departments end agencles, without an acditional
agency for that purpose.” Accordingly, I ar recommnending to
the Congress that it rescind the ;250.000 appropriated for
ODAP.

This new Office is a relatively mincor item in terms of
dollars and staff size. ''he Director of ODAP is to -male
recommendations to the President with respect to . . . cdrug
abuse functions and . . . (to) coordinate the performance
of such functions by Federal departments and agenciles.:
ODAP represents an unnecessary expense for the taxnayer and
2dds to the Federal bureauvcracy. TFurthermore, I belleve
the establishment of this Office 1s &an encroachment on my
responsibilities as Chief Executlve to organize the Executive
Office of the Presicent to carry out, as effectively as
vossible, the programs anc¢ laws which are established by
Congress.

Since I have taken office, it has been my consistent
objJective to »nlace the responsitillity for governmental action
with the Cabinet officers and their respective agencles. The
Office of Druz Abuse Policy flies in the face of thils
obJective, and adds to the bureaucracy z recdundant layer that
will have no direct managrement responsibilities. The drug
abuse area -~ including treatment. enforcement. and inter-
national narcotics control - alrecady has the necessary
coordinating mechanisms and resources to accomplish its
objectives. Likewise, I already have Cablnet officers,
agency heads, and others fto provide me advice on drug abuse
matters. I co not need enother Office with two officials
with salaries of 542,000 (ODAF Director) and 532,900 (CDAP
Deputy Director) to duplicate their work. TLastly, the annual
preparation of the budget providez an effective »nrocess for
identiflcation and resolution of Executive Zranch policy
issues.

The attached chart disnlays the following coordinating
mechanisms that already exist for Federal drug asbuse treatrent,
law enforcement, and international activities:

Domestic Council
- Drug Abuse Cabinet Committees

~--  National Security Council

= Cfflce of llanagement anc Budget
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The Cabinet Committees will =ssure tha® verious Feleral
agencies’ efforts are integratcd into an eff.ctive overecll
program but will keen resvoniibi v for specific progran
management with the cpproprinte agencies, Ulie Congressional
committees can call upon the heads of the Cabinet Committees
or agencles with c¢rug ehuse responsibilities to testify
concerning ny Admlnistratwoﬂ‘c nolicles wvhensver there 1s
a need. I see no need for one riore drug abuse spokesperson.
[}

Administration Drug Abuse Initiatives to date. “urlng
my Administration, the followlﬁo initiatives have veen take
demonstrating the priority I have placed on drug abuse:

-= I launched & complete review of Federal crug abuse
policies, anc then endorsed the resultant Uhite
Paper on Drug Abuse.

-~ I have requestec funding for fiscal year 1977
totaling over 2780 nillion for TFecderal drug abuse
prograns to maintain existing programs and to
implement the major recommencations of the ihite
Paper, e.g., additional cormrnwunity treatment
capaclty and better targeting of law enforcenient
efforts at high level traffickers.

«- 1 have met with the heads of the grovernments of
Turkey, lMexico and Colorbia to strengthen and
imDrove our international druvg abuse efforts.

« I transmitted a crug abuse message to the Congress
on April 27. 176, thich ineluded, aisong others,
proposalo for strengthening law enforcenent
efforts.

The Cabinet officers have placed nrioritv attention
on strengthening their drug sbuse organizations.

Future Actions. 'y Acdministration plans to strengthen
its efforts a2gainst the drug abuse problemn.

.« The Cabinet Committee for Drug Law Inforcement
has held its first reeting and the Cabinet
Committee on Drug Abuse Prevention, Treatment.
and Denhabilitation will be fully operational
within a month. The Office of Management and
Budget end the agencles involved will provide the
necessary supnort to the Cabinet Committees.

~=  Qver the next month, Cabinet officers will
contact the Congressional committees with drug
abuse responsibilities to discuss the agenda
from the Ceabinet Comnittees.

- The apgencies affected by the recommendations of
the White Paner will provicde re with a full
status report when they submnit their budget
requests for fiscal year 1078 this Sepntember.

In summary, the Office of Drug Abuse Policy is an
example of unnecessary growth in the Federal bureaucracy,
and should not be establishec¢. Tt is the responsibilility
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of public officlals to guard against the ylrairizte‘sginr
inefficient use of public funds. I am, therefore, asking

that the Congress rescind the funds for the 0ffice of Drug
Abuse Policy.

The details of the proposed rescission are contalnecd
in the attached report.

GERALD R. FORD

THE YHITE HOUSE,
July 1, 1976





