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‘ FEDERAL pUTL&&S IN FISGAL 1976: A COMPARISON OF METROPOLITAN AND NONMETROPOLITAN
‘ ARBAS. .By J., Norman Reid, W. Maureen Godsey, and Fred K. Hines; Ecqgpomlc Development
Diviston; Economics, Statistics, and -Cooperatives Service; U.S. Depaftmdnt of
sfgriculture. Rural Development Research Report No. 1. o .

. . - .
. . “
- N . . “

. P . ,/(". g

-7 . oo ' ABSTRACT ' R

of the $385.2 billion in Federal éovernment,outlaysjreportéd,by the Commynity

Sérvices Administration for fiscal 1976, $314.5 billion can be trdced.,to individual
rcounties. Over 76 percent of these outlays were made in metropolitdn counties.. Since
‘ /f;the population. in metropolitan counties in 1975 comprised 72.8 percent of the U.S.
_ total, per capita Federal outlays were higher in metropalitan areas ($1,555) than in
© . nonmetropolitan areas ($1,271). Regionally, per capita outlays were highest in the
‘West ($1,887) and South ($1,599) and below average in %he Northeastern ($1,323) and-,
Nogth Central ($1,192) regions. For all regions, per capita outlays were highest in.
declining metropolitan counties and lowest 1in growing nonmetropolitan counties. -
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: »This study analyzes data on Feéderal outlays in metropolitan and nonmetropolitan’
counties- for' fiscal 1376. While it -is the first such report to be published by the
Economics, Statistics, and Cooperatives Service, similar reports have been available
for a number of years. These earlier reports, for which Fred K. Hines had primary

- tesponsibility, were issued as Presidential reports to the Congress on thé avail-
ability of Government services to rura) America. o

‘The present analysis 1is heavtly/influenced by those preceding reports and"
- follows them closely in.both content and:-format. It includes nearly all the programs
reported ‘previously and employs .a'ssimilar scheme for “classifying programs according
to function. Some additions and clarifications, however, have been introduced, and

are d;sthSed beginning’ on page 6, Other limitations of the outlays statistics Q
which’affectlboth this* and edrlier reports are djscussed beginning on page 3. Y’
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Of the total -Federal outlays for nearly 700 selected Government programs during
fiscal 1976, the largest share (76 percent) accrued to metropolitan counties, whose
1975 populatlon comprised 72.8 percent of the U. S. total. Per capita Federal outlays
during fiscal 1976 were therefore high&r in metropolitan areas ($1,555) than nonmetro-
politan areas ($1,271). The report examines ,the distributioh of fiscal 1976 Fede;al
outlays between metropolitan and. nonmetropolitan countiés for thése’ 700aprograms, ]
totaling $314..5 billion or.81.6 percent of the total outlayqtfor that year. . S

—a

The % port gfbﬁps Federal - outlays i}@o ‘seven maj or program area categories
human resource development, housing, community.and industrial development, agriculture
and\natural resources, defense and space, justice and Zaw enforcement, and general
funckions and;. Government administration. In ‘all but two program area ‘categories——
community and industrial development and agriculture and naturial resources—-per
capita outlays in metropolitan areas exceeded outlays in nonmetropolitan areas. A
total of $239.6 billion went to metropolitan areas, while nonmetropolitan areas

received $74 9 billion.

.

LR ) l
‘ Regionally, per capita outlays were highest in the West ($1 887) and lowest in

the North Central region ($1,192) . The Northeast pecelved the pighest level of
Outlays for human resource development ($813), but only half the U.S. average for,
housing and one-fourth the U.S. average for agriculture and natural resoquggw The
North Central region ha ess than the U.S. average. in every program area category,
but especially in defense and space programs, and human resource development outlays.
The South received the second highest level §f Feder'al outlays ($1,599). Per capi(g

v outlays for community and industrial development, justice and law enforcement, and
general functions and Government administra€ion were highest in the Southern. Stateg .
.The West received tRe highest level of per capita outlays for housing, #griculture v
and natural resources, and defense and space; in these program areas, the West ‘almost

doubled the U.S. average.

" . When counties were groupiﬁ\by recent (1970-75) population change, per capita

outlays were highest in declining metropolitan counties and lowest. in g ing
 nonmetropolitan counties. Outlays for many of the program areas Avere ngg higher on
" a per capita basis in declining metropolitan counties than in an other unty group.

Per capita‘pﬁtlays for housing were high in growing counties both inside and outside

Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas (SMSA’s), but almost twice as high 1ip the

metropolitan growing qunties‘as'in nonmetropolitan growing counties.

Per capita outlays for agriculture and natural- ‘resources -accrued heavily to
declining nonmetropolitan counties, where they were nearly two-thirds higher than in
growing nonmetropolitan counties, and three times the U.S. average. Per capita
outlays for community and industrial development were high in both metropolitan “and

nonmetropolitan declining counties, but substantially above average in growing -
nonmetropolitan counties as well. . v
L]
. 1 ,
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S T * _ INTRODUCTION

~ Govermment services in the United States ar rovided through a highly complex
network of organizations. . Although services are’ administered at three general levels-
Federal, State, and”local--jit—is at the local sdevel ﬁhat the greatest complexity
occurs, with the number independent 'local governments providing public, services-.
now exceeding 80,000. 1/ In many places, private institutions provide.and fina
‘services which are elsewhere taken care of by governments. Elementary and sec dar
educatjgn is a case in point, byt by no means the only such instance. 2/ S

- 1

* Because .of . the difficulties of measuring local services, the customary approach
is to examine levels of public spending in each area and to use this as evidence of
. the availability ofigbvernmental services. This is the approach dopted in this
report which uses st#tistics.on outlays by the Federal Governmerdt in each.of the
Nation’s counties or equivalent -areas . 1t compares the distribution, of Federal
,outlays between metropolitan and nonmetropdlitan areas for fiscal 1916. o
‘A complete’ study of Iocal public séivices would include both an inventory of
local service. programs and measurements of .the quantity and quality of each service.
Obtaining the information necessary fﬁr such a study means faging a number of ) '
LS - fe '

o -

L4 .

. (. N ’ . .

< . /e . . e
- } . ) . . '

. T Y )

, *J Norman Reid is social science. analyst, and W. Maureen ‘Godsey and Fred-K‘“Hines
are economists with the Ecdnomics, Statisxics, anmd C00peratives Service U.S.
Department of Agriculture. : SN . ) T

. d' v x
] .

)

'

1/ The 80,120 independent 1 a&_governmentskidentified in 1977 were divided as
follows. counties, 3,042; municipalities, 18,856; townships, Me,822; school
dist(icts, 15,260; and speciéé purpose districts, 26,140. U.S. Bureau of the Census,
1977 Census of Governments, Pieliminary Report No. 1, Governmental Units in 1977.
(Washington:_ U S Government,Printing Office, 1977.) ¢

v £ : .

2/ Private elementary ‘and secondary,school enrollments varied from a high of 17 8
pércent {New York) to a low of 1.2 percent (Alaska) during the 1971-72 school year ,
with more than half the States haying private school enrollmemgs exceeding 8 pergent.
U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, National Ceniter for Education
Statistics, Statistics of State School Systems 1971-72. (Washington: U. S. - f,

Government Printing Ofsz 1975 ) o L
B ~ L ) v :
X v

N
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* difficulties. Since there is no‘complete inventory of public p:ograms eVen at the oA
Federal level, 3/ it would be necessary to assemble one--an effort which.would be .
ery costly. ': : . N . .
£ e * 4 . s - )
But even if adéquate resources for such a task were available, there are a
 number of technical barriers-as well. Desp te recent rovements in the methepds for ™
: : measuring and evaltating public services, A/ these tech ques ‘are still often
o relatively crude. While some services are provided in units which are easily mea—'
sured, such as the numbe of homes with telephones, other .conc pts——such as the
adequacy of recreational acilities——are not®sg easily define In still opher
cases, services are proyided in well-defined units, but benefits spill -over local
boundaries.apd-go far beyond the area where the service is provided; the Interstate
Highway Syst m s one example. ; : )

~

MEASURING THE AVAILABILITY OF GOVERNMENT SERVICES
L " i ’ : . 8 ) ) '
' Using. Federal Uutlays'Dag§ Lo Meadure Service Availability

5 e

Federal outlays data are not a completely adequate measure of’ Goqﬁrnmenc servlces.v
This is true first of all Because spending levels result from a number of factors .
including not only the: quantity. of services - provided but also -their quality,.local
variations in their costs, and: differences in their exact. nature. -As a result, .
spending levels do not accurately reflect the extent to. which citizens have access to

public services.. ' . X . ¢ R | .
-z o . oo ' '
Second, data on Federal Government spending ‘excludes progf ms financed by State N~
N and . local governments and private organizations. State and local governments are o /

important providers of local publtc services, accounting for“$8 percent of direct
-gemeral expenditures for nondefense domestic functions in fiscal 1976. How&ver, dat§
. on spending by these governments are difficult to obtain. Statistics on local
government spending in county areaslof thle Undted States are gathered comprehen- /
sively only once‘every 5 years by the Census Bureaui 5/. Comparable statistics for’ }/
State ‘government eXpenditures,in local areag are not available on a.nationwide basis.
'In Yaddition, no single data source 1is available wﬁich ne{orts sppdging on public /
gseyvices by privaté and quasihpublic organizations. As a result, the analysis of/
Federal expenditures provides only a partial picture of the availability of services

/

in local areas. > . . . /
. . . ) ey

3

Com, M
N . . /

It is also beobming'increasingly clear that Federal. polic:js toward local/areas

are ngot fully reflected in expenditure totals. Many policies e implemented by
’ mean;:af regulatory decisions-which may not require significant expenditures of , ~
. ) . ; /! ™~
- . ) . : . //
r ' > T - S
w . Q' . L : ) \ - . ’ // '

P
3/ The Catalo%@of Federal Domesfic Assistance prepared annually by the U.S. Office.
of Management and /Budget 1is very helpful, but as a comprehensive and/authoritative
listing of Federal programs it has ‘a number of shortcomings.
) . . .“. R
»4/ Many of these advances are reported and discussed in U.S. Senate, Committ&e 2
€. Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, National Conference on Nonmetropolitan Coémmunity .
~ Services Research. Committee print. *95th Cong., lst Sess. (1977) X - . )
: ./ / ¢ : ’ .
5/ Data from the 1977 Census of Governmen 8 will be availabl in 1979. Annugl .
' general revenue/sharing funds (counties, 4
a are also available. : -

data on ‘spending by governments eligible f
é& municipalities, and townships, for the most
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The Federal Outlays is the only comprehensive series of county-level data on the

‘ . o ‘ * ’ ) L "’ : ;
funds.  Thus, a complete analysis of geographié\vari;;¥pﬂs in policy would neeY to
take regu¥atory actions and”other policies such as "tak expenditures" into' acco nt. 6/

S Fidklly, i§ s not'éltogetherAclear in-some cases just how figures on Feder
expenditures .should be interpreted. _Prdgqams vary widely {p'the extent -to which
their benefits are locglized; while-services such as housing or community development

-~ assistance can only be enjoyed in a speéific place, others, like pational defense or

“health research, have benefits wh'ich are broadl¥y distributed throughout ‘the populationl :

Even when a‘ptogramf%{benefits can be traced to local areas:such as’ counties, there
ma¥y often be significdnt variations from place to place within the county which will
be obscured by count’y'wide totals. . : " o

Advantages of the Qutlays Data

2

% . .
S ‘l_ v i v \ :
This repokt employs data from the Federal ©utlays published by the Community

Services Administration (formerly the Office of Economic Opportunity). 7/ "The Federal

outlays statistics have two primary advantages. First, these annual reports are
relatively comprehensive.: They list most Federal Government, expenditures; including
both direct spending and grants-in-aid, and.certain nonspending programs such as
loans. The data are reported for the entire United States and its territories.
Second, the{repbrts aﬁg~highly detailed. Total outlays are r:eorted for each of more
than <1,300 program cdategories. The ‘reports include.detail for® each cougty or
equivalent area in the United States and also for cities with over. 25,000 population.

* Federal Government’s spending. :
‘. v - ot -

l

Liﬁitations'of the Qutlays Bata

-

Despite their value, the Federal outlays data suffer, from several limitations
which seriously restrict their usefulness. These relate tog (1) inadequacies in the
€stimation methods used to obtain county-level spending data; (2) the difficulty of
identifying the individual program categories listed in the outlays reports; aad (3).
;problems.of accé ag}ng year-to-year changes in the outlays reports and in Federal
rograms themselves when attempting to compare Federal spending over time. 8/

] ' o o .

- < : -
§/'Recent1y, attention-has been focised on -the geographic dfstribution ofvbenefits
thiough the nation’s tax policies——kdbq;aas tax expenditures. See~U.S. Senate, .
mmittee on the Budget, Tax Expenditur®g:- Compendium of Background Material on.-
Individual Provisions. 94th _Cong., 2nd Sess..(1976). For a study {llustrating the
possible geographic effects Of one provision, see Thomas A. Carlin, Impact of Earned
Income Tax Credit: A Simulation of Tax Year 1976. AER-336. (Washingiqe: Economic
Research Service, U.Ss Department of Agricufture, June 1976.) ~
[y

.<;( ) ' ' .., . ;~Z | ‘- . f ' . | . //

7/ The Federal Ouilays data are published in one national summé;y vo ume.wifh

State*level totals and Separate State<volumes containing data on Lederal spgnding by

program i gh county and large city. The répdrts are available from the National

Technicél;lnformation Service (NTIS), 5285 Port,Royal Rd.,.Springfiel‘, Va. 22161
- . 3

1 8/ This discussion is drawn from Fred K. Hines and J. Norman Rei}\ "Using

3§flaya Data to Meagyre Program Equity: Opportunities and Limitations," American

deral,w

' urnal ofs ricultural Eco omics,'Sg (December 1977), 1013-19. "The issues are. \f
'vﬁiscussqd in greater detailiin 4. Norman Reid, "Understanding Federal Programs: The
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Estimation Methods -fvl . : A:; ‘o ’ E ,g‘.

- ' Although Federah/butlays reports spending totals in each county and'larger city,
' over two-thirds (71.8 petcent) of fiscal 1976 dollars reported at those geographic
levels repres t“estimates rather than ac ual expenditure figures. In manygcases,
d es. involve -a pro rata -of. State _spending totals among the State’s cities-
Wy areas{ A number of pro rata techniques are uBed; these vary considerablyu.
ir sophistication and probable effeét on research conclusions. Of those
programs‘for which' county details are estimated, more thag half--with- about 49 percenr
{.~ ‘of total 1976 outlays——involve pro_rata methods- reliable enough that thé data' can be’
used with ‘some’ confidence. The larges f these programs provide benefit payments to
i ividuals; estimated ¢ ungy-lele oufggys are based on the size of the target
' lation: resfding in each area. While these methods are reasonab]y accurate when
A making aggregate-level’ comparisons guch as between metropolitan and nonmetropolitah
' -areas, any more demanding use of the figures ‘should be made with caution.

. 'On the other hand, a number of program categories involving nearly a. quarter of
total fiscal 1976 qQutlays are not rgliably prorated to the county level. - Of these
programs, the most important group--with at least 72 péograms and §55 billion 9/ —-
involves both grant .and ‘contractual spending programs for which the county-level

- spending 1s unknown'and for which no estimates were made. Chief among these are the
defense contracting programs; expenditures under these. are usually, reported at the
locatiom of the prime contractor and are not traced to the locations- of’ subcontractots,
where the contracts dre ultimately fulfilled. Also important are formula grants to
Statgs, which may be recg}ded in the State’s capital county or ip its .largest city
and not .tracked to “their [eventual disposition in various parts of the State.

In general, the Sta totals shown, in the out]ays reports ‘are represented as
accurate, and the estima?ﬁng thethods should not affect ‘canclusions based on State-
level data. Analyses based on county-levbiwgata, however, must address the data
quality igsue if they are to avoid errors. RS {

-

'Identiinng Program;Categories /

J : .

The ‘more than 1, 300 program categories contained in.the Federal outlays reports
are identified by the name of the agency which ,administers them and by a short
descriptive title. Unfortunately, this information is often an ingufjicient guide to
’ the nature of each prdgram’s activities .and does not adequately distinguish between
YI simi]arly titled pr€grams. o ] .

One of the r t major 1 provements in the Federal outlays reports ‘came about
when many.of ‘the ouffays categories were identified with the program “{dentification’
numbers appearing in the #3talog of: Federal Domesticgéssistance. The“catalog
describes the main ¢haracteristics. of over' 1,000 Federal aid programs, including most:

. Federal grants-in-aid, and can-be very useful in’ research dealing with Federal - e
“programs. Wheré the outlays’ ptogram categories are. cross-referenced with the catalog,

the ﬁgrk of unraveling ;he maze of’ Fed%ral programs is é?sed consiﬁerably.

i )
e .
. However, the cata]og was designéd to help State and lo overnments identify
aid programs for which theéy are eligible and is not maintaiZid as, 'a comprehensive
c]assification of Federal. spending/programs- 'As a resu]t, the catalog&omits many of . .

- T ¥ S ¢
/" These figuses are based on the state ents about’bro rata methods given in the
Federd’ Outlays. 1In addition, there appe to be some programs witzucounty-level

data which are inaccurate but which are “mot identified as such in the outlays’ reports.
Thus, this probably understates the percentage‘%; data which are ina)equate. : \

dt
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‘more diffiCult. f; -

v,

‘O ‘The identification of outlays program categories is further hindered by changes
An the way programs are :defined :from one issue of ; the catalog to the next, by changes
in the program identification numbers, and by a lack of full.coordination between the

e catalog and .the outlays reports. As a. result the catalog 1s' not as usef “as it
could be in coqjunction with the Federil outlays data.; e W

@ -
. Lo T
: * PR <

’ Using 0utlays Data in Time Series Anafyses O .F2f~;’_f R ],, e
One of the chief potential benefits of annual data series such ‘as the Federal
Outlays is the ability to evaluate shifts 1in- the patterns of- spending. There arev' ‘ o
several dbstacles to using-the: Federal . outlgys data for~this sert: of analysis, though .
they are by no means insurmountable. ‘A- ‘maj or barrier to analyzing ‘a Bpecific fune- = -, .
.tional area is ‘the d; ficulty of: identifying sets of equivalent programs ‘at two ‘or ’
more pOints in time. nstant changes:in Federal ‘polic’y as new programs-are created-
and old ones consoiidat a mqjor frhstration in such analysgs, .
especially if the studyr f‘mqjor transition 1o Federal policies. .
~_ The task of trac;ng«cha 4p cies could be considerably easedwby an -~ .
o improved‘Catalog of Fed al Domestic Assistance.. .fVI«, P P R

Programs Inc_,ludedMu » o gyf'~b-”“f—_7} : ﬁ(’
7 W

Of the $362 8 billion in outlays reported f?4 fiscal 1976,‘some 81.6 gercent (og
7 $314.5 billion) are‘included in this report. 10/ .The. r aining $49.3 billion were‘.
@;}omitted for seyeral reasons. o : ,

- '4,‘ O . ,-‘r’“ ’ f‘,‘ »

Sy

of ptograms invg‘ g by far the largest outIays were‘

e not valid enoigh to support conclusions-about spending
~1a metropolitan “and nonmetr politan areas. [ Two prog;@ms——interest on the" public debt
($27 .2'bil1lion}- and' civii sefvice retireme and’ disabiliey benefits ($8.3 billion)-— .
".actount for-the bulk of s in this categ ry., ‘County-level -data for. these: programs _ﬁ"ﬁ
‘‘wWere ;estimated on -a-pér capita basis, a method which: is insufficient to. support valid ‘

ff research conclgsions. . However, because of “their policy importance, the omission of’

ny.smaller pyograms’ is more. significant for this report.v One m#jor group oF these
programs involwes ‘formula grants.-to States. for which the. total a_0unt is” reported \
only for the capitaf or other' large city within ‘the State and. £6r’ which the: ultimate '

' distribution Petween county: ‘areas is unknown. - These programs acre, especially important v

gince many §f. them proy ides support “for. local eublic services. - Gertain - ‘other’ programs

are omit(ed because’their. county—level totals were estimated on a pe’,capita basis or
-by some ‘Bther unsuitable technique- - vafﬁ SRR L : o
| W /. Bk a - k .

‘ Firstb a large numbe‘
deleted because the data W

' ot number of ‘other programs were glso omitted beC%use they not considered to
reflect the- wide distribution of ‘déjpestic” policy efforts. In Yeneral, 5
progra '_ : K: ) tions foreigrypolicy were excluded, as were -research: @

s not directlyqfe}ated to local services. Several programs .

o ] .
10/ These total nclude both cash. putlays and “indirect,Eederal.support" (called .
CMinfl ence of Federal activities" in previcus Federal’ outlays reports). ~The Jlatter ' .
.inc1fdés the value afddonated Federal property and ‘the amounts of’federally {gRaranteed
- or Yasured loans. Wﬁile~these kinds of programs 'do not involye Federal spending in i
local areas, they ares of interest Because” they indicate the ié%%ibution of Federal/
" program effort and are included for 'this reason. . ¢

. L .. | 5\ / _¢ '/.
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which involve spénding in only one or a few counties were also excluded, as were most T
programs with "less thah $50,000 in- 1976 outlays " The -ofilssion of these programs
.should not have much'eﬁﬁect on conclusions about the distribution of Federal emphasis
" between - areas. . S e . ' L s TS : : .
. ro o 4 ‘ I - : : e

The report includes one major group of prograds——Department of Defense contracts
(342 «9 btllion)--for.which* reliable: county—level data .are not available. Military
contracts are reported . to the county where the.prime contractor is located even . s
though many of these dollars are subsequently passed on.to subcontractors headquar-,
tered in-other counties or even in .other States.’ Existing evidence: '18 mixed as- to
‘whether the ultimate distributiqn of these funds 48 more or less geographically
'oconcentrated than the prime contract awards-, 'As a -result, the effect of including .
* ‘these’ programs id not clear.” However, the ‘programs are rgported here because of their : =

'

,importance to the’ l patternvof Federal spending -and the health of local edonomies."
P : . . Program Area Categories JE L Lo h
- s - - . : : ' ' :

o This report divides the outlays programs into Seven maj or program area catego-v }

{ ries..JSeveral’of theseqprogram areas have ‘been further divided into individual )
functions. while the data are much easier tor analyze when presented in such group— b
1ngs;y any such categorizatﬂon is necessarily gomevhat. arbitrary and may thus ;contri-
-bute to misinterpretation.- From the informatiOn available bout each program——in -
many cagses no ‘more than a. cryptic title——it ‘1s o@zen diffigplt go determine the nature
of a program‘s activlties. While helpful in some’ cases, the Catblog of Federal .
Domestic Assistance. does’ pot suf fice-to identify the .conte t.of- all ‘outlays’ programs.’
Even :when. the nature,of a- program s activities can be idengitied, the most appropriate "

clasqi:;;ation for,that program is not always evident. This is true' -especially when

the p ram embrdces two ‘or more program areas, such as health education or medical

training In addition, apme programs were forced into broad categories in® order to

. keep’ the number of program clagsifications low. As a tesult, the. classification ’
. scheme’ employed will not.necessarily agree with.classifications that have appeared
g elsewhere-. The data for al¥ ind}vidual programs used 1in compiling this report are

shown in~ appendix wables l—7. ) . .
. ' ) /.",4 s ,~ ‘o, “5 - : . . -
: . e ' ‘ ) ' . LA S e
” o - B Comparison Wwith Previous Reﬁb{ts C . DR %ﬂ
AR = . -

ve This report provides data previously reported in annual Presidential reports on
Government services to rural Aﬂerica. Because these reports are the only regular’ .
“source of information about -the distribution of Federal spending between metropolitan -
and ngnmetropolitan- reas, comparisons- between the distribution of funds.in 1976 ‘and
earlier ‘years will newitably be attempted.. While the report. follows the general
format pf those. which precededd 1t, a few" changes need to: be identifiéd. The classi—/- _
ficatioﬁﬁof 3,097 counties or equivalent areas into metropolitan or nonmetropolitan <i;"

s categories foliows the identical scheme used since the fourth annual report, which . o
'reported fiscal l972 out1fys. 11/ » ' - - .

v

“For . the most P rt the system .of classifying programs according to function '
also remains the%game ‘though some changes. have EEEE‘inptituted. - Two new. program "
categories-— justice and law enforcement" and "general functions and Goxs;:ment

Y Bd

11/ The most recent such report is U S President, Seventh Annual Repor f the-
President to the’ Congress on Sovernment Services to Rural America. Houseigbc No.
95-51. 95th Cong., 1lst Sess. (1977 .- The tepfold classification éystem explained-

" in Fred K. Hines/, David. L. Brown and John M. -Zimmer, Social and Economic tharacteris-
tics of the Population in Metro and Nonmetro:Counties, 1970, . AER-272. Washington:
Economic‘Reaearch Seﬁvice, U.S. '@epartment of Agriculture, March 1975.

» L .
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d of programs not included in previous reports. * One new function—-environ—}

protection--has been identified within the "community and industrial -
development'ﬁprogram area; it 1is composed partly of programs previously classified .in
the "community. development" function and partly of programs not: previously reported.

administration'-=have been added. With a few exceptions, these categories are
compo?z

* The "transportation" function has been expanded from its earlier focus on highways to

include programs emphasizing other modes of transportation as well. Both the
"agriculture and ‘natural resources" category and the functions into which it is
divided underwent some definitional changes.in order to accommodate the diverse array
of programs encompdssed. A limited number of programs were reclassified f;om one
function to another where this was deemed appropriate. )

The primary difference between this and former reports 1is in uhe scope of
programs included. This report adds about 400 outlays program categories to the 275
contained in the previous Presidential report. 12/ For the most part, the new
programs involve direct Federal Government operations rather than assistance' to State

2.

% and local gdverngents. A‘number of programs reﬁlecting Federal administrative and }°

#

~

procurement” expenses have also been 1ncluded.
, &R :
These alterations in gontent and structure reflect an attempt to keep the report
current with the continliing changes in Federal policy. The additions were e in .-
Tesponse tb increasing req ts for greater reporting detail and the fact At these
data are not available from'dny other source on a metropolitan-nonmetropolitan basis.
The additional details make the report a more compléte statement on the public
sérvices supported by the Federal Government and respond to the growing interest in

™ ‘the digtribution of Federal dollars and their importance 'as a stimulus to local .

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

economied.” As a result of these changes and additions, however, this report doea<,
not correspond exactly with previous ones and care should be exercised-in comparings‘
. expe ures for each function over time. In all cases, the most valid means for
making such comparisons 1s to identify individual programs in the appendix tables

and examine changes in the distribution of program funds between years < . /

\W
DISTRIBUTION OF FEDE;RAyUTLAYS IN FISCAL 1976

-

. Metropolitan and Nonmetropolitan Distribution

The fiscal 1976 Federal outlays included in this report totaled $314.5
billior. 13/ of this total, 76. 22 percent was directed to metropolitan areas (table 2).
In 3975, metropolitan areas included a slightly smaller share (72.8 percent) of
the total U.S. population (table 1). A8 a result the level of outlays per capita was
higher in metropolitan areas (81, 555) than in nonmetropolitan areas ($1,271).

- Over half the total outlays were for human resource development purposes .
(fig. 1) . Outlays for this function were slightly higher inside 'Standard Metropolitan

. 12/ The number of new programs included in the appendix tables will be less than

“the total number added to the report since some programs listed separately in the

Federal outlays reports have been combined in this report. .

13/ As previously explained,;not all Federal outlays are included in this analysis.
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1/ The tea=fold couaty clmification iysten 1a explained 1n Fred K,
P_pulation 1o Metro and Nommetro Counties, 1970, AER-272. Washington:

. Source: 0.5, Byreau of the Census, Censua of Population, 1970 and Current Population Reports, Series Pa6. . !

)

g » ) | S
) \ ./ ' ! . . ¢ ]
Table 1—Se1ect¢d characterinticé of counr\cs within metmpolitau and nometropolitag‘ countMQaupu 1/ T ‘ ' '
. \\‘ ' ' ) .
| 3 ; Metropolitan countids [ ’ Noumetropolitan eounties 3 !
: | | | S | S | Less | Totally. -
' | | b | . Greater | | | Urbanized | u bantzed | - fural.
P Iten | Total | Total | | . | Medium | Lesser | Total | Mia= ‘| Non= | Adjel | None | Adfe= | None
! . ) | Total | Core | Prisge | | | | cent | adfa- | cent | adjae | cent | adj-
BN —L L] | iewl Jee| e
Nuber of couaties ..-I 3097 612 e 88 R 258 19 2,48 Bl B/ s nooous o ey F
Populatiuu. 1975 | ’ ‘ .
(thousanda) ......-..!213 038.8 15A 147.2 86 0.1 5, 5255 26,790.5 4, 984 3 18,8428 58,891, -15,006.7 81256 14,198.3 16,3556 2,526.5 §,6709
«, Grovth rate, 1970-75 .| ' S : " ‘ |
. (percent) nunnnll 48 ’0'-2 2-2/ 0.6 . 5.9 6] 80 - 67 1.4 b3 i 67 5l6') 8.6 1.0 l
Population, L ) ‘ o , ‘ , " ‘ L
(thousands) «veveere]203, 21249 147,996, 84 466 §. 59,168.5 2, 296 j 46 0782 17,4533 °55,216.5 13,966.8 TEUAT 13,3074 13,598.0 2,325 4,37447 .
Pﬂ'ceﬂt of U S uul 1000 7.8 i1, 6 9.1 12 § .7 Beb n2 609 3.8 645 8.7 1l ‘ 1] |
Average per county | 65,616 241,824 482,656 1,238,6m 199,186 178,59 97,505 22,20 1,125 55,198 23,55 . 18,860 - 43 6,988 '
Growth rate, 1960~ | . ; : N - ' . . (9 v
- 1970 (pEtceu't) ""I U343 170 . ”:L 113 3.5 A1 15.4 ‘N 12!3 148 . 40 =0, 0.4 '4-4 o -
Net nigration rate, | FRE ‘ | N
1960-70 (percent) o L7 4] o080 193 45 L9 <5 Lo <52 /67\ TV I B VI |
Mediao fantly f= | ¢, . - ‘ : : : . / ' . ' ,
“cone, 1969 (doln.)l.l 9,99 10,406 11,09 10,590 1,90 9,0% 8,97 L6 8700 8,086 7,456 7096 p 6,412 6,162 “
Hedian fapily fo- | - T - ‘ , ' 3
=, cone, 1959 (dols.)| 6,211 ‘-_6,0"620 B8l 6,998 5816 WB5 . 608 5,135 4,80 S0 300 3,5
‘Crovth rate, 1950-| ) o | ’ o
6 (percent) .-..I ‘ PR W A T R N K 67 6 780 B4 618 B0 8L % 89,3
.o | b Percentaxe dintrtbution of countiea vithin group !

+ Census region: ] 7 ¢ ’ o i
Northeast nnuuul ) 163 2[07 3343 U ,3 19.0 "“ 703 N l“" 044 58 ‘545 30 200 ) 1.9 ) '
North Central Nuul / TNl SSO“I . ’25 0 ;,‘39 § 24!6 0.6 - 354 9.8 07 36 36-6 .0 62-3 I

| South sesveniviniss] Wl 90 188, BE . 4. Slb W B e 58 RO L T s T Y
! Weut unouunuul 10-5 13!1 . 2209 . 904 L 708 . 11-7 15,1 ' 13-6 21-9 N 16'8 12'6 ‘ 20'1
I ‘ : ’ \ o . I }
 Per capita fncome, | DU A
1969: | ‘ . , v o Y o
LOW" decile teaees | ’ 10 0 18 ¢ /0-0 0.0 0'0 * l‘g 304 . 12'0 106 2-2 9-9 904 o 21'5 18-5\ to
*1ud fo Sth deedle o] 40.0° B4 48 0.0 94, 18.2 96, @61 6 63 @5 BS54 9.2,
fth to 9th decile o] W00 B % S 9 W] 03 379, 6 g2 Wl e /% |
Hishqlt decile ‘“"I 10.0 3405 5606 7701 48-8 3108 16!8 ‘ 600 . 909 b . 203 25 ]3 7 5-4 " ‘[ ‘
Population, 1970 | : ' o ' 4 . !
100,000 and over vot| UL 51 64 000 86 ' 453 s 131k 90 00 00v 100 0.0 l
- 50,000 fo 99,999 40| 108 1.0 1468 00 205 94 03 EARETER B3 w0 L8 00 00
TO0,000t0 49,999 b0 182 10,0 U N | B ns 0y 185 00 L @) .4‘,'35.5 05 20 0
. 10,000 t0 24,999 .| 31 8363 0.0 800 w2 owy 0.0 L4 "5 ML B4 190

o 5,000 to 9,999 .| 1145 .9 06~ 0.0 Wig 27 56 N2 00 00 , B0 18 W By

i 2,500 tobﬂyg..-l 648 05 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 17 8.4 0 0.0 0 R T Y S
Less than L300 o] 3 0.2 G600 0.8 060 00 42 00 00 00, 00 65 1]

5 | ) 2

Hines, David L+ Brown, ind John Mo 2mmer, Social and Eeonoate Chmcteristics of the
—---v—-——-.-.—._...._,._____"_
Econonic Research Service, U, S-Ipepartlent of Agriculture, March 1975 ' 1 5 ‘
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Table 2-Percentage iatribution of Federal o ¥ program ataa, 1n netropolitan and nonmetropolitan counties,
v ‘ Lo fiscal 1976 ' ) o

3

-

= O £

19.2

RN | l - Metropolitan counties = | Nonmetropolitan counties
s T L | | I | Less | Totally
‘ \ [T [ Greater |- | | J Urbenized .| urbanized | rural
" Progtam area * | total {|Total] i | . |Medtun!®Rsger|Total|Adja-Non- |Adja= [Non- |Adja-Non=_
¥ | f | ITotall Co¥e |Fringe| | | |cent Iadja-lcent Iadja-lcent |adia=
: l I N N A |1 I leent | [Jeent]® feent
_ ) . o, g - Percentage of U,S, tdtal -

' ) . . I, . N . I “ .
Populltiou. 1 (ﬂillionl) nlooolonoull.ll 213!]0 720“ (0015 ) 27!9 1206 ' 23'0 . 808 2706 7'0 ',3,08 607 6'7 102 . 202
Human resource dévelopment: | Mil. dol. - :

+ Publig. assistance, social security, | : ‘ . | ,
rehabil{tatdon -..........-...r-.....-|112 520\? 1.7 40.6 30,4 10,2 - 22.4 8.7 28,3 7.0 3.7 6.1 7.2 1.3 2.

Health payments and services «.ieessees| 32,732.3 76.6 49,8 415 8.3 19.2 7.6 23.4 5.9.;'2.9 5.6 6.0 1.0 2.

u“clt@u ll.l...l....lll........l'll.lI 11,’062 b 72 9 39!6 30!8 8.8‘ '2306 9.7‘ 2701 6'7 (.0(. 509 607 \ 100 . 2'
- Manpower {Taining and employment , | ‘ - ) .

@portmitie! on-ooouoo-ooonﬂluu| 8,“850% ﬂ5.2 4,5 37,5 7.0 30.3 10.4 14.8 - 5.6 2010 ) 2.3 31 0.3 1.1
| ‘ .
. I - - —
Total .u..uo...o.....o.nn'ur....u|164,820-}\\.73|5 (.206 3300 9!6 2203% 806 2605 6!7 305 6|(2 6!7 1.1 2!2
Co : - - L S

- o f v t
Housing: N C noon !

Departlmt of Agticultute .ll.ll...ll..l 2.(07603 2903 702 1.) 509 12'8‘ 9.2 ‘70‘07 11.4 7.3 1744 21!9 ' 8.4

.Department of Hous{ng and Urban | K . ‘ - :

‘ Dﬂdﬂwentuo-ooo.nuttuoolloll o‘oou'OI 66685 9103 510“ 3806 12!8 . 31-8’ 3.0 '807 2!9 200 106 1!7“002 0-
* Department of Interior sseesra¥ereasees] © 13.8 25.4 10,2 6.6 " 3.6. 10.8 44 746" 7.8 13.1 1.0 2.3 2.0 18
Vetorlns! Administrltion l\l‘olllo lllo.ll'l 10 436.1 89.2 51.9 34.3 17.5 27.0 10.3 0.8 4.1 2.7 1.9 1.6 G.3 . 0,0
. L - :

/;Otll .....%.-....-n-..-a--..--...-.-l 19 594 6 82-3 A610 3106 1“05 26&8 9-“ 1707 “'6 300 3-8 412 .0-8 ‘1;3”
) . ' . | . ' : ' .
ity and industrial development: | - , - _ : _ ;

cmunity developﬂgﬁt ..Oll.l.lll.llll.l 13'09810 63&3 3201 ) 26!5 5-7 2302 709 36'7 7'1 3'9 9'5 9‘8 200 . (00

mduﬂtriﬂl developﬂﬂnt ouoo-..unnnl 2,324:2 : 6201) 33-“ 25.3 8-2 ) 190(0 } 9.2 38-0 : 6!10 5.0 8-5 1203 1.4 "

Ttampbttltion o..uon‘oooltolt.oloool'lI 9,365-3 7(002 . 43-6 ¢ 35-9 ¥ 1.7 21-8/ 8.8 25.8 (009 3-3 5!2 7.9 101 3

. Environnental protection loouoooloooo|O| “,60606 ‘80!1 (0609 t28-9 18.0 = 23.8 P 903 “19.9 1.7 2.6 3.) (003 009 1.

y . I —t ‘ ‘ Wf( . N
N Totll .OOIOII..ll..ll..l.....!...l'..l 29 39“ 6 69'3 38'2 1,2908 . 8-(0 22'6 8 5 30'7 605 306 7'1 8'6 1'5 ' 305 '
‘ o E , d
Agriculture and natural resources: | o
Agricultural assistance and cropland | : ‘ ' . L , ‘
. adjuatnent ...o....nu...uc.nn.ou.o.u.cl ) 458-5 15.0 206 1.2 _l-“ 5-1“ 1.2 '85l0 4.3 1.2 MlSo“ 3.6 . 6.2
. Agriculture and fish research and | ' , : . .
services o-IOII00l00l0000000000l'000-¢l 4,100.5 30.9 11.4 7f3 ' 4-1 13 7.8 69,1 8.1 7.7 16,3 21.4 4.3 112
Natural resources, conservation, | , . Y . ' Coa
recreation, and ‘wildlife .on..on......l 6,33 é 5201 1.5 17,3 1442 12,4 8.1 47.9 6.0 .807 6,9 15.9 5 2.9 8.5
L _\ Q : L -
[ ,
Totll on.o..ug...oo-uooo0|Oolnuun-l 8,895? [00 10 20 7 1108 -‘1809 1107 709 59!6 6!9 822 11!7 19-3 313 1003
L A , .
oo ‘ ‘ .. I
Defense and space: Co . ‘ ‘ ‘

D‘feue COR[ICCIB l.l....l..ll..ll..l"l (.,88705 87|8 59!1 X b70(. 11!8 20'7 .aoo 12!2 503 208 1'6 1-5 003 006

D‘fen’e p&yro,ll l....ll..l..l..ll'l.ll.l 6'52717 8010 31-7 2001 ¢ 11'6 3202 1600 20'0‘ 707 709 1'9 1'9 002 005

Nat1onal Aeronautics and Space Admin. .| 3,561.2 97.6 77.2 66.2 11.0  13.4 7.0 2.4 0.6 0.2 1.0 0.1 0.0 +0.6

o L ‘
v%otll llooo-llcol-OlllollO'Ooooooooool 85 976 4 8, 94 “8 1 36L4_ 11.7 *- 25,3 ‘1105 15.1 6-1‘ “'Q S L7 16 0'2' 0.6
% | ) . :
R ’ o - ' .Contiﬁued
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| — o Haal 1976‘-Cont1nued . y
T N e o : .
/- . , | Hetrqpolitan counties | Nonmetropolitan counties ‘
. Vo R P4 1 | Lless, | Totally
N X T Tt W T S L e Y e
.  Progran area | total |Total] | | IHediumlLeaaerlTotallAdja-lNon- |Adja=|Non= |Adja=|Non=
| . | |Total| Cotq lFrinsel 17 1 lcent |ada=|cent |adja-(cent |adja-,
, L ,l 1 | I L% ] Jcent | - [eeat ]  |cent

Percentage of U.S. total
A

D

Jﬁttice and laﬁ'enforcenent veeertierrnns

L

‘ . . ‘ . - ' . .
1,601.1 90,5 6], 4 66 2.8 16289 95 19 29 L3 L7 07 0.7

l

|

|

|

|

| ' |

3 ' _ |
| | o
|-

|

|

|

Genral functlons and Goversaeat aduln | 1905 900 B0 66,6 14 155 52 Sk 20 1% 03 09 0.0 05

: o — \ 3
Tot‘l .'Cl...ll"’"l!l.i'ltlllll...|316 676 3 76 2 43 9 ”.7 10'2 . 23!0 903 I23'8 6.3 4.0 5'0 50|6 0.9\ 2.0 |

| S

Note: Data shown include lewels of nev loan commitments the value of commoditfes donated and the amounta of guaranteed or insured
loans {n addition to cash outlays. See Appendix tables l ] for Iifornation on the ‘types of programs included 1n each program area

category, o \

\

Source: Community Servicéh Administratiqn. '
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Per le.ta Federal Outlays, F/scal 1976 S
SELECTED T"ROGRAMS BY; PROGRAM AREA

(Flgﬁ’ in Dollars)
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Cy ‘. . .
"Statistical Areas (8MSA’s) than outside them. 14/ The- gréatest difference occurs
for manpowex training and employment opportunities programs; per capita outlays in

zuSMSA s.were $47, compared with $21 in nonmetrOpolitan countigs (table 3).
e

. R

Defense’ﬁhd space outlays amquted to $85 billion, thé second highest total.
These outlays were heavily directed toward‘metropolitan areas, which received 84.9 .
percent “of the total. Defense and space outlays per capita were $468 inside SMSA'

. more than twice the level in nonmetropolitan areas ($219) _;g/ o C R

Community_and industrial development programs had outlays oﬂ'$29.4 billion in .
fiscal 1976, of which 69.3 percent werdt .to metropolitan areas, slightly less than, '
the. shdre of total population residing in those areas .. Per capita community énd‘
industrial development outlays were $153 in nonmetropolitan areas, compared wit
in SMSA“s, The difference was mainly due to community develqpmént programs, fo
which per capita outlays were $82 in nonmetropobitan areas and.$54 in: SMSA’s.
capita outlays for, both environmental protections and transportation were higher in L
metropolitan areas than outside’ them.", . ‘ Y . .. e

~

Over 82 percent of 1976 housing outlays, which- amounted to $19 6 billion were"
made in metropolitan areas. On a per capita basis, this amounted to $105 in’SMSA,sv
nearlyidouble the level in nonmetropolitan areas ($59). Substantial differences:.’
“exjst- among the four departments with housing programs. Two of these--the . Department
of HOusing ‘and Urban Development and the Veterans Administration-~directed approx
mately nine~tenths of their housing outlays to SMSA”s. The U.S. Department o%,
~ Agriculture, on the other hand} made 71. percent of its housing outlays in ST

'nonmetropolitan areas . : ‘ . R ;,dy-,‘f. :

Outlays for agriculture and natural resources functions amounted to $8.9 -
billion in fiscdl 1976 ,’nearly 60 percent of which went to nonmetropolitan .areas.
* Per persof, outlays for this program area were $90 in nonmetropolitan portions of
the Nation, as compared with $23 in SMSA’ 8. w . . T v

More than 90 percent of outlays for justice and law enforcement were made: in
metropolitan areas. Outlays for this function were relatively small, amounting) to,
$1.6 billibn or $8 per capita. In metropolitan areas, outlays gor*justicé and i\ -
enforcement were $9 per caplta; inﬁnonmetroplitan areas' they were,$3 per capita.

Outlays for general functions and Government: administration 16/ totaled. $5 3)
"billion, nearly 95 percent of which were in SMSA’s, Per capita outlays in metro
politan areas averaged $32 while in nonmetropolitan counties they were $5.

14/ An SMsA (Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area) is a county or group of con-.

. tiguous counties which contain at least one city of 50,000 inhabitants or more,.or
twin cities with a combined population of at least 50,000. In addition, contiguous
‘counties are included in an SMSA if according to certain criteria they are socially

. and economically\id/egrated with the central city. ! urbanized area consists of '
a central city, or cities, with a population of 507000 inhabitants or more and . ¢
“*surroundihg closely settled, territory. g _ -~ .

3

15/ As noted, most of the data for defense and space programs are based on rime
" contract awards, which may not accurately reflect the ultimate distribution of sub-

contracts. i H» o -

167 This category includes only those programs which were so general in nature that
they ‘could not be assigned to any other program area ‘and should not be taken to -
represent all the Federal Government 8 administrative costs. _ - oL
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- Table 3—Pe capita Federal ou;lays by program area, in netmpolit;n and nonmetropolitan counties, .
ot fiscal 1976 N "8
W , . . :
! o g ' | ',’I r  Matropolitan counties - *Honmetrogolitan counties . L
;. | I | . ’ e | A\ | Lless .| Totally .-
\k ] i _ r 0 | v | Greater | kl B Urbanized | urbanized ) ruraL_/
- Y. Arogram area | total |Total| | IMediumlIﬁasetl'rotal'IAdja-lﬂon- |Adja~|Nen+ |Adja-|Non=
. ) " | | |Total| Core |Fr1nge',! tcent Iadja-lcent Iadja-lcent ladja~ ¢
N . . | [+ 1 (] B | » _[cent Icent | |cent
i ‘ N - R - 8_per ca 1ta | i S
. SN » ] N _ © 1\
Humao r ce(&wdopnent' o T o R s vy 7
~ .Publit assistancei~adcial security, o ‘ N B .. ,

. " tehabilitat.ion ooooloooooquoonl.oco-ool 528 52[} 5’29 575 1029 515 “Slg 5/‘0 52‘3 513 " 533 567 v 560 ‘,5731'
. Health paydents and servgces veessusiae] 154-" 163 189 228 101 ‘« 128° 4 193 13h 129 115 130 137 1300 139
Education Y Y T RN L ll'l v52 7 52 51 57 36 53 : 57 ’ 51. 109' 60 ] 106 52 “2 ! 57
Hanpower training and employment ° {W ' : IR S : , .

Oppottunities opoooooooouooooocoooooool 100 107 \ ZIA . 53 22 52 107 21 31 25 )110 18 10 20 -
. A L :
Yoe L} " p - u
Total .......,.......................l 176 786 813¢ 914 589 749 155 742 733 4. T2 T7h 141 789
!’ s .. :_ R ‘ . " .

Houoln'g |_} 4 r e 2 o
Dé‘pac:ment of'Agri;uh:ute ceaidene .”...l 12 5 3 2 15 6 12 19 2 30 ‘38 43 44
Departmest of Housing and Urban  ~ | . ‘ . e Sy o,

Dﬁvelopﬂlent otooooooooo.oqooocoooo-looI 31' . 39 100 43 32 103' '28 1 13 17 8 8 ' 5 n 10 "
Depi!tment of Intetior oococ-o--ooocoool . ' -1_/ l/ l/ ct L/ _L/ . !._/ -];/ L/ .l/* . -L/ ) !__/ . y ll " 1
'Veterans Mninistration .| 49 60 6 60 68 58 5119 8 3% Y} 14 11 12 7

1 ! £ ) | ! i}
4 - 1 " N . T 5 - o
Tﬁtal (XY} ooonlloocollololIDODIOII’III 92 ION laos '1010 106 107 98 59 60 ! 73 52 57 60 56
° . e | : . v, . ) )
l 1

_Connunity 8n industtial develhnent |* . : o J‘ L o
cmlmity evelopment --ooooonoo'-o-bil 63:' rSIO " 109 . 58 28' 62 . 55 § 82 62 o 63 ¢ 88 ) 90 g 103 ' 122
Industrial develop ent beverersaniionns] w[j@ 9° 9 10 7.9, 5 10 < 220 13 A

, Trlnsportation teeseteonsenane ooooooolol 4‘ - 105 [67 57 27 102 . 'M 101 . 31. 38 : 35 52 102 v 68
Environmental Utection ..............‘I 122 24 25 22\ k) 2 16 26 15 11 14 16‘ .10

1 . . 4 . .
‘ . — . . .
Totﬂl ll....l.llllll.llI...I...III."I '138 132 ‘130 147 } 92 ,135 1J33 '153 126 130 . 147 175 | 175 221
g . - —: ' A~ -
' Agriculturé and natutal resources: - 0\,-./ ' ‘
" Agricultural assistance and cropland | N A
ldjutunt l...l..l....l'.lll.l.lll‘llI ' 2 .]_:/ y _];/ ,]_‘/ 1/ ! 2 ‘7 - 1 ‘l‘ S 10 11 19
‘Agriculture and fish research 4nd . i e -
. BQWiceﬂ oo-o-oooooo.oo--o.oo -oooooo-l 19 8 ‘5 5 6 10 ’ 17 4‘8 22 ‘39 : 107 61 y 99
Natural resoyrces, conservation, | . ' T ,
‘tecreation, and wildlife T ATt 20 150 16 13 23 19 35 17 46 21 48 (34 9.
St ‘ ‘ P
‘ ! : . ’ ' L ‘ R
‘rot&l loolnlooonooo.looooololooooo-ooI 42 ﬁ23 ) 21 . 18 20 21 37 .‘,-90 l.l‘ 89 73 120 116 196
. | ' e ‘

Defense and space: ] - _ S ; e
mten‘e conttlcts .I..O..l.ll.l....ll.ll ZIJ 256 307 357 197 189 191 93 158 ‘157 50 47 ’ ﬁ N 62
Defenae paytoll .e oooooo-ooo.oooo-ooool: 171 . 189 1310 1210 158 2100 31.1 1210 187 . 3510 109 o 49 . 22 37
National Aeronautics and Space Mpin...| - 17 23 32 4. 15 0 13,1 1 1.2 Y VY 4

e | ; 43 : — : — , .

Totﬂl oo’aoo-oo-oo-.ooooooo-ooooooo-n| ' 399 . HB 474 o 520 370 . 439 516 .21? 3107. ?.1' 101 97 ' 80 103
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' k ‘.3 r' |{7 II Metropolitan counties { Nonnetropolitan counties '
T P | S | Less [ Totally 1.
oo ) . Oreat ,
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: ‘ ym ! , U R L '7‘ 913 1 .3 1/

' .
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3 Hote: D‘“ shovn iml“"“ 1“915 °f v loan &mitunta, the\value of comdities‘donated. ani the amounts of guaranteed or insujed
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" S Though‘the level of pej\capita outlays “across all selected .programs was higher
7 in metropolitan than inlnpnmetropolitan areas, there were substantial variations within _
each area. For metropolitfan areas, the highest outlays per capita were made in the '_l—'i
core countles of the_ largest SMSA’ S, the lowest to the fringe counties surroundin ’
® . these core tounties. Core counties received ‘$576 per person more tham the e
counties, "Idrgely d ' to the difference inplevels of outlays for humaqﬂresource
. development‘and defense and shqece programs. Ofvald nonmetropolitan counties,  the
urbanized counties not adjacent -4an SMSA had th highkst per capita.amounts of.
. Federal outfay doliars. \The gounties.that are lesg urbanized and adjacent to SMSA’s ﬁl,
had the least amou?t of Federhl .outlays per capitai;$378 less than the U S. average.

. RV A

!
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- L . . . - v -

.- . y . - ) ﬂ,»’/ ) ;\'

‘..‘ -( - " . - ‘_ o ¢ . ) . L. - .
. - © T « 7 Regional Distribution( Co ' -
. o . ,'Vr ¥ - 'u
. . . Pernf capita total utlays were highest in the est ($l 877) and - South ($1,599);" AN
they weofe lowest in-the North Central.States ($1,192) and in the Northeast ($1,323). .

For ‘the-most-part, similar patterns occurged for the individual proﬁ;am areas as well,
L—*~ though some differences do exist (fig. 2). ,Defénse and’space outlays per capita were
: highest'in the Wegt ($678) and South ($463) and ldwest in’the Nbrth.Central region-
($223). Likewis¢, outlays- -for both housing and agiculture and matural resources --:} e
“were higher In, ghese tyo g gions, though in these instances the per capita level of
outlays was lowest in the Northeast. In three grogram areas (community and industrial
T development; genefal functions and Government administration, and justice and law
enforcement), per capita outlays in the South exceeded those in the WesSt. r L
~ . & - . .
Thgis are a few exceptions to the generally highed levels of. per capita outlay;
in the West and South. - Outlays £for human resource development were highest per person -

in the Qortheast ($813), followed by.the West ($788) and South $771@ This result

1s due td higher levels of outlays in the Northeas®sfor pu sistﬁnce, social
security,. and rehabilitation ($555), and for health payme s. and services ($172)
oe (table 4). Per capita outlays for education were highest the West and South r////
" -however, and the Northeast followed the West in the. level of outlays for manpowe

training and employment. Per capita outlays fornenvironmental protection were

highest 1in the’ Ncrtheast ($26) and the West ($23). /‘ o -4
The regional differences in per capita total outlays in metropolitan and.non-

metropolitan areas are very close to those for the Nation as a whole. In all

regions, per capita total outlays were higher in SMSA’s than in nonmetropolitan * -

areas.” Both metropolitan, and nonmetropolitan outlays levels were highest in the

‘We#t ($1,956 and $1,624) and lowest in the North Central region ($1,230 and $1,111).

The difference between the t areas was greatest in the South, where SMSA’s received

$471 more per capita than nonm Fopolitan ateas; metropolitan and nonmetropolitan

areas were most nearly equal in the Northt-Central . States, where they differed by

only $119. ° . . S )

Likewise, the metropolitan—nonmetropolitan division of per capita outlays for
individual program areas is much the same_in the regions as for the Natiom as a whole. .
In all»regioﬁs, per capita outlays for human resource development, defense and space,
justice and law enforcement, and general functions and Governmgnt. administration were
higher, in SMSA’s. Conversely, .per capita agiiéglture and natural resources outlays
‘were higher in nonmetropoltan areas in all regi Qi;g B ]

'In' two program greas, howeyer, the pattern’ is mixed. Housing . outlays per capita
were higher in SMSA’s in all regions except the Northeast, due largely to a lower
: Level of Veterans Administration housing outlays in the metropolitan portions of the
Northéast. In addition, per capita community and industrial development outlays“were
higher in nonmetropolitan areas throughout the Nation except in the South. .
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- v - . Y - \\, .
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Manpover training and employnent ‘| 1 o S SNy
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. L . Comparison by Program Area

o N ] v o
~wﬂuman Resource Development - oo, N

_ 'In fiscal 1976, outlays for the.human resource development programs analyzed in
this report totaled $164. 8 billion, or $774 per ‘capita. Nearly three—quarters of the
. ;outlays for this prbgram area were made 1in-metropolitan areas, and per capita outlayss.
for human Iresource development in metropolitan areds ($786) excéeded thospiin nbnmetro-
(politsn areas ($742) b - E S . - . :

- . : \ . : LT
' The.pgr capita_level of human resource development outlays was highest inm the'’

core caunties of the Nation’s largest SMSA’s ($914). Per capita: outlays were somewhat
less than the U.S. average 'in medium- and lessér-sized SMSA’s, .and substantially below -
that for the larfgest metropolitan areas. Fringe counties in the largest SMSA’s were
- far below the: national average in per capita outlays for this -function. » In general

. pér capira, outlays were also below the national averagé in.nonmetropolitan- areas,’

‘fhough in less urbanized and' totally rural counties not adjacent to SMSA s, the l#vel

Weét or exceeded that average (fig. 3. o . -

»

. -.0ver_two-thirds.of human resource development outlays ($112.5 bilijon) were for
: public assistance, social security, and rehabilitation programs. The level of per..
‘capita outiays for this’ function in nonmetropolifan areas: ($540) was slightly higher

“." than. 1m"SMSA”s ($524), a finding which 1s not particularly surprising in light of the,

'

~ -

.,

generally lower income levels in nonmetropo]itan areas. Per capita outlays® for- this
function wgre highest in the core-counties of the largest SMSA s and in the totally -
rural counties. . _ ' ' P o O ) -
s Outlays for health payments and 'services amounted to $32 8 billion, slightly
less Ghan a fIfth,Q\ all human resource development outlays. On a per capita basis,
me(ropolitan areas aperaged substantially larger funding levels ($163) thagp nonmetro-
: politan areas ($130). The highest level of outlays was in the largest SMSA"S ($189)
though *the resouzces were distributed. quite different]y between the coré counties Q(
($228) and fringe counties ($101) of these areas. Among nonmetropolitan counties,
_the highest levels of per capita outlays for health programs were in' the less urba-
nized or tota]ly rural counties not adjacent to SMSA Se o
Outla?s for education in fiscal 1976 ¢S11. l billion) were distributed nearly
+ equally between metr0politan and nonmetropolitan areas when measured on a per capita
basis. Within*these areas, "however, ‘Some significant differences occur. Among.
metropolitan counties, per capita education outlays were highest in core counties’ of
large SMSA’s and in the smallest SMSA’s ($57), they were lowest in the fringe coun-
ties of the larger métropolitan areas ($36). Nonmetropolitan countles not adjacent.
. td SMSA’s had higher levels of per capita education outlays.than those counties. .
.contiguous to metropolitan areas- : : S
; ﬁ. . .
Ouflays for the" fina] gunction within the human resource development program
area:lmanpower training and ‘employment opportunities——amounted to $8.5 billion in
“fiscal ‘1976, or $40 per»capita. Outlays for manpower programs were more highly con-
centrated in metropo]itan areas than’ any of the other -human resources functions' over.
85 perceny of manpower ‘outlays were made in SMSA’s. On a per capita basis, mampower .
‘out]ays were more than twice as high in metropolitan counties ($47) as. in nonmgtro-
politan counties ($21).. AIl ‘metropolitan area county groupings had. relatively. high
per capita out]ays for this function; except for fringe qounties in the largest
SMSA 5. Nonmetropolitan counties as a whole averaged even less than this, however,
and only in ‘the most urbanized nonmetropo]itan counties did the per capi a levels

Arise above _that for the, fringe counties.
-



Per'Capita Federal Outlays, Fiscal 1976 o '
HUMAN RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS BY FUNCTION

(Figures in Dollars) : . . “~ .
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Housing : .

Total outlays for housing amounted to $19.6 billion in fiscal 1976, or_ $92 per
capita. OYerFSZ percent of total housing outlays were in metropolitan areas; per
capita outlays in SMSA’s ($105) were nearly double the level in nonmetropolitan areas
($59). 'Per capita housing outlays were uniformly high in both core ($104) and fringe

" ($106) counties of larger SMSA’s ahd in the medium-sized SMSA’s €$107).- In the
smallest SMSA’s, the level was $98 per capita, still well above the level in nonmetro-
politan counties. Except for outlays in the most urbanized nonmetropolitan counties
not adjacent to an SMSA ($73 per capita), housing outlays did not; exceed $60 per
capita for any of the nonmetropolitan categories (fig. 4). -

The bulk ot housing.outlays in fiscal 1976 were by the Veterans Administration

(VA), amounting to $49 per capita. Nearly 90 percent of Veterans Administration'
housing outlays were made in SMSA’s, and per capita outlays in metropolitan areas
($60) were more than three times the nonmetropolitan average ($19). Per capita out-
.lays were highest in the fringe counties of large SMSA’s ($68); the level of outlays
was lower in the smaller SMSA”s. The most urbanized nonmetropolitan counties had

b.higher per capita VA housing outlays than any of the other nonmetropolitan categories,
but “the level 1in these areas was still well below the. levels inside SMSA’s. In the
”remaining portions of nonmetropolitan areas, the levels ranged from about one—eighth
te just under a quarter of the metropolitan area average. : .

- The second highest total was reported for the Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD), which had outlays amounting to $6.7 billion; over 91 percent of
these outlays were in metropolitan areas, and per capita outlays 1in -SMSA’s ($39)
were nearly four times as high as those in nonmetropolitan areas ($10).. . Within the
metropolitan areas, the highest levels were in core counties of large SMSA’s and in
medium-sized SMSA’s. In nonmetropolitan areas, HUD housing’ outlays were concentrated
1in the most urbanized counties, which averaged significantly more. per capita than the

'remhi&i:g\n;nmetropolitan categories. - : .- ‘
U.S. Départment of Agriculture housing outlays totaled $2.5 billion—-$12 per
capita--and were concentrated in nonmetropolitan areas, where 71 percent. of 1976
outlays were made. Per capita outlays for U.S. Department of Agriculture housing-
- programs in nonmetropolitan areas ($30) were six times- as high-as in SMSA’s ($5) and
;? - were highest 1in the totally rural and less urbanized counties, the areas recei¥ing the
least assistance under other Federal housing programs. Among the SMSA countief, per
capita levels were highest in the smallest SMSA’s ($12) and lowest in centralfcounties

of the most populous metropolitan areas ($!). Interior: Department housing tlays
totaled less than $14 million, three-fourths of which went to nonmetropolitan areas.

[ . .
. )

v . .
T U x

Community and Industrial Development . 7 X

’ s

Federal out]ays for community and industrial development functions were nezrly
$30 billion in fiscal 1976. While almost 70 percent of these outlays were in metro--.
politan areas, the per capita level was higher in nonmeétrropolitan areas ($153) than

. in SMSA’s ($132). Amonyg nonmetropolitan counties, the highest per capita level was
in totally-zural counties not adjacent to an SMSA ($22!). In general, per capita
levels were ‘higher in the most rural counties and in those not contiguous with
metropolitan areas. Per capita outlays in metropolitan. aréas were highest in ‘the
core counties ($1A7) and lowest 1in fringe counties- ($92) of large SMSA’s (fig. 5).

Outlays for the community developmenc function;made up near1y 45 percent of all ,
outlays in: this progtam area. Some 36. 7/percent of community developmert outlays
were 1in nonmetropolitan areas—-more than the share of the population residing in these
counties; as a result, per capita outlays for this function were much: higher in
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Per Capita Federal Outlays, Fiscal 1976

~ 'COMMUNITY-AND INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS BY FUNCTION '
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nonmetropolitan areas ($82) than in SMSA“s ($54). 17/ Per capita outlays were highest
in ‘the totally rural counties, especially those nonadjacent to SMSA“s ($122). Within -
metropolitan areas, per capita outlays for community development were highest in -
medium-sized SMSA’s and lowest in the fringe, counties of the largest ‘SMSA’s.

- , . . .

Trangﬁgttation outlaysvco;%rised Just uz;e§ a third of community and industrial
development outlays, amounting to $44 per capita., Trangportation outlays were . '+
slightly higher in metropolitan areas ($45) than outside them ($41), but these
differences are not nearly so large as those occurring within these 'respective areas.
Within SMSA’s, the lafgest differences were between the core counties of the most
populous areas, with per capita transportation outldys of $57, 'and. the fringe counties
of these areas, with outlays of $27.. In nonmetropo tan areas, the highest ﬁer
capi transportation outlays wére in totally rural counties not adjacent to ‘SMSA’s
" ($68).\ Average outlays for this function were progressively lower in the more
urbanized nonmetropolitan counties, especially those counties adjacent to SMSA’s.

i

tlays for environmental protection amounted to over $4.6 billion in fiscal = v)
1976, or $22 per capita. On the average, per capita outlays for this function were -
higher in SMSA‘s ($24) than 1in nonmetropolitan areas ($16). Only the most urBaniéed: '
nonmetropolitan counties located next to SMSA’s had funding at -a level equivalent ]
with SMSA counties. Within metropolitan areas, per'capita outlays were highest in v
the fringe counties in the largest SMSA’s. o - o , .

»

¥ndustrial development outlays totaled_$243'billion in fiscal 1976. On a per
capita basis, outlays. for this function were higher in nonmetropolitan counties ($15)
than inside SMSA®s ($9). Per capita outlays were highest in the less ‘urbanized and o
totally rural counties not adjacent to SMSA’s and were lowest in the fringe portions -

of the Nation’s most heavily populated metropolitan areas.
. ) ' . . I : * a ) ’ . ' . N
- R . B ' . . . "

’

. Outlays. for agricuiture— and natural resource-related programs included in this
report totaled '$8.9 billion in fiscal 1976. Although this amounted to_some $42 per
capita nationally, the average was $90 in R%nmeqropolitan areas. The outlays for
this program area were especially concentrated in the most rural ounties and those
not adjacent to SMSA“s. Ovyerall, metropolitan counties“hv?raged only $23. per capita,
with the .smallest level.occurring in the central portions of the largest SMSAfs ($18)
and the largest average in the least populous metropolitan areas_ ($37) (fig. 6). 4

The largest amounts were disbursed fof na?ﬂrallresoufces, conservation, recrea-
“tion, and wildlife} which totaled $4.3 billion. ($20 per capita). ' The per capita level
of outlays for these functions was more than twice as high in nonmetropolitan areas °
($35) as in SMSA’s ($15).. In general, outlays were highest in_the most rural counties
and those not adjacent to metropolitan areas. Fringe count%of large SMSA’s- ($23)
and counties in the smallest SMSA’s ($19) received the higheW¢ per capita levels
among metropolitan counties. e : ) o .

17/ On a per capita basis, direct Federal assistance in the-fo:é of grants-in-aid
is distributed almost equally between metropolitan ($33) and nonmetropolitan (S%l)
areas. The higher nonmetropolitan outlays levél for community development purposes
results from a much higher level of Federal direct loans and guaranteed loans ($42
compared to $5 for SMSA“s), programs which imply a far greater measure of local
self-help than do grants, since the loan amounts eventually must®be repaid. Over. _
two-thirds of all Federal community developmeént ‘aid going-to SMSA’s was composed of
grants, while- nearly thr ifths of outlays to areas outside SMSA’s involved loans

and loan guarantees.

' .

L
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AGRICULTURE AND NATURAL RESOURCES

(Figures in dqllu':)- - ; , Ty
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~ Outlays for agriculture and fish research and services programs-~which totaled
$2éf;:§ﬁlion--were even more heavily directed toward nonmetropolitan areas, averaging
nd

a

$ Yhe largest levels of per capitg outlays occurred in the most rural counties
an se not adjacent to SMSA“s. . OQutlays per capita averaged only $8 in metropolitan,
counties, with the level rising to’ $17 4n the smallest SMSA’s. ’

) ' Th’ agricultural assistance and cropland adjustmént programs reporfed here
amounted to less than half a billfon dollars in fiscal 1976; or about $2 per capita.

?hese outlays were mainly concentrated in the most rurel coﬁnties,and-%n those not
adjacent to SMSA’s. .In metropolitan areas, outlays for this function exceeded half a -
dollar. per capita only in ‘the smallest SMSA s ($2). : o —

. v\ s 9 D .r;

. A a : W
Defense and Space - ’ :

\

() . Fiscal 1976rou?lays for defense and space pfograms amounted to $85 billion,
" se

ggpd only to human. regsource development. On a per capita basis, defense and space
ouflays totaled $399. Nearly 85 percent of this total accrued to metropolﬂ{iﬁ.areas,'
and per capita outlays for these functions-were higher in SMSA’s ($468) than~in - *
nonmetropolitan areas ($219). 18/ Per capita outlays were ghest 1in the central
counties of the most heavily populated SMSA’s ($520), in smdll SMSA®s ($516), ‘and_{n

. the most urbanized nonmetropolitan counties not.adjagent to an SMSA ($511). The 'g\

levél of defense and space outlays in the more rurallponmetropolitan cpunties was B
substantially lowpr (fig. 7). ‘ " | | v o

»
” '} .

Defense contracts make up over ha¥f the'out1ays,for the defense and. space

'program area and are heavily-concentrated-in metropolitan counties, which(avéraged - .

$256 .per capita, compared to $93 in nonmetropolitan areas. ‘Within SMSA’s,’'defense
contracts were heavilyvdirecteg toward the core counties of large metropolitan areas
($357). Remaining portions of the Nation’s SMSA’s averaged less than 60 percent of

this amount. ‘Significant)differences aisoﬂocgur within the nonmetropolitﬁn portions

of the Nation, where the mépt urbanized counties averaged over $150 per capita, while
the remaining areas averaged about a third as much. : ) * v

thodgh defense payfoll outlays favoted nonmetrOpoliqah counties to ‘a greater

/ extent than defense contracts, per capita levels were still higher inside SMSA

Q
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Ndti6n’s metropolitan™areas.

boundaries ($189) than outside them ($124). Among SMSA counties, ﬂhr.CAPita'outIayé ﬁ\\\
were highest 1in small SMSA’s and lowest in the core counties of the most,populous e
ones. Among nonmetropolitan cougfties, defense payroll outlaysngri'highest in the

more urbanized counties; at the same’ time, howevey, ;Heré\qgg/ﬁ tendency for per, -2
capita outlays, to be higher in counties not adjacent, to SMSA’s. . AR .

National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) outYays amounted to only
$3.6 billion, er, less than. 5 percent of the defense and space total. Over 97'percent{
of NASA outlays were in metropolitan areas, which averaged -$23 per capita, tompared *
with $1 in nonmetropolitan counties. Per capita NASA outlays were highest in core -
counties of large SMSA’s ($40) and were much lower in the remaining portions of the /° oo

“

< . : v

Justiée and iaw Enforcement _
; . . . R - . . ¥ . l .

: Outlays for the programs related to justice and law enforcement totaled $1.6
billion in fiscal 1976--$8 on a per capita basis. Over 90 percent of outlays for -

18/ Totals for many defense’ categories represent the distribution of‘dutlaya to
prime contractors. These figures may not accurately reflect the ultimate distribution
of funds to subcontractors, however,. and should thus be 'interpreted with caution.

. - .
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this program area wege:madé'inwﬁMSA’s, and per capita outlays in metropolitan areas
($9) were three times as high as i&ﬂponmetrdpolitan areas ($3). The highest per,
capita level was in the core counties of SMSA®s ($I'Njaother metropolitan counties
.averaged significantly less, with the fringe portions of large .SMSA“s peceiving an
average of only $2 per capitat’ Per capita outlays in nonmetropolitan areas were
‘generally low, with the highest level occurring in the urbanized counties not adja-‘

cent to SMSA’s.
. !

. . : L. . .
General Functions .and Govepnment Administration : o ‘ [

-

~ Outlays for the remaining Government funcéiong)lncluded in this report amounted
' to $5.2 billdon in fiscal 1976. 19/ Almost 95 percent of these outlays were in s
‘metropolitan areas. Per capita:outlays for these purposes were $32 in SMSA’s,
compared. with $5 in nonmetropolitan areqﬁ- The per capita level of outlayp was far
higher in the central counties of large SMSA’s ($58) than .in any other categpry,
‘though the remaining metropelitan area cbunties had average outlays-nearly triple
those of nonmetropolitan areas. Per caplta ‘outlays' outside SMSA’s were highest in
the most urbanized and most rural counties. - - I
.\ ] : ' o o '.l.' oLt ".

|

) Federal Outlays in Growing and’Declining Areas /

.
, :
A™

( . _' . » — R - M
During 1970-75, the Nation’s population grew by 4.8 percent to over 213 million."ﬂx

Ne;thér ﬁhis;growth nor the rate of change, however; was uniform for all areas. The /

- majority of all U.S. counties (76’percent)’ were growing and of these, almost two-thirds

. grew by 5 percent or more. Of those counties expefiencing a decline in population,

"~ only 6 percent declined by more than 10 percent. Overall, growth occurred more
rapidly in nonmettopolitan areas, where the,rate of change was 6.7 percent. - Among iﬁ’
nonmetropolitan counties, the fastest growth rate was in the most rural counties,
followed by the most urbanized ones. . Counties in ‘the least populous. SMSA’s grew
faster than other metropolitan counties, with the least growth occurring in the
largest SMSA’s, e¥pecially their central portions (table 1).

K s 7 . .

' -

P

! ”"Pef capita'outlays in growing and'déclining counties. are compared in'téble 5.

jIn general, larger shares of per.capita outlays went to declining counties 1in both -
metropolitan and Nonmetropolitan areas (fig. 8). ;

» ~ Outlays per capita-for human resource development tended tq favor declinihg i
areas in both métropolitan and nonmetropolitan areas, though the levels were much
further apart. This wds due to the public assistance and health functions for which

- per capita outlays were much higher in declining metropolitan counties than in
growing ones. In addition, per. capita outlays for education and manpower programs.
were higher.in growing cgounties than in declining portions of nonmetropolitan areas.

. X . . N . Y ~
.In both metropolitan and nonmetropolitan areas, per capita outlays for housing
programs weré ldarger in growing counties. than in those experiencing a decline. This

,relationship. also holds true for the three departments responsible. for the largest
housing programs. - ’ o S . : o

_ FCommunity And industrial development outlays, on the othér hand, favored areas
which have undergone recent population decline. The tendency for outlays to go to

19/ While the programs included in this category are general in nature, often of an
administrative’ or "overhgpd"'chafacter, many other administrative programs which.
could be identified with a particular function (such as education) have been assigned
to th&t function. Thus, this category does not include ‘all Federal Government ’

ad*;nistrative.costs and should not be intzfpréted asg 'such. - N
28 A _ . o
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| Tat:)le 5--%: capita. Fedenl outlayu {n mm 1976 accrulng

197095

5

metropo}itan and-nbmetropolican countiesj by population change,

Comunity Services Adniniatrat ion-

.'[Kc !

Text .mmnm

| B | ' Mptropolitan | - Nonmetropolitan
R | ust TR Growing , . | - b Growing '
Coe Program area . | Total _/ | Declining | Total ‘(\{t out« I)Net An~- | Declining | Total+| Net out- | Net in-.
' | gration [migration | | l migration ’|_migration
| / ' Dollars per capita . !
Human resource developnent | " -
Public assistance, social security, | . T o '
. toh(bilitation ocooooco--ooonooocool 528 593 481 499 “72 ' ' 561 536 . b 504 563
. Health payments and services .«soevs| 154 226 124 129 121 138 128 © + 120 130
Educttion oooooloo-c-o-oc-occcnoc-ccln 52 us 51 a 50 51 48 K 51 I 49 L ! 52
Manpover training and employment | , ) ‘ : C '
opportunities -------co---loo-coo-cl 100 56’\ B 1‘1 ' 40 . 103 L 15 23 '18 24
Tot‘l. 'll.l.‘llllllllolllll"ll..l| JTIQ . "931A o 696 ) 68’. 761 T ‘738 692 71.8
|- , .

Housing: | ) ' : ! ) |
" Departaent of Agriculture cosivesans] 12 9 1 1’ 4 8 24 3l B2 SRR &
Departuent of Housing and Urban | o . y : o

Development coo--o-cccoco---u.o-nccl 31 '31 1010 - 37 108 9 10 9 “10‘
_ Department of the Interfor sveeaeessl 2 2 2/ 2 . 2/ 2/ 2 2/
" Veterans Adminiatratlonm---u-oml 49. 43 2 47 83 L 12 21 18 2
Total ’&' 92. 76 122 - 88 139 46 62 48 g o
. \ I | ¢ . L
Comunity and 1ndustr1a1 developuent: | o o T :
Comunlty developaent varennsendieed] 6l 61 49 - 52 47 92 80 0, 82
" Industrial development «veesesvasera] - 11 100 9 I RERE 14 15
Tr“lnapqrtltlon cco-coan-noo--l----cul 104 ) 57 38 , [IU 37 ‘- 102 . 101 36 42
Envirofmental protection crvesesnnes]| 22 27 22 23 22 9 17 15 18
Totﬂl . n--c-nc....c-c--ncoccccoocl ‘ 138 154 118 124 116 160 152 134 156
. l - ' N "
Astlcu] ture and natural resources: | ‘o
Agricultura) assistance and | . , ' o . :
Cropllnd ﬂdjuﬂtﬂen[ -occocnooccccccl 2 2, 1‘ ‘2-, y 1 18 4 L 6
Agriculture and £i8h research | ‘ . ‘ .
ﬂﬂd Bel'Vicen lcuouno...cccuuuoluulcl 19 4 11 9 11 l‘ ' 91 39 !.6 ) 38“
Natural resources, conservation, = | - . _ C
recreation, and wildlife secaaceaad| 20 . 13 16 9 19 25 B} U 41
| ‘ ‘ - . "
TOtAl coteonsnosasnssrsarsonansrnel 42 17 27 . 19 30 134 8l it 8
I . » : - . v . . .
Defense and space ....................I 399 506 444 429 452 261 . 210 296 191
\ T : ~ | - e - - I : . [ # ; A , 4 {

Justice and‘ law enforcemenr ----ﬂo--l B S 1 S L AT I L 32 3

: : ) f :"'. 1 I A‘ [ ‘ - . R N . - ‘\ — v — L\ - L)

Geneul funcrlons ﬂnd\Gﬂmment o - l - b

admiﬂ‘.stfatioﬂ sssavay .nlucouluuuob. .I 24 56 17 20 15v 1 . 5 3 6
\ ~ Y L :
Totﬂl o-cl-.coo-f‘oo-c "o loooc-' 1,476 1,758 ; 1,[0]0 ) 1,1005 ? l|443 1'366 . 1,251 1,249 "-,- l“zsl
] ) l , .
1/ Detail may not add to totals due to rounding. ' ) .
2/ Less than $0.50. . ¥ . . . '
N \ At N
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K - 56 . RO . \\i' ‘ Gomhl !unctcons end Government admininrntioﬁo
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J

0 17 . ' Justice and. law enforcement
e X ' . Defenss and space .
- o s o, ™ o a o Agm:ulturo and natural rmurm :
T S I TN Commumty and industrial dwolopment
R " [=~] Housing
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2 : ' 15 o |
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‘,‘ .,‘ # - :':../‘..: : . - Do ° ~ .
74 | . 931 | .e% | 720 684 | [ 71 | 738 |. 602 | 748
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United : . Declining - = Toal . - .Netout- Net in- - Declining. - Total . Net out- Net in-" -
. Sw‘” o 1970-75 . .. m]qrnlon migration 1970-75 <, ml?rnlon ) miouﬂorp .
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e . 1 N
e per capita level of -
XTopolitan areas. - Only"
opolitan areas do growing.

declining counties is most pronounced in SMSA’s, though
outlays in declining coutities is slightly highef\dn nonm
in the case of environmental protection out]ays 18 ponme
counties receive more per capita. - . .

L Significant differences exist between metropolitan nd nonmetropolitan areas in
the distribution of outlays fqr agriculture and natural esources. Inwmetropolitan
areas, per capita outlays are higher in- growing countie , both in qgfal and for each
of the functions considered. ' In contrast, per capita gltlays in nonmetropolitan .
areas were highest in detlining portions," except for Sutlays for natural resources,

" conservation,, recreation, andfwildlife, which wefe high t in the counties experienc-

tng population growth since 1970. . : N ) -

. In both met olitan and nonmetrOpolitan counties, defense and ‘space outlays

. .were higher in declining counties by substantial margins. ' However, the two areas
- “differed regarding outlays for the remaining two functions--justice and law enforce-
eperal functions and Government administration. . In each case, per capita

ment an
outlays in SMSA’s greatly favored counties with declining populations, while in
3, nonmetropolitan areas the reverse was true. —_ - _ C
L ‘\l
8. . , '
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Appcndu table l-P.orccntase dintributinn of l'odml outlaya for husan resource developaent in metropolitan and nonsetropolitan cou'n‘tieu',f .

. ] ﬁlcul 1976 s _ : S B
M p . A
o o B | | | | .__Metropolitan counties | Noumetropolitan counties - -
L | SRR NPT |- - Greater | | | " 1 Urbantzed | “Less | Totaily
| CFDA | Type of | U:S.- |, ] | | - | urbanized | rural
Sub!unction. deplrtunt, and progm | progm |progean 2/| total IT ofa | S IHediquLesaerITotallAdja-IN | Adja~Non® | Adj a= |Non~
A y Inumr 1] ] | § ITotal} Core [Pringe| | | | cent Iag-lcent |adfa~|cent adja-
] I . N W S O A N fcent | |cent
| , ML e T ercentage of U5, total 4
" VELPZ A munm'non.\ I oo ~
Department of Agriculture: C . ‘ ) o :
Food Stnp Bonus CWPOII nnnonn\-% 551 4,871-9 109 40.6 33.9. 6.7 21 8.2 29,1 6.1 3.7 7.1 1.8 16 28 1"
- Pood Stamp Program - Administrs- ' _ - . N ‘ S,
Mon_/ -nnl----nolnnnnnnnl NA 8. 84,3 \6-4 i.7. 100-6 150 .13.9 6.7 23-6 6-2 6.0 3.5 8.8 0-0 Lol
A ! ¢ - . ’ - ' . " " o
Total. Dept. aSrAgricultuu T e 491642 78\-9 0.8 3.0 68 220 82 2.0 61 3.7 11 7.8 ‘1.6 2.8
| : . ‘ !
De crtunt of Health Bducction, | ‘ . ' o ",
and Welfare; .~ | . e e ‘
“Soctal /Security Mniniltntion' ‘ I, Oy ; - »/ Ca
Social wecurity dissbility | S N o ) -
) 1nlumm 6/ ncn.nnnnnnn)nl 13, 802 4’ . 9 123, 5 68- 37-0 : 21,2 97 226 8.9 .5 i 7-5 &1 7.7 8.1 L5 2-6
© Soctal security retiresent R ' , . .
‘ lnlunncc J n-unn--un-nn-nl 13.803 10 B “ 640 8 71 40 2 30,0 10.2, - ‘Z-Z 8.5 29-\0: 15 36 N1 13 1.2 2.5
Soctel security survivors. - | . e R S , '
inluruce b/ ----H--n-----------onl 13.805 4 17 087 3 70- 39 3 28 0 11 3 WS 8.7 295 7.3 3.8 7-2 7-5 1.2 z-b
Spectal benefits, disbled coal - | . : o o e
woers 4 ievensineniniinieniinibo| 13,806 4,8 986 3435 12,6 s.s 68 229 8.0 565 117 .0 118 0.4 28 4
s,l.lPP].‘lﬂltI].y Sccurity IMOIQ _/ nnlM:’ 807 b A 471.9 *’5 1 38.3 lhﬁ 18.1 8.8 M9 5.8 bl 8.9 . %6 20 3.8
Seleries and axpenses nnl-nunull NA 8 1 701 9 9246 68.6 45 2.4 11,9 6.1 Td 3.0 2.8 0.4 1.2 0.0 0.0
Office of the Secutary. 2 _ L ,
"¢, Rehabilitation services and N R . ‘ t ', L
facilitiu, basic BUPPOLL sscennnan, I 13.624 1 129, 8 B9 7 19 -4 0 2 53-8 1644 \0-3 18" leb+ 0.3 0.7, 0.0 0.0
P!Og!“ for lging-traini.ng ITTI T I 130637 ) 2 ’ “1.2 58{8 29: 1 17.0 12-8 41,2 . 38,0 L3 0.2 . 00{1 0.0 0.0
Progreh for aging-research and demos | 13,636 2 4:9 980 85.2 73 8 11 6' T 55 20 0.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ¢
Hum.n d.vclopunt -nnn-nn-onnll NA 8 60 A 100 0 100-0 100 0 0 0 0-0 , 0-0 0-0 " 0-0 000 0'0 000 0'0 0.0 ’
Rehabilitation services and facili-" | . . ' . ‘ ' '
ties ~ IPOC“I PIOJGCN vnennnn] 13, 6 6 2 3-9 100.0 10.2 10.2° B 5144 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Behabilitation training tessaadendane | 13 62‘9 2 20,571 2 3B 55 283 10,6 *+21.8 103 7.3 ] 25 1.6 0.0 0.0
Sochl and Rehabilitation Service:: | . ‘ S R
Publ{c miltancc-ninten\nca N | a o ' , ' Y _ , - o
- anedetance B/ soooileinniinnnnidin 13,761 LY 52002 LN53Y 458 B 204 1 105 L8 28 3745 1215
. Child “lf.l'ﬁ sérvices b/ -nnumul 13 107 . ' Ml L 5049 T3.6 \5073-\3302 1D 24-2 9.1 264 Sebe 42 5'5:; 1.0 1.9 2-3 N
. Public assistance--socisl | ' T T P ' T
. lll‘ViCllJ n-ownunnnnnnul 13.754 1.,692-3 16.6 “07 39-0 LT - 2003 9.5 : B 52 31 55 6.3 .1'2 Y
- Public ssistance—state andylocal | A n ' . o e :
tfliﬂins_/ teserenstictenrrend "“l 13 124 1 44.8 7005 §2:2 326 9.6 ‘ 18.9. .. 9.3 2.5 S 42 62 8-7 L6 A2
Mork Ingentive Prograa, child } | ' . : R < ' .
i ,cu'e_/ ."..........‘............... | 13.748° . 1 02.4° 1977 e 3.3 9.9 229 12,6 2043 B8 307 40, 577 1.0 1.8
\Comunity services tnining arants nl 13 768 i, ‘ 13 88 6 51 5 457 5.8° 23-8 13,0_!0 B ¥ 1Y 5:-9. Ll 15 0-0 © 0,5 !
» Child support enforcement (ada. of |y L R . , " - ' o
Title IV=D) woeucenreivenninnnnnnnnd] 13 m. !’ 9.2 86.2 6l.1 540 7.8 1.7 6.8 138 43 \22 27 31 07 0.9
Asst. to refugees--Cambodia and | ' ‘, ‘ . ‘ .
Vht{l lnﬂunlullnunnlllllo 13 769 ‘ 6 -, 530‘7 ’ 87l1 909} 9&7 0l2 69'3 8'0"! 12'9 11 5 hS\ 0 7 0 3 0 0 0!0
s S, ~
- 3 . \
Su‘f notes |t.end of table. . ¢ T ' o . Yo Continued
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Appendix table I—Percnntage dia‘tribution of Pedeul outlays for human resource development in metropolitdn qnd noxﬁnetrOpolihn countdes, _—

‘ ‘ | \ . - . fiscal 1976==Continued , . ' ‘ o
. B } Lo {A | T } " Metropolitan countles : i Nogmyegopolitan cdunties
' S E o | [ [ Less 1| Totally,
‘ o | CL 1 Type of, | U s 7 Greater N | | Urbunized urbanized | rural
Subfunction. departnent, and program , | progran |program f/l totaL |Total | | . | IHediumILesaex‘lTotaiIAdja-INon- | Adja-[Non=_|Adja=|Non~
Inunber 1. | |Total| Core |Pringe| | | |cent |adjd-|cent |adfa=|cent |adja=
: ’ [ "7 — [T N [« 1 1 | © ] |edat | |cent | _ ]cent
T ."‘ ' C 0 Ml . Percentage of U5 total —
‘ o o ‘f’ v /&_. v o . ) o |
Departaent of Health, Education sud - I\ :"‘ o L - : }l i o
Welfare=<Continued: ' ' /I v ) o : G S R T
Socisl and Rchabiliution Service— | - - A . " . U ’ o
. Continued' 8 N - T - L
M!tl to ufugees-Cubl "HHHHH!' 131’762 10 e " 67,3 99,2 - 3.6 3.6 0.1 413 543 0-8 . 0,‘0 %0.0° 0-7 1.00 L0 0.0
Sularies and expenses ¢sezersivasther] BA .;. B Beh 99 W6 %9 2102 020 0D 00 ‘0.0 o 00 00 0
.Other agencles: | S e Lo :
: Handicapped early childhood asst -ml 13. Wo 2 ) 12.0 13, 9 33 ] 28 3 55 2.5 186 - 2@11 . 8.8 6 2 35 0.0 L
Asst. to refugees in the United ',, » . R f 4 v -
Statu vesassee NPT I I Ly NA v ili . ' 3 9 100 0 97 3 97 2 01 7 .n. 0 Q 0'9'0 v 060 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0-0
Asst. to refugees—-Canbodia and P ¥ S v

8 .";,‘1.0.4100.0 100.0 1000 0.0 00. 00 00 0.0 00 00,00 0.0 040

) (S ) [
vl L8 : . )

Special asst. to refugeas=-Cambodis

and Hetnan vvvererirneeiiinnensend] WA, BY - ; 14 100.0 1000 200.0 "0:0° 007 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

. ] P R " P ;.
Total, Dept. of Bealth Rduca~ | ) \ oL 1\ ‘ N

3

|

|

|
Viatnm shemeiserninene Hulndlunll“‘ A -

|

|

tion, sad Welfare u--m-----l - = 86,2299 7L x40.7 30.7 10,0 22 8.6 {25*6 13T 68 T3 1324

Déyartmt of the Interior: - ‘ S, ‘ T , ,
Indian, gocial services=scounseling «| 15,132 § . T A1 32 L8 L4 113 6.7 /789 9.2, 9.8 7 23 21 2.8

" Indian social swrvices-—general -

lﬂltnuuu RN NN AR AL L]

53k SATT I 0.8 LT 00 % 35 84 &b 30 62 IO L2553
Indian social servicesz=child ' : , ‘ Ll : s

|
y
|
|
I
nlflte Hlﬂulnnll"'-"ll" Hll 15 103 l' - 9.7 19.6 1.5 1.5 0.0 15-,’1 kBt ' «180!4 5¢1 S¢S 23-2 1.3 40,3
|
|
|
|
¢

Ky :
Tol‘.!l Deptl Of thﬂ Intetiot " -t -— , 7040 l4ed Ll N 1-0 ) 0.1 l.°l3 flo‘ l,85|6 5.1 4.0 hﬁ-b 18;3.‘ 1‘3 5042
I‘ s ', J ," ’ : - " L L . RS
Departnent of Labor: * . - : o R K e o T, .
“ - Pood ﬂtmp asst lnnhuho\llnulll 10 551 1 Lo 26.9 B3.7 12.0 8.8 %2 5“ 9 16 7 vH8ed 1145 1!10 0.4 30 0.0 0.0
. Tederal emplojees conpenaatlon 3/ eee 4+ 490, 79,6 424 37 107 215/ 95 06, 5.8 33 42 49 0.8 1.6
p : P I : :
- ' o N T g ] v d P .
; ‘ TOtll, Dﬁptn Of Labor """"'l ."( ) -— 514'9 79-6 40.9 -30.6 10.3 . 28.8 9.9 < 2004 6l 3.2 40 ) 48 0'8 1.5
4 { : - \ e . . .
\Civil Service Conmiséion: . A . . . ‘ A .
Civil service te retirement and dis- | ‘ S : o . L .
lhilit’ fund _6_/ doc:/un-nlnnuul NA 4 8,171'8 Thoh 4344 3044 13,0 22,5 8.5 " 25\6 6 36 548 64 1.3 2.2
. AN 1 / . N R ' \
. . ) } B " T
Communjty Services Administration:’ 0 , — o P PP R
. Older persons opportuhities and "\JI ‘ , . . L ‘ C
gervices IR Hvl 9 Om 2 . 7‘10 55'5 29-1 25!7 3!4 16v6 ! 9!3:' ‘46-5 7.3 9-3 10.5 1209 2!0 2.6
Sumet youth teCteat’.Oﬂ nnnunuul 9 OLS ' 2 40 96!10 36!0 33:2 249 107l7 12l7 (‘ 3. 101 ' 0.6 ‘0!2 1.1 0.1 0'5
Total, bomunity Services o, o , - R N
aniﬂttation |||||H|!|O|I||l —. ' —— B \ 11'4 69l8 31l5 28!3 302 27'5 10l8 ll' 30'2 . 5!1 '6l2 6!9 BIB l|3 109 !
. ! i \ . v c . ’ ' .
' See 'footlnotes at end of table, ' . . e o R . ' . Continued
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Appendix table 1--Percentage distribution of Pederal outlays for human resource

)

Ty
& ,

&evelopnent in me

fiscal 1976-~Cont inued [}

*

opolitan and nonmettopoliran counties,

e

Y [ I_. Metropolitan counties | Nonmetropolitan counties
\ ' | | b reater | bl U irbantzed | Less | Totally
P CIDA | Type of | U.S. | | | | | | | urbanized | rura)

Subfunction, department, and progran

program |progran

2| total |Total] | I

lHediumILesserlTotalIAdja-INon-

|Adja~|Non- |Adja=|Nen~

I
l
l
| L
ousber 1/] I lTogglI Core |Fringe| | | cent |adja~|cent Jadja-|cent |adja-
. [ | g L[ | | | [cent | Jcent | Jcent
[ * Ml Percentage of U.S. tota] :
‘ | dol, )
Railroad Retirement Board: o . ! ) , : »
\ Railroad retireﬂﬂnt.§ccouﬂt l/ 2""‘, 51.001 - 4 3,473-9 69!0‘ 34,5 26.6 1.9 \23!4 11!1' _31!0 1.9 '6l6 6.7 8.9 1.] 1.9
Railroad unemployment {nsurance | : : ' ' ‘
account l‘lil|||-|-|I|I|I‘-IIIIIIII;| 57-001 b 226-6 68-9 36!9 28!6 804 21!4 10-7 31!1 8-0 6-5 6!9 8!7 1.0 ll9‘ '
Total, Raflroad Retirement | — —
Bolrd |||||||||||vu|||||:l-|lll - , - 3,700!5 69-0 '3616 26!7 7!9 23!3 llld 31l0 7!9 606 607. 8l9 1'1 109
. . i .
, : I ;
U.S. Soldiers’ and Airmen’s ngg: | : : . :
Operation and aafntenance Juuvvvrnens] WA 8 11.9100:0 100:0 100.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
. o ' I : v . .
Veterans Administration: , [ T L . 2 p :
Dependents indeanity compensatjon 4 | 64,11 4 819.7 137 39T 19 T 9.3 6.3 6.4 39 6.3 65 L2 20
Veterans death pénsidq 4 e 66,105 4 1,193.3° 12,6 39.3 2.5 1248 .3 9.0 24 6.8 /4 8.6 6.8. 1.2 2]
Veterans disability compensation 4 4] 64,109 4 64,1351 744 40,5 28.1 12.4 2.7 91 256 66 38 6.0 6.3 1.0 1.9
Veterans disability .pension & ] 604104 4 1,609.6 70,0 361 2.8 113 244 9. 9.9 68 46 7.0 1B 1.3 24
Veterans burtal avards and other | , ' 8] oo
uisc benefitl i’ .;..;...-.....-.-..I NA 4 1607 759 64;1 30.5 13.6 233 8.5 24,1 6.5 34 5.7 ‘75-5 0.9 147
¢ hutos and special equipment, | | , o, '
diﬂlbled vets ﬁ/ nna;||-|-||-1l01101| 64.100 4 18.8 15.2 60:5 29,5 11.0 25.7 9.0 2.8 6.5 kY] 5.8 59 1.0 1{8
Specially adapted housing, disabled | . ' . . E
©vets i/ IlllIllln.llll-l|Illlllllll!l 66-106 g 6 1415 76!6 39-9 27;7 12-1 25-3 9'6 25-4 6n5 4-0 . 5!8 6-2 1-0 1-9
Conpensation to dependents, vets s/t | . 4
., de‘th‘ﬁ/ l'l.llllllll;l|IIII||II..|'I 66-102 “ 82I7 73I7 39I6 2707 11!9 26I7 9!3 6I3 6IA | 3'9 6!3 6!5 1-2, 2!0
Veterans” fnsurance and {ndemnity 4 | 64,103 b 857.9 76,8 45.3 3.8 13.5 232 8.3 3.2 63 33 §J 5.6 0.9 1.7
o ’ | » ¥
. s I i .
Tofal, Veterans Adainistration | — - 8,894.1 73.5 40.0 27.6 123 %4 91 26,5 6.6 39 (B.z 66 1.1 2.0
. { o b
\ | &
v Total, Welfare and Rehabili- | - 3 - o
t‘tion lltllli‘lllll;ilolnotl — —— 112,520-8 71I7 Aolﬁ 30!4 .10I2 22-6 8'7 28I3 7'0 3‘1 6I7 7!2 1IJ 206
\ | 1
v ' ! : . - L
HEALTH PAYMENTS AND SERVICES: | S
Departsent of Agriculture: [ : . _ y r '
’ ) Nutritionll trliﬂins lnd quveyl lll‘l NA 2 0!2 30-6' 6!6 “-6 0!0 25!8 0-0 69-6 37!7 1500 “O}p 16;9 0.0 0-0 .
SQCtion 6 purchapel !Ilillllllilllllll 10-555 1 83-0 61!9 A“l“ 39!1 5-3 10,0 13!5 32!1 301 700 19-9 0!7 p'é 1.0
. | ' , : . :
. oJotal, Dept. of Agriculture S - 83.2 61.8 44,3 9.0 53 10,0 13,5 32 32 70 199 0.7 0.4 1.0
Departaent of Commerce:  ° S » ' '
Appalachian housing technical asst o] 23,0060 0 2 18 966 142 6.2 8.0 8.5 0.0 3 3b 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lo I 2 \ '
See footnotes at end of table, , ' ﬂ\ . Continued
\ | . ) ’l v ] \ ﬂ'jgg
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Appendix table l-Percentage distridution of Federal outlays for human resource developmnt ia metropolitan and nonmetropolitan coun<iea.

L . , * figcal 1976-=Continued
P | . | O | Hattopolitan counties | Nonmetropolitan countide
| JoT I | Less | Torlly
A : ) | CFDA | Type of | .8 | | Greater | | Uebentzed | urbanized | ‘rural
Subfunction, department, and program | program |program 2/| total ITotall | | IHedimlLeanerITotalIAdja-INon- IAdja-INon- | Adja=|Non=
o ' ! |aumber 1/ | | |Total| Core |Pringe] - | | |cent |adja-|cent |adja-|cent \Iadja-
_ | | | [ ol 1 1] | Jeent] ~fcent} lcent
| Mil, === :“Percentage of U.S. total
Dcpartunt of Health, Educution, and | o A
Welfare: ‘ | . s . :
“Acabol, Drug dbuse, and Heatal T E . | ' | ,
Health Admin: | ' ' L ‘
Mental health~~hospital improvement .| 13.237 /A ' 4.6 61, 6 29.4 18.0 1.4 25, 6.5 384 6.1 109 96 11.7 0.0 0.0
" mnt‘l hellth 108 grants unoul 13.244 . “2 . 63,0 91.5 S7.7- 52.8 5.0 -23.6 10.1 g5 3.8 33 Of 0.5 000 044
" Mental healt {1dren’s servicea ..| 13,259 - 2 27 7644 322 287 36 339 103 236 6.7 8.0 5.8 0.0 L6
Hental health—coma. mental heslth | ‘ C " o , L
centers tnnnou"n'"nnnmtnl 13,240 ;. l 128.9 72.8 35.2 28.8 . 6.4 26,6 13.0 2,2 81 &3 %0 7.0 0.3 0.4
Harcotdc addiction rehabilitation | * ‘ : S
act contracts P I K TV A § 0.7 100.0 100.0 28.4 71.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 .0.0 0.0 0.0
Dﬂls lbule coma. Serv. programs onnl 13.235 ;‘ 2 121.9 96.4 38.8 336 5.2 50,7 6.8 36 27 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0
Drug abuse demon. programs «eeeesewme| 13,256 2 9.6 97.3 73.3 67.9 5.4 213 2.7 27 01 1.4 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0
. Alcobol comauhity service programa .| 13.251 2 580 Thedy 435 369 . B.6 20,6 106 253 3B, 68 31 TS5 05 3T
Alcoho} ttlining prograns nnonuul 13.274 2 1.3 8501\“806 4606 2,0 232 13.2 ]:[009 50 15 0.0 7.2 0.0 1.l
Dﬂls gbuse education prograns tnnul 13.275 . 2 3.5 82,6 69.5 46.3 23.3 9.3 3.8 17.4 80 6.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.7
Drug Ibu'e training prograas tnnonl 13.280 Z 5.6 96.9 74.8 7L.1 3.7 2.1 0.0 1 %1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mental heslth res. manpower fellow- | ‘ , ! Lo :
) lhip prograa unonun.....unno' 13 282 2 15.3 95.1 66.8 62.8 4.0 15.3 -13.0 469 42 0.5 00 0.2 0.0 0:&.
Oper. of )conunity mental health | S
centers ou'-nHnunn-nnnnnI 13. 295 z . 7.4 9019 70.8 675 3.2 18.8 1.3 . %1 0.0 &5 0.0 45 040 0.0
[ Sllltiel. and .xpenlﬂl, ADMEA thonl NA 8 ’ . 15,2 100.0 100.0 23.4 76.6 0.0 0'00 0.0 000 0.0 0.0 0.0 000 0.0
Center for Disease Control: 1 ' ‘ ‘ ‘ o
PfﬁvmtiVC health services Ntnnnol NA 8 1.6 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 Q.O 0.0 000 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0

Investigation, surveillance and tech | : ‘ ‘ L -
u't 0, utnnnnnonunnnnnoI 13 283 3' ) 89010 9306 8700 2308 6301 500 1\06 6010 201 1002 001 000 000 000

Childhood lead-based paint poiloq

| ‘ .
,CODH'O]. 0000000000000 0000 00000000000 I 13, 266 2 3.5 93.1 68.1 6571 31 30,3 00.‘\6 0.9 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 ) %;
Disasse CODH’PI""pIOjOCC RTAntS coees l 13. 268 2 46,9 88.7 35.8 31.6 4.2 41.8 1l.1 1903 8.8 1.1 0.5 09 0.0 o0
Health Resources Adainistracion: | - ‘ A \
Health services research and dev. | - . :
grants nnnnnnnnuunnnntI\u 26 2 24.4 95.9 540 50.0 4.0 11.9 2909\ 41 0.5 23 0.1 0.6 0:5"3,‘,0:‘1
Coups hulilh planning-~areavide | = , . ‘ \ ' St " :
graots 'NnntnnnnnnnngnonI 13.206 2. © 12,2 8544 l)}.tl 379 ‘3.2, 34.6 9.7 \ l&ﬁ L5 52 19 26 01 L2
Health maopover ed. initiatives | . : ' \ e a5
" avards Cererrireennrieatreariiieies | 13.380 z ' 16.2 92:4 66.4 5404 12.1 2144 4.6 “; 7.6 &05 1.2 1.6 10‘{0 0.3 0.6
 Baalth services res and dev.— | ) L
flllOWhipl and tti:ing tnnnnnl 13, 225‘ 2 i 0.4 97.0 60,8 60.8 .0.0 6.3 0.0 . \f 3.0 30 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Health facilities construction | : . ' J \ w
grlntl "'lllltll:t;lllllllllll"ll I 13 220 1 17,4+ 67,6 35.5733.2 2.3 24.8 7.3 N4 82 2.0 5.6 9 1.8 5.4
Schools 0! pUbliC h‘llth"ltlntl nnl 13.370 1 . 5,7 100.0 63.7 63.7 0.0 1lhl 22:2 Q.O 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 000
Allied health pr cii-—upechl | ' . ‘
DOJOCE GEARLS/eveeerrresraeinrsens] 13305 2 2.7 89.2 48.°40.7 8.0 30,6 10,0 108 51 28 L5 14 0.0 0.0
Panily nedicige--training grants «...| 13.379 2 14,8 93.9 37,5 0.8 4T 39 18,5 6 L9 43 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
Gl‘ld\ﬂ“ ic hulth training nno' 13.338 2 o 49 94,4 58,9 58.9 0.0 20.0 1544 S6 2,3 1.2 1.3 0.8 0.0 0.0
L l [ B o .
Ses !oyﬂtu at end of table. \ | ‘ N Cont {nued
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Appendix tablé:1-Pe}cen::Ei*dlltribution of Pederal outlnys for hunau resource developnent fo netropolitagv;nd nometropolitan counties,

\ ' T \ ¢ - flecal 1976-Continued
oy Coew g ' -
o T 8 :. _4," : { : - Hetropolitan counties ' | . Nonmetropolitan counties
\ T N o - O | | | - Less | Totally
.. =3 ‘ . 1 Greater Urbanized:

. - © | CiA | Type of | use 7 | | | | man | urbanized | rural

Subfunction. departnznt and progran | program Jprogran Ul “total lTotalI | IHediumlLenserITotallAdjn-INon- |Adfa=|Non= |Adja=|Non~
Inunber )7/ B T | Total| Core |Fringe| | | [cent |adfa=|cent |adja~|cent |adja- .
N [ | | | | | o || _ fcent | Jcent|  jeent.
\ ' ' M. a Percentage of U.S, total ‘
‘ M' ' ’ Y

Department of Health, Education, and

|
I

' . L

Welfare=-Continued: : | .

Health Resources Adnin.~Continued; . |
Bealth professions~financial ]
I
I

distress BLAntB suvsrvarennsninnnnes] 13,381 ) 48 9.3 3.7 21,8 11-9" 5746 0.0 &7 0.0 0.0 &7 0.0 0.0 0:0
~ Bealth professions scholarships .....] 13.341 2 p 34 95 58,5 519 0.6 238 9.2 85 26 .31 L0 1.6 03 0.0,
Health professions apecial prOjECtS ’ 13,383 2 34,0 9.3 569 51.6 3.3, 2.0 10.5 87 34 32 ’0-1' L5 0.1 ° 0.3
Health professions start-up asst ----I 13,384 5.7 8,3 39.8 31 7.8 30.8 107 187 7.8 &6 24 2901 1.0
Beslth professions student loans vese| 130342 239 %0.4 60.7 59.8 0.9 Wl 8.3 96 39 33 08 1.6 00 01
,  Bealth services deve.~project I . : . o
Brlntl lopllllolllololllulllollllllll 13 22 2 191.8 81-7 §9.8 46,5 33 25-4 645 18!3 1.4 2-9 4.8 4-2 25 2.6

Hurse training iwprovement—special | - i o : R

‘ . project lllllllllllllllvbollilollvlo' 13,359 - 2 13,2 89.3 43.6 41,0 2.6 32,4 132 10,7 &0 26 0.0 2.4 1.7
Nurling ItUdQﬂt loans -------00||l00-| 13 364 2 2058 81 2 61'5“34 1 7-6 2848 10.8 18}8 . 7-6 5l6 “2l6 3-2 0 0 l0|29
* Training in expanded auxiliary ngat .| 13.319 ~ 2 48 9.0 50.8 &2.1 8.7 304 88 10,0 0.0 0.0 G0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Salaties and expenges, HRA llcl-l-o||| NA 8 228 4 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0-p $0-q ~ 040 ,,0-0 0.0 0.0°

0.0 0.0 0.0
Heslth statistics training and tech .| :

asst ||o|.|ol|l||||||.||A|||o'||||||I 13 227 . 1-2 100-0 9504 50-7 A‘o? 416 0-0‘ ,‘0;0 M 0:0 0-0 0:0 . 0.0

8 0.0 0.0
Bealth Services Adainistration; | T S : , ‘
Crippled children’s seryices «vuvvura] 13,211 o1 L% 81,0 214 262 3.2 46-4» 13330 97 L5 05 1.3 0.0 o0
Fllily pllnning pfOJeCtl'l-ivlnnllvlui 13.217 1. - 9644 89-0. 3.7 32 6.5 4040 93 1.0 62 20 0.8 L5 0.0 0.
~Bealth maintessnce organization serv | 13,256 2 137 93.6 48,2 40.0 8.2 353 104 V6 16 1.2 1.8 0.9 0.0 0
Salaries and expenses, HSA lllllllloll NA 8 69.4 .95|2 92,6 92.5 0.1 L1 o 14 ;'4|8 1.0 1.2 0.4 ‘1|3 0.4 0.
Indian health facilities |0lllllll-lll NA 8 30.0 12,7 %36 24 0.0 5.6 &7 ] 81,3 4.4 15 152 9.8 0.5 45,
Indian health services vovevrerninnan] 13,228 ° 3 4:8 100,0 82.6 6.5 76,2 1.4 007 °00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.
Indian health llllllillllllblulilllll' NA 8 5642 L2 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 51;0 _47-8 1.0 3-6 b2 13.5 0.4 0
Hizflnt health grants lll;llllllllllll 13.246 2 2042 68,1 8.9 81 0.8 335 ‘25l6: 3.9 154 646 bt &2 1.1 0.
Fasily planning services—training | ‘ ST .
grants fln-llllllhobll-ol--onnnlnlln' 13,260 + 2 3.9 .97.8 94-6‘ 5.3 39,3 . 3.3 0.0 L2 22 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
National Institutes of Health: | . ' ‘ ' Y
Environneﬁtal Bealth Science Centers ’ 13.8712 . 2 303 861 74,8 14,8 0.0 1.3 0.0 139 139 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Medical libflfy assistance Hll:llllln' 13.879 2 _N6-6 9.9 7151 740 1.1 15.8 1.0 L1 19 0.2 0,00 0.1 0.0 0.0
Minority access to research careers .| 13.880 2 0.2 59.8 52,6 17.6 35.0 5.3 L&' 40.2 0.5 0.0 9.3 &5 0.0 0.0
Hinority bioaedical support ll'lllllll 13,375 2 8,3 78,0 333 2.2 11.1 31-6 13.1 2.0 89 0.0 8.0 &1 0.0 1.0

Socisl and Rehabilitation Service: |
Madtcalasatstance (Medicald) 4/ o | 1T 1 1,566 T35 409 o7 12 185 11
Socis] Security Administration: | - Y ‘

Hedicare-h!ppital fosurance 4/ +uveaa] 13, 800 o6 12,0137 .6' 431 33.8 9.2 207 1.9
Incentive reisbursenent experiment | :

3-6 6-4 7!3 ) 1-4 z'j -

BN AR R R R RT

M!pit‘l in'urlnce ll.llllllllllllll' 13‘811 7 0'9 100'0 68!2 37'2 3100 31'8 0!0 0!0 0l0 . 0!0;, 0'0 0'0
Incentive reimbursement experiment . | . : :
supplementary medical insurance viv4] 13,812 1 2.3 99,8.934 B2 1.2 &3 01 02 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

, Medicare, supplementary medical |

insurlnce ﬁ/ l|l|ll|ll|l’l|lll|||l||| 13-801 6 ' 4,59813 22-6 6316 34-6 9!0‘ 20!9‘ 8-0 '27-6 6-8 3;2 .7-0 7-0 1.2 2!4
A . l . . : ‘ .

See footnotes at end of table. / ; ¢ ' . ~ 'Coﬂtinued,




¢

i

‘

J

;]

i
!
!

Appendix rable l-Percenrage distribution of Federal outlays for human rescurce development {n metropolitan and nonmetr0politan counties,
fiscal 1976--Conrinued

-

|
i

L]

Nonmetropolitan counries

See footnotea at end of table.
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W g

[ [ | I Metropolitan counties | .
o T T B I R A | Less ;|- Totally
. . | CFDA | Typeof | US¢ | | Creater l l | Urbanized | utbanized | rural
Subfudction, department, and program’ | program |program /| total |Total | | | - |Med{un|Lesser |Total|Adja=|Non- |Adja-[Nan~ |Adia=|Non--
. C Inumber L/| [ I |Total|'Core |Fringe| | |« |cent |adja~|cent |adja=|cent |adja-
| ¢ | i | P | | [ l lcent |~ |cent | [cent -
| "Mil. Percentage.of U.S. total ’
. < < Y ] dal. T ¥
Department\of Health, Education, and [ ///// ' ' L
| : . \
o l)ﬁZ 2 b 801544 47,0 7.6 A3 16 19,9 185 0.7 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.0
41381 2 11.8 79.3 35.9 288 7.2 263 1.1 0.7 50 43 X1 65 L& 0.4
| 13.523 © 2 0.9 37.9 379 319 0.0 0.0 0 621 0.0.0.0,324 296 0.0 0.0
"+ - Assistant secretary for health «veeee| NA 8 12,9 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
‘Slllficﬂ 'ﬂnd expmel' D, ououluol NA 8 .} 17}!8 100.0 9.7 90.0 2.1 0.0 ) 723 0.0 0.0 0:0 0"'0 0.0 0.0 0.0
. . ‘ I, 1 : ;
. Total, Dept. of Health, Educa- | -
tion, and Welfare sovervvusere| == -~ 26,0932 7.4 5.6 3T 85 201 1T 2.6 6.2 3.2 65 69 1.2 .5
: ‘ , .
. . I : N
Department of Housing and Urban Devel- | |
“opment: | ,
Mortgage insurance for nursing homes | 14.129 10 102.1 81.6 4L.1 6.0 15.2° 362 42 184 5.0 1.3 .22 100 0.0 0.0
Fm'tgage insutance ‘fol' hospitlls uul 14,128 10. 16808 92.9 6902 60.6 - 8.6 4.9 1848 1.1 5.9 000 0.0 0.0 1.2 0.0
». Total, Dept. of Housing and | " . : , . !
- Urban Devélopmeut' setestrrreee | -_— _— 270.8 88.6 58.6 47.5 ll.l 16,7 13.3 11.4 5.6 ’0-‘5 0.8 3_08 0-8 1 0.0
. | - - rd
"Department of the Interior: | . . . ; ,
CO&] Iline hulth and alfety gﬂnts ool 15035% 2 . 100 8907 0-0’ 000 0.0 6805 : 2]02 1003 000 0.0 0.0 10 3 0!0 ) 0‘0
Mine health and safety education and | ¥ % , C . ‘. v ‘ '
tfﬂiﬂins See et st ettt testeese nl 15.352 \4,7,8 6.9 643 4647 230,8 22.9 10,6 - 7.0 3?-7 6.6 7.1 19 7 23 0.0 0.0
Mine health and safety counseling | : ’ : .
. and tech 8880 saveocrcnrericecenee bl 15.351 4,7,8‘ 4.6 88.9 88006 23.6 65.0 0.3 0,0 . 111 0.0 0-0 1101 "0.0 0.0 0.0°
Salaries and exaenses, Hining En- "] . ] ’ : ‘ ‘ )
* forcement and Safety Admininttntion | NA 4,8 53,5 50,1 32.4 13.0 1944 150 2.8, 49.9 &6 62 109 242 13 07
. | A x
,TOl'll, Depto Of the Interior "I bad -~ 63.9‘ 51006 37,0 14b 226 IAOJ’ 3§ I‘SAIO 6.0 5.7 11.4 20. 6 1.1 0 6 N
, ‘ I 4 .
Civil Service Commisaion: | , ' ‘ :
Employees health benefit' fund evesnes| NA 6 - 2,081.2 100.0 99.] 87.7 11.3 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.0
o , | -
Comunity Services Adninigtration: | ) g . ; ' — —
Community food and nutrition esesvess| 49,005 2 0.4 100.0% 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0. 0.0 0.0 0.0 f _}\
[N . ! . : [} .
- Veterans Administration: |, B - : ¢ j
Veterans dodiciliary program «eveesse| 64,008 , 8 58,4 448 19,6 19,1 0.6 (161 9.1 352 15.3 20.6 4.6 BTRAN T 0 . 0.0
" Veterans hoaﬁitalizat'i.on XTI YEN] I NA . 8 3,76702 85.7 30.7 45.1 5.6 2442 1007 1403 1.0 ,1°7 25 31 0.0 0.0
Construction of hospitals and - | s S : S '
flcilities ocoo'.inoo‘ooooouuonono‘ HA } 7 18506 9207 7100{‘ 7302 101 1100 7'3 703 3!7 l'] ) 00“ 202 0-0 000
' ' | : SO ' '
! Cont inued
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.Appendi:-fuﬂc l==Percentage distribution of Federa] outl(ya for human resource development in metropolitan and noﬁmetropolitan counties,

" flacal L976—-Cont1nued‘, o

" | | | . | Metropolitan counties 8 Nonmetropolitan counties
: Lo | . | - N I I < Wyl | Lless. | Torally
| CPA | Type of | U.S. | . Greater ls | | | Urbantzed |_urbanized | rural
Subfunction, departnﬁut, and program | program lprogram /| total |Total] | | IHediumILesaerITotalIAdja-lNon- [Adjg=|Non- |Adja-|Non=
: | number 1/] | |« |Total| Core |{r1nge| ] | cent |adja-|cent |adja-|cent ladja=
. y I | I | I | |1 feent | Jcemt | |cent
| ) Ml - Percentage of U.S. total
. : | /- dol. v ‘
Veterans Aduinistration--Continued: | i
Grants for construction—State |- - ) ‘ » o
‘)‘exteﬂded-Clre facilities 0009000°°m°| 11.6 30.9 25 .5 0.0 10.8 17.6 69.1 2609 2108 15,2 5.2 000‘ 0.0
Med. admin. and misc. operating I . ‘
CXDENBEY sovvscrecherrrcrnrse oo-oool 36,7 93,2 81.8 80.8 1(0 8.0 34 6.8 220 0.6 3 09 0.0 0.0
| : :
Total Vererans Adninia{tation | - 6,059.5 85.3 SL.S 46.2 5.3 233 10.5 4.7 1.0 2.0 5 32 0.0 0.0
|
i
Total, Health Payments | L ‘
mm?suces..‘..... vne| - T o MIIT6E 08 WLS B3 1900 6 B 59 29 56 60 L0 2.0
i = '
EDUCATION: . |
Department of Health, Bducation, and | }
Welfare: A >, ¢
0ffice of Education: [ )
Schoal assistance in federally [ . , : Co : ]
affected areas «.oovvvienrennrennnss | 13,428 1 486.4 70.8 26.3 13.4 12,9 26,5 18.0 9:2 76 T2, &2 5.5 0.8 3.9,
Indian educntion--gnnta to' lagal | ‘ B -
education agencies tessrcettinnne " 0| 13.534 1 3.8 4.6 18.1 1400 :401 16.6 1.9 a4 9.6 8.1 l006 141 2.2 1249
Energency sthool ad=-bilingual | : ep_\ , o ' '
project A R R PP RN 'I 130528 2 501 9509 BSuF 85.1 000 1009 000' 4.1 000 AOT .000 0.0 000 0.0
Ezergency school ald-=grants to - . , : K o : .
local educational lgeﬂ01el ‘e ooeoOI 13.525 2 144.4 80,2 ﬁ].] 3 8.3 198 2.6 4] 46 5.6 0.5 244
Energency School Ald Act—pilot [, ‘ ) o I
Program ..o, Y Y F TR YR Y PN 0| ]3 526 2 36.4 76.8 40,3 38.1 ke 5.6 3.2 1.0 2.0 ) 8.5 -604 :208 2.5
Childhood development-ﬂead Srarr voo| 13.600 2 397.5 63.6 30.8 2. 0 105 3.4 7.8 69 7.9 9.9 0.8 3.3
Drug Abuse’ education seevvsenss. oo 13,420 2 ©140100,0 79,5 56.3° 23 2 -15.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 - 0.0
* Kuc. personn v.-urban/rural l 1 C . ' . ‘
achool progra foesnsocans oeooOI 13.505 2 4.0 72,1 2.7 8.7 0.0 39?& 3.5 2769_ 2.2 0.0 900 164 9.2
Educat{onally depriv hildren— | o . S o /’{
- grants to Jocal educational I : ‘ , -
lgencieu Y TR RN veseeres oeol 13.428 . ] ].S7006 65-8 38-3 3.7 6.6 19.4 8.] 362 6.5 4.1 8.5 9.4 1.9 ' 1.8
Basic educational opportunities | . ‘
graﬁt A Y PR TR T YT TN I 13.539 , l : 924.1 7443 38.4 3.9 5.5 .6 11.4 5.7 81 5.4 bd 642 0.3 0.6
. Emergency school uid'—-special SR ’ o . . ' :
* progran and project ..... terteeen oo| 13,529 2 19.13 89.4- 5146 4646 501 292 8.5 10.6 10 2.4 04 B04 043
Energency School Atd Act-.-specia] | \ ‘ Do o '
PIOGYAM ceconvvnvoncnvacnnnennse I 13,532 2 4.9 9900 56.7 5301 1.5 4]09 2.4 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 } 0.0
Follow throughdesesevevevuravaiarasns] {3,413 2 5.9 75.0 41.1° 35.0 6.0 2.0 118 B0 52 62 ST 4 1.0 43
Indian education special program eoe] 13,535 2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0-7100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 L0000 0.0
Right to readwelimination of |+ e . . :
{11 {teraty Ceterieciiiiiane, eeevead] 13,50 2 0.3100,0 32,9 “L7 3.2 46l T214) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ‘0.0,
Special programs for children with | ‘ , ) , . '
specific learning disabilities .....| 13 520 2 0.2 100.0 1000 100.0 \ 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 * 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
_ . — I 7 ‘\ —
See footnotes at end of rable. - \ , ’ ‘ Cont {nued
) \\\ , 3 ) »
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Appendix table 1—Petcentage. disttibutinn,of Pederal outlays for human resource development in mettopolitan and nonmetropolitan counties,

~ ) re fiscal 1976-Continued
, o N
I T B | Hetropolitan counties Nonmetropolitan counties
| cow i ] i | | | Less . Totally
N | CPDA | Typeof | U5 | - | Greater | | | | Urbanized |_urbanized | rural

Inunbet Ui

Subfunction, depatttC?t and ptoﬁram | progran lptogtam 2/| total |Total] |

1

L

L.

|Total] Core

| Med{un|Lesser | Tot'al |Adja~|Non= |Adfa= |Non= |Adja=|Non~
lcent |adja=|cent Iadia-lcent |ad}a=

| Fringe| |
L [

! |cent | ___Jpent |

[cent

ﬁ

T M1 Percentage of U.S. total
| ol
artaent of Health, Education, and ]. { 1 1
Welfare~Continued: ot
Office of Education~Continued:» | R
- Supplementary Ed. Centm-spec- | ﬁ , ‘ i
PIojects sevensssrssnnnstorniennenna] 13 2 8,9 91.0 19.7 19.7 0.0 55.2 rl6sl 90 7.1 '1.1 0.3 05 0.0 0.0
Tlleﬂt Search sossanees nn--unnnl‘l 34488 . 0 2 0-9 78,2 41,3 362 5.2 23 145 2.8 4 75 31l 42 0.0 26

(Uw&ld Bound -nnnnnnnnnnn-' 134492 2 18.3 70.8 33.2 26,4 6.9 23.9 '13.6 292 9.2 6.0 &8 T4 03 16
Vocational education~-innovation +uve| 134502 1 J907 785 8.7 234 046 37,2 1.5 2.5 114 60 L2 24 0.0 0.1
M.“.ﬂsull education nnunnnnnnl 13, 403 2 36,0 79.2 &5.7 40.8 5.0 22-7 10:8. 2008 heh L 502 . 57 L1 3l
Bilinsu‘l vocational training nnntl 13,558 i ] ! 0.5 40.4 27.0 27,0 0.0 13.5 0.0 59.6 0.0 4.9 - 0.0 12,6 0.0 0.0
Career ldUCIE‘.Oﬂ -HHHHHHHHH-I 13,554 2 43 75,9 34-7 19,5 15.2 243 1649 2.1 0.0 93 7.4 59 1.6 0.0
Education broadcasting facilities ..o| 13.413 2 13.0 83.5 28.4 265 3.9 419 13.2 165 2.7 1L.S 0.0 1.7 0.0 0.7
Education' innovation and support Hnl 13.511 2 83-&' 90-8 20,3 20,3 0.0 55.1 15.5 %2 7,3 1.1 03 05 0.0 0.0
"Education opportunity centers 'nnnl 13,543 T2 2,7 81.8 59.6 52,4, 7.2 2.1 0.0 18,2 12.5- 0,0 . 58 0.0 0,0 0.0
Energency School Aid Act==Ed. TV ....| 13.530 2 6.8 100,0 68.0 68.0 0.0° 28,3 3.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 00,00 0.0 0.0
mitonﬂmtll education H'“"“”Ml 13 522 2 2,5 ,86'0 5003 3901 1102 2706 8l 16,0 &4 47 0-5, 308 0.4 0.0
Yoreign language and area studles | , o ‘ ' . .

centers soseevsenssssasnanisennanes| 130435 2 L4 50,9 17.6 17.6 0.0 25.7 7.5 9.1 29.8 131 LB huh 0.0
Foreign language and area atudies—' | ' : ‘ ‘

fellowships HHH“H"H“"HHUl 13,434 4 0.5 8.0 8.0 0.0 0.0 0-0 19.0 8.8 10,3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fulbrigbt-ﬂayl ttliﬂins grants ou'nl 13.438 2 # 2.5 8303 '5809 56,0 4.9 19.2 5'3 16.7 13,1 0.7 1.2 14 OoQ
Fund for improvement of post- | : - ‘ ' : : ‘

secondary education eevsseusnsananss] 13,538 2 8.0 77,6 45,1 375 1.6 249 76 224 10,2 537 26 34 0.0 0.8
Handicapped innov. program centers ..| 13,445 2 , 16.0. 84.0¢ 43,7 437 0.0 28,9 11.3 16,0 16,0 .00 0.0 0.0 0.0 - 0.0
Handicapped reglonal resource | . . .

centers nnnn'nnnnnnnnn | 13. 1050 2 ;6'5 100.0 20.1 0.0 79.6 } 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Handicapped teachet education eovvess| 13,451 2 . 41,2 79.0 3.9 31,0 5.8 26,5 15.6 21,0 99 67 L6 25 0.1 0.3.
Higher ed=acadenic facilities, | . = o '
construction—interest '-H“Hnnol 134457 2 18.5 77.8 4\ 33,3 '10.3 22.8 1],}4 222 90 42 33 5.6 0.0 0.0

+, Higher ed-strengthening develop. . | . ‘ o :

“ 1088 soivssnnarnnnsnnnnisnninnnsiees] 13856 2 102.1° 67,1 25.) -19.8 5.3 21,1 . 209 (32,9 10.8 49 70 82 1.0 1.0
MShlf Qd'COOP‘!luVQ educatio)f/mnl 13,510 . ' 2 10 5 70,0 4.7\ 329 8.8 1944 8.8 30,0 7.0 6.7 6:0 9-4 0.7 0.3
L‘.blll’y t!&‘.ﬂ‘.ﬂa grants 'Hﬂnnnnl 13468 2 0 6 Bl.9 37.9133.2 46 2.6 224 181 .3.5 132 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.0
Reg. programs for deaf and other |, | A - , . '

hlndicapped nn'-nu-nn'nnnnl 13,560 2 l 1.1 100.0 100.0 }00.0 ' 0.0 0.0. 0-}0 0.0 0.0 0.0 000 0.0 0.0 0.0
Special services for disadvantaged | | . y . ‘
students n-nn-nnnnn-nnnn| 13.482 2 3-1 71,2 344 9.9 4.5 24-“ 12:2 2.8 20 38 49 L3 01 049
Strengthening State dept. of | : ) ' ' .
education—-special projects vovoenne] 134485 2 | L 0 88.6 40 6 6 0,0 332 140 1.4 40 0.0 7.4 0.0 0.0 s 0.0
Supplementary educ. opportunity I ' o ,
gtantn nnnnﬂnnnﬂH-nnnn| 13, 1018 . 2 238 0 75 5 39 7 8 6-9 23-4 12-{0 24-5 8-2 6-0 3n9 55 0.1 0.6
Teacher corps, operation and » . | : o o
tuining -nun'nnnn-nnnun| 13 489 2 26-3 B6.4 287 247 40 312 6.6 33.6 2.0 134 5'6 6'9 1.0 4.6
cational education=-curriculum | : ‘ ' - L
deval un-nrnnnulnnnnn-n| '13 496 ] 0.5 ‘/61-3 29,5 29,5 0.0 21,5 10.3 . 38-7! 3.5 (Wb“ 0-6 Yy 0-9 0.0
- _— e - ‘ -
“See footnotes at end of table. . ' Cont{nued
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1-vPercentag€ distribution of Pederal putlays for human resource development in metropolitan and nonmetrOpolitan c0unties,
: fiscal 1976~-Cont1inued '

*

" e ’ |‘ I
‘ | - CFDA
Subfunction, department, and progtam
- ] ' ' R |nugber 1/|

| Type of | :U.5. |
| progran |program 2/| total |Total|

Hetrqpolitanvcoungieu

Nonmetropolitan counties

| A

Greater

lTotall CorelIFri el

\ .
L

| Less
Urbanizedl | urbantzed |

| Totally

rural

| cent

IHediumILesaerlTotalIAdjs-%Non- |Adja-|Non- |Adja~|Non-
adja-|cent Iadja-lcent lad]a- .

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC

| . | 1 ] ll‘ | lcent | ‘Icent | {cent
3 N M1, ; —-=Dercentage of U.S. tota]
Department of Health, Education, and | ;: ) -
Welfare--Continued: ° ‘ | o - .
Office of Education=-Continued: | : ;éf’ ; ; o
Vocatfonal education-perdonnel I . EEOR ‘ o ‘ ,
dev. avards «. srereriacacnnnn] 13,503 2 - L3663 3.3 141 17,20 0.2 147 337 2241 9.8 0.0 1.8 .0.0. 0.0
Vocationdl education-personnel | ' L : o v
dev. for stateés vueeecvrrenes .| 13, 506 Y A 6.7 831 21.5 215 0.0 3.3 183 16.9 12,3 1.9 1 S‘WJI.Q 200 0.0
Asst. to refugeea—-Cambodia and |, , , . ! - i
Vietnam «uevennnerinnnnnennnnibone, | 13.59%6 3 0.1 87.6 3.4 289 10.5 345 130 124 5.0 2.2 19 26 0.2 06
" Handicapped media service ..... ceress] 13-466 4 leh 8.6 39.7 37.9 1.8 28.8 211 10.4 104 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Bigher education-—ork study «.eeeves| 13,463 4 517.6 72.136.0 29.8 6.2 %.0 121 2.9 9.0 6.8 4.3 6.9 0.2 0.6
" National direct student loans ..... o] 13471 . ¢¥ 4 : 315 3 1957417 35.9 5.8 2641 A7 205 - 8.0 5.1 2.8 41 0.1 0.4
NDEA loans to fnstitutions «vee.ee... | 13. 669 5 0 86.8 57.2 55.2 2.0 185 1.2 13.2 3.0 2.4 62 1.6 0.0 0.0
National center for edycational | ‘ o o .
BLAt1BLics eevivinrnrieiennnariena| 13, 967 ) 9.8 99.7 97.6 85.3 12.3 20 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0, 0.0 0.0 0.0
Planning and evalu&tion cerens o] 13,497 : 1 3 g 100.0 9.1 85.1 11.0 . 3.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -0.0 0.0
- Elementary and secondary education |l m "B ‘0.3 9.9 99.5 98.5 1.0 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
MEmergency school aid veoserersivnls| WA B 1541000 100.0 100.0. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Indian education vvveees seesanses eoee]  NA 8 1.6 98.3 96.3- 95.3° 0 1.6 0.4 L7 0.2 0.2* 0.5 0.3 0.0 .+ 0.8
Asst. secretary for education, SKE | NA 8 ©o 1.6 0999 9.8 9%.8 5.0 0.1 0.1 0. 0.0, 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Office of Education, SSE eovverennsas | NA ] 87.7 9.8, 98.2 9.5 0.7 L4 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Higher Edugation Act {nsured loans’..| 13.460 10 BL5. 86.5 45.5-39.5 6.0 342 6.9 135 %6 2.6 2.6 3.6 0.3 0.8
Appalachian vocational education | - ¢ ‘ S : A, o S
facilities and operation ---.-.l....l 23.012 2 11.9 9.2 '30.4 3006 0.0 547 4.2 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other agencies: H - o ' ‘ . ‘ S . ‘
Child development--~tech. as?'t ..,-..I 13.601 - 7.6 813 44.7 38.9 3.8 15,9 2.7 187 5.5 3.9 .3-4,‘ 4.1 0.8 0.4
Total, Dept. of Health, . | - - - - — .
" Education, and Welfare........ | - - 5,617.8 7.7 38.0 3L.7 6.4 23.9 108 2.3 %l 5.0 5.4 68 0.9 2.2
o . . "
' | - ;
Department of the Interior: |’ 3 . s : . o
Indian adult education «..... tovensee] 15,100 8 40,9 2.4 1.6 6.1 1;5 13.4 0 14 716 11.6 4.0 10.7 230106 .4
Indian education-~dorm. operation .. .| 15.109 8 S5 127 1.8 1.8 0.0 8.3 6 81.3 104610.5 231 23,7 1.2 185
‘Indian education--Federal schools .. .| 15.110 § CO84 182 3.6 %3 0.3 117 - 8. Bl8 1.7 5.5 25.9.18.9 2.1 2.6
Indfan education--contracts «vee..... | 15.105 4 8.7 128 1.7- 1.7 0.0 9.2 ‘1.9  87.2 10.3 5.1 18.0 20.2 4.9 28.6
Indian education-—colleges and univ .| 15.114 2,8 . : . '
| ’ .
Total, Dept. of the Interth,..| = - W8 Wb 39 34 0.5 109 26 86 9.8 6.2 197 2.6 25 8.7
Action: | . . ‘ .
University year for Action eeveoeusd| 72,006 . 2 55 13,9 1.4 2.8 2.6 2.6 189 261 28109 6.8 5.6 0.0 0.0
Nationa]l Foundation of Arts and F\\\\\\\$ '
Humanities: I’l' , .o L
Architecture and environmental arts .| 3.001 2 3.3 888 66.7 63.8 2.9 17.6 bb 112 1.8 3T 24 22 01 1.0
Educ. planning, programming and dev .| 45.110 . 2 69 88.4 6875 66.™ 1.8 141 S8 16 2.2 8.0 0.4 0.7 9.0 0.2 -
| ' : ‘ - \ . '
See footnotes at end of table. Continued
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Appendix table J~~Percentage distriburion of Federal outlays for human resource development in merropqlitan and nonmerropolitan counties,
fisca] 1976--Continued

[
. l
| CFDA

§
K.

Subfunction. department, and progran

} Type of
| progtan |progran-2/

l
|
|
B
|
|

Metropolitan counties

+

Nonme(__pg]itan counries

[
I
UsSe | |

. Greater

total |Total|

o l
o
v

l | :Less " | Totally
| Urbanized 1 urbanizéd | rural

IHedium]LesserITotal]Adja-]Non- |Adja-|Non~ | Adjax|Non=

- |number 1/] | . |Total| Core |Fringe| [ |cent. | adja~]cent tadja-|cent - |adja- - :
| I SN I P BN Lol o 1 Sleent | Jcenr | cent
a | M. : ' Percentage of U.S. totals
5 ool o . (
National Foundation of Arts and = . | - \ ' ' ‘ . S
Husanities—Continued: P 0t ¢ , R . Lo 3
Edyc Programs eeevoeveraecss ..a..f71’25;003 2. 3.8. 86.1 26.8 26.3 0,5 .41 18,2 " 13.9 95 39 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
iduc; PIOJECES vovnssrsnesnenens eoves| 45.111 2 5.8 97.5 69.9 651 47 162 1.5 25 1.6 00 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.0
Yellowships=-ceaters for advanced | ' . _ ' - ' o ' S
Btudy coeoees T T I 11 122 "2 0.3 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0, 0.0- 00 0.0 0.0 8,0.0.0:
Fellovships=-Indep. study and l v ' S
Ie8earch seenversreccronroncocnoocss | 45, 118 4 2.9 86,2 55-5 !0!)2 803 ‘l 1.3 9.4 13-8 10.1 2.4 1:10 0.0 0.0 000
" Pellowships for the professions .iess| 45, 109 2 0.9 87.4 75.4 75.4 0.0 86 34 126 126 0.0.°0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
.Fellouships 1n residence--college | . . , - ‘ ‘
teachers esstesrrnrrefenrennnnns auu] 45.119 2 D106 82,1 4807 4641 2:6 20.8 13.1 17\3 ) 3i6 2.4 0.7 10.5 0.0 0.1
Literature programs Ceerentaente ...,,I 45,004 1 © 201 8% 63.2 53.8 9.3 . l&I 5.8 169 . Sl 5.0 2.4 3.0 0.8 0.6
) Media granta T (R TP PP TTT T IO l 45.104 2 6.6 98.4 7001 68.8 1.3 26,1 2.2 " 1.6 0.2 13 , 0.0 Oavl\n .0.0 . 0.0,
" Music programs .. covennnaneees] 454005 ¢ 2 19.5 9.4 82,7 7192 3.6 118 1.8 36 L4 01 0.6 0,5 0.1 1.l
Public media pl’ograms I xx tl 105 006 2 . 3.2 9609 8900 8703 ‘ 108 5.9 ' 1.9 . 3.1 } 2'10 0'5 001 0.1 0.0 0.1
‘Bublic program development il 45.113 2 1.1100.0 9.9 8.9 131 31 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 0D 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research grants oeoeoeresesnensaneii] 45.105 1 18.3 85.6 66,8 63.3 3.5 12.0 6.8 lhib 6.3 &b 0.6 2.0 0.9 0.3
Speéia] PIOJECES vucvvrcncvnrrnionses] 45.011 2 5.3 88.5 60.9 36.3 4 197 A8 1L5 0 38 3.9 A6 1y 0.0 0.3
.Suuntr seninar for college teacher of 45,116 2 3.2 88.2 40,3 39.1° yh 8 13.1 C 1h$ 67 51 0.00 0.0 0.0 0.0
. Summer Utipeﬂdﬂ YT IYRRT ST auuul 45,121 42 ‘. 2.8 9105 58 9 57 10 hU'S" 12.8- 19.8 8.5 13 0.6 ['H 0.1 0.0 0.}
Theater prOgramS «oevesscsssrnsnssess| 45.008 7 2 6.0 9.5 841 %83.2. 0.8 139 L5 0.5 0.2 027 0.1 o‘.o%_o,o 0.0
Visual arts programs .....i.ecesssess| 45009 % 2 3.6 88.7 65.8 58. 6% Yad 158 7.0, , 1.3 43 19 1.8 2.2V 0.1 1.0
. YOU[h gtants ip the humnities reeese tl 45.115 2 0.2 8644 52-3' 40,4 *‘l]tg . 2844 508\, 13.6 9.4 0.0 0.0 &1 0.0 000 \
| ) P ¢ | ) !
Total Nat {onal Foundatiun of | » ' . ' !
‘Arts ‘and /Humanities seee tnﬂl - - 108.6 '91.3 68.9 65.6 3.3 16.0 bod ) 87 .35 24 0.7 . 1-5 042 . 0.4
f‘ o A I - 5 ) . -
Veterans Administratidn: I o ‘ . . ‘ g
* Veterans readjustment training 4/ +os| 64.111'35, % 4,941.4 - 0.4 119 239 89 f 248 61 37 59 61 1.0 149
* Sons, daughters, wives, and widows—- | ‘ e ‘ o,
education 10/ essene uuula . tuuul 644117 4 "177.4 2703 10-10 25.7 10.0 26.6 6.3 4l . 644 6.6 1-1 240
| ‘ - - :
Totaﬁ Veternns Administration | - - ,5,1lﬂfér_75.1 42,2 0. 3 1L 3 2.0 9.0 2.9 62 B8 59 61 10 L9
¢ ¢ i ; . : T
o - Total EduCﬂtiOﬂ oon_louuutl -4 - 11,062-10 12.4. 39 6 30 8 8.8 23.6 9-8 ‘ 3271\1 6.7 b 5-9 6-7 1.0 244
* YANPOIER TRAINING AND | '
EMPLOTMENT OPPORTUNITIES: | \ 2
Department of Agriculture: I : Y " : ‘
"Job opportunities program «esssesess o NA 2 205 6.2 0.0 0.0,.0.0 5.1 1 %?.8 10,0 0.6 27.4 27,7 10.9 17.1
Depattment of Health, Education, | o ‘
and Welfare; ] ' L o , .
Job opportunities progranm uauuu‘ul 11.309 - 7.8 ' 90.9 79.9 -50.9 50.3 0.6 21.8 1.2 20,1 © 91 0.6 L.l 2>'3 Q’.O 1.0
‘ cp . . ‘ S . ,
See footnotea at end of table. T - ot Cont {nued
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Appendix table
!

1--Percentage diutributioq of Federal outlaya for human resource development in metropolitsn and nonmetropolitan countiea, .

\fﬁ ) ! ¢

- :

0

fiscal 1976-Cant1nued ‘ 3 | L

| I
v N |
\ .| o
| Subfunction, departuent, and program

o
EE
| Type of | U.S. |
| program |program 2 total |Total] | I

Metropolitan counties . | Noumetropolitan counties

| Creater R N | less | Totally
| | | Urbanized | urbantzed | * pural .
|Mediun|Lesser | Total |Adja= [Non- | Adja=|Noa= | Adja~|Non~-

T j

-

. Inumber 1/| | * | |Total| Core |Fringe| | | |cent adja-lcent |adfa-|cent |adja-
,r = L l ‘ l | l L ‘ l /| l_ cent l lcent [ [cent
‘ ‘ P v o il e Percentage’ of UsS, total--

Department of the Interjor: . | o o

- Indian eﬂployﬂﬂlt asgistance """"I 15'108 ‘, '2 1305 4306 2601 23l2 2'9 1007 ) 608 560‘10 8'2 1607 409 1303 08 1205
" +Job corps—comp. employment | ﬂ; - : . o , B |
tealnfag 8/ coevveniiinniiiiniinin] 17220 He 46 30,3 0,00 0.0 0.0 L5 188 69.7 % 0.019.8 193 0.0 9.7 20,9
* Job opportunities program 9/ ........| WA g , Bon 51,9 22,3 2.4 0.9 ée.j': 10,10 4201 1.1 251\\\6.5 12,6 1.] 1.
| s . . K -

= Kz T - ] e , v o

Total, Dept. of the Intesior ol o - 38 ALT 108 160 LI WS 1 sB3 1.2 14.5.1).0 1.8 b6 133
‘ , .
. !

‘Department of Labor: | Ly , o .
Comprehensive employment and | ‘ o o ' ¥ :
Ctraddog 10/ wesnsennninninnnn 122 L 43134 911 44l 38 67 32 124 .9 S 3 1. g, 6 L1000 0.1 L
Senior community service emp. . by L . . K/ ‘

progean 10/ wovvesenniiiniiinnnnn | 12,2351 85.0 99.9 -99.8 99.8 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 _,,0’6 o.d\J 0.0 0.1/ 0.0 0.0

Enployaent service «ovversvuvsiininn| 1,207 - ') 530.9 820 4L9 385 34 0.0 9.9, 180 5.8 (/ 25 °5.0 0.1 0.3
Apprentice Outreach 10/ vuoverinins] 17,200 - 1 S8 99,8 90,0 497 403 69 2.8 (020 01 60 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Indian employment and training 10/ o] 17,23 1 799 341 96, 9.0 0.6 187 3.8 6.9 7.0 3.3 947129 1.8 3.5
Job Corps 10/ wereersvnnsnniiinnnnnn 12,211 1,2 89.7 89 362 26,0 12,2 4.8 3.0 181 Ll 05 %0 35 0.0 9.1
Migrant and seasonally employed . | . . o ; T e )

workers 10/ oobeeoniniiinnnieiinnn] 1,230 1 6.7 77,6 23.0 161 6.9 2.7 269 24 Tk 8.2 L2 26 0.0 0.0
National-on-the-Job tralning 10/ ...u| 17,228 | 1 7.9 97,7 88.4 881 0.2 8.0 1.4 L3 2300 0.0 0.0 00 0.0
Uneployment insurance evseessernnuns] 17225 - | gb6.8 85.6 323 20.0 3.3 40.6 12,7 Lod 66 27 L8 31 0.0 0.2
Research and'developaent A : : R ‘ -

profects 10/ vusrerisereniivaniinn| 17,293 2 5. 938 19.2 72.8:.6,5 129 LT . 62 2.9 04 2.2 0.7, 0.0 0.0
Fed. unemploywent %enefits and . B L o ‘A . ) ‘ :

allovances vosresspivinncrniniinnn] B, (108056 TH9 4520 333N 24 3 250 6 35 S8 65 1.0 .14

. $6E, Occupational Safety and | o - ' - : R .

Health Ad «oossrnnnvsinnnnnininnin] M 8 60,4 95,3 75,9 Thl . L8 LBy 53 &7 250705 06 0.5 0.6 0.0
S4E, Bureau of labor Stanlsrics . ...I . HA 8 3Beb 95,5 95.5 917 3BT 00 00 45 4.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
S&E, Emp]oyment and Training Ad ou0us| NA , .8 ] 78.6 100.0 100.0 91.5 8.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00 0.0 700
S4E, Employgent Security Ad .uvevvens| HA 8 635 99.6 Thub 6844 6.0 09 42 046 00 0.0 04. 0.0 0.0 0.0
S4E, Labor-Managenent Segvices Adoin | NA 8 26.6 96,1 911 9L.1 0.0 CRE00 39 0.0 0.0 ;000 39 00 0.0

r | ' 7 - |
Total, Depts.of Labor vuvererss| == te o 08,2693 85.8 448 36 Tu2 . 30.4 105 14e2 5.5 24 2.2 2.9 0.3 0.9
Commundty ‘Services Adminisrration: | . ‘ - | e .
Job opportunities program veeuseussa] 11,309 /| 62.5 " 1.7 28,5 8.0 0.5 A8 TS 283 32 28 84 113 0.8 1.8 ‘
: v . S . ) .

General Services Adainistration: K o ! ‘ ‘ 2

Job opportundties program «vevv.ves,| QNA 8 0.2 10040 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ~ 00 0.0 0.0 00. 0.0 0.0 0.0
- T ‘ ¢
“See footnotes at erd of‘tﬂ;/]i - ' © \ Cont doued
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Appendix table l-Perceotagc diatribution of Federal dutlaya for huoan resource develbpment fn metropolitan and noometropolitan countiaa,
. fiscal 1976—-Cont1ouod ot ‘

I B Hetropolitan counties l Nonmetropolitan Dounties -
{ | | | " I | Less | Totally

| ] T
‘ CPA | Typeof | 0.5, | |, Grester o Urhenteed | ef | pural
Subfunctioo, departaent, and program | program |progeam 2/| total |Total| - | | |Mediun|Leaser|Total | Adja|Noa= |Adja=|Non= |Adja=(Non~
C " |nusber I/I .o |  [Total| Core |Fringe| , | |~ |cent Iadja-lcent '|adja=|cent |adfa- -
; ‘ I R bbb b b jeent | jeent | | cent
* Mil. - - - “—‘centage of UsSs total--

Small Business Administration:

do‘l N ,
Occupational Safety sod Health Loms | 59.018 5,10 &9 640 110 95 14 418 5.2 oA 0:0 134 0.0 134" .00 92

— B,485.2 852 5 IS TN 303 104 168 567 24 23 WL 03 11

i . : . 1

. mlowcﬂtqolvleuououlunu

n
Toéal. Husan Resoutce )

|

|

|

1

]

, |
- Total, Manpover Training and. |
-

|

. Devolopment.-qmm{..m...l

‘ " l

=1 IAE0T TRS A6 B0 %6 NI 86 L2 6T 35 62 66rLl 22,

—

e

WA = Hot bvailaple
- =Hot applicable.
1/ lndicates the prograz idantiiicatioo ounher. 1f agy, as giveo in the U5 Office of Haoagemeot aod Budget, Catdlog of federal Domestic Assistance.

_/ Progran types are indicated by the following codes: (1) formula grants; (2) project grants; (3) all other grants; (4) direct payments; (3) direct
loana‘ '(6). dnsurance; (7) contractual procurement; (8) salaries and/expanoea, () donation of property, goods, and conmogities; and (10} guananteedlin-
sured losns, Dolli raportod fot the latter two/types of programs indicate tha level of "indirect Federal support" to local argas but do not represeat
the actual transfer of Federal dollara- For this reason, many anilyses exclude"these programd. : '

3/ Outlays other than for salaries are estinated on the basis of total employment levels at each duty station- Actual payroll costs are used {a com-
puting total estimated outlays in each county. ‘ ' «

4/, County~level cutlays are estimated on the basis of the fraction of edch State’ . special group populatioo n each county (fot exanple, the reéipieot
of 2 specific service, State employees, veterans). : s b

5/ Total outleys sre prorated among counties in the same prOportion a8 payrolls, for which actual data are available-

_/ State totala are based on average monthly annuities applied to, the national figure.  Pro rata to counties is based on population. - .

1 Stata thtals based on nonthly accounting totals. County totals are estimated on the basis of December payzents from a prior fiscal year. 4

8/ Outlaya are prorated to the State, city, and county levels prinarily on the basis of payroll costs.

9/ Outlays attributing to each duty station are prorated mong counties based on the mumber of operating units in eachlcoqpty.

i

10/ 0utlay| are allocated or identified to the location of the prime qontractor’s main office. t ' ' ‘ : v

L

Sourca' Counuoity Services Administration. o A '
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Appendix table 2-Percentage distribution of Federal outlays for 1?@7 in metropolitan and .nonmetropolitan counties,

fiscal 1976

e . i

-

: ot : ' s ( | \ﬂetu(politan counties ] -~ Nonmetropolitan counties )
. . o | ' | | | I | - Less | Totally
| CFDA l Type of | U.S, ' G eater [ I | Urbanized | urbanized | rural
¢ Department and program | program |program 2/| total ITotall [\ lHediumlLeaserITotallAdja-INon- |Ad]a=Non= IAdja-INon-
: ‘ |mmber 1/| — © | | [Total| Core IFringeI i | |cent' |adja=|cent fadja~|cent |adja--
. ' 1 o [ N A [_ | | ] feent |  [cent] . [cent
. 4) . , Hil. . . ‘ 2 xcrcentagg of U.5. total 'l. - I
dOll o, . X ' .

Department & Agficulture:

Rural self~help housing technical

@

‘ assistance TR TR T I  I II 10, 420 2 0.6 3.1 0.0 0-0 0.0 33 0.0 66,9 1646 23:5 6.8 0.0 0.0 0.0
“Very lov income housing repair loans .| 10, i 5o RS 102 LE 02 L S0 %5 8.8 b 64 0.5 26,9 7.8 2.7
Fﬂm lﬂbor houﬂing loﬂﬂﬂ lnulllllntn 10, 1005 10 0 ' ,006 “0!0 0!0 0:0 0!0 0.0 14'-0 86!0 608 3!0 6!3 38!9 3'!6 27!7 )
Low'to moderate incone housing loans ..| 10.410 02,2378 288 67 L1 5.6 129 "9 TL2 1L6% 7.6 16,9 22,4 665 8.4

10,411 10 0.6 16,0t 0.0 . 0,0 0.0, 0.0 \16:,0 840 0.0 41.6 10.8 9.8 Zﬁt 0.0
Rural rental houing loanﬂ uuuuun 10 “5 10 231-2 34!8' 12:2 3!1 9!2 '12:10 10-2 65!2 9‘|2 5!6 21!10 17!1 . 8:3‘

\

hulthofqnwkmenuu ~ L4163 29.3 12 L3 5.9 128 9.2 107 M 13 104 29 b B

Dept. of Housing and Ugban Develogment'

Mortgage insurance for;

HDNES IlllI".tllllpllllllllllllllllul

|
|
l
|
l
l
|
‘RUH]. hOllBing aite loans uuluunlul
|
|—
|
l
l
l
|

005,360 924 5L 3.9 12.2 8276 .21 20 L4 L2 00 0.2
' Property improvement 1088 vervenanas} 14 162 C10 6035 T80, 488 331 157 2.6 8.3 213 52 347 Ghé 56 0.6 1.6

. Cooperative hausing ..........uu.nl 14,124 10 0.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rental housing ulnunuuluuuunl 14,134 . 10 2944 . 100.0 82!7 82.7- 0.0 17.3. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Elderly housing uuu‘uunuuutlnl 14,138 , 10 il o 87.5 5143 456 5 7 29,9 643 12!5 9.8 7 0.0 0!0 0!0 0.0
Hultdfanlly supp, loans couvesrenissl] LISl 010 U290 952 9 % 00 858 0.0 b8 0,0 0.0 45 03 00 0.0
Rental housing assistance muunu| 4d03—- 10 36,1 956 62,9 50,0 129 2.9 48 k2% 0.5 LI 0.3 0.0 0.0
Low to moderate income housing-mkt : . / : ' o ‘

(Sl

| o .
interest rate «essssersce nllull'ﬂ l 14.137 ‘ 10 310.2 90.9 47!’0 21,1 19.7  34.1 294 9.1 3.1 1.6 0.6 38 0.0 0.0
, Condominium housing ulnuulnuuul 14.112 10 , 8.4 100.0 70!9 46!7 26,1 29:1 M 0!0 ‘0-0 0.0 0!0 0.0 .0.0 0.0 0!0
Total,, Dept of Bousdng-and | ‘ v N ‘ i IR
Urban Development tutnnuunl , —“J 6,6,68!10 91!3 51!4 38:6 1208 31!8 8!0 8!7 2.9 . 2:0 l|6 1.7 0-2 0:3 .
 Departuent of the Interio:r’ | “© . . , .
. Indian housing deVelopment weverneeenns| 15 115 8 3l 23"-7 104 5.8 4.7 B9 &G 763 92 15,2011 1907 0.3 90.8
Indiﬂﬂ h0U51ng im‘ptovement |||||||I||||| 15, “6 2 8.7 26.4 10,1 1.2 2-9 12-0' b3 .7316l 1.0 119 109 23.8 2.9 7.1
] l i . . 3 - .
Total, Dept. of the Interior suees] Y- 13,8  25.4, 10,2 516. 36 10,8 &b 46 1.8 13-1” 1.0 22,3 2.0 1844,
See footnotes at end of tahle, ! o . | o , ' Cont;nued'-
f;‘-’} ' : - ‘ L 'A v ‘ l ) . \
! ‘Q" § i !
] ) ‘ .
, \ ‘ . Es . /o
" p , ’




. (

ndix table 2--Percentage distriburion of Federa] outlays for housing in metropolitan and nomnetropolitan counties,

¢ . flscal 1976r-Continued
o | A Metropolitan counties l‘ b Nonmmpo]itan count Leg
| | A T ‘ | | | ychantzed | e8| Topally
, o | croA | Type of | US. | | Creater | | Ur anize | urbanized.| rural .
. Departaent and progran " | program |prograp 2/| total |Total]’ : | lHediumlLeaserITotalIAdja-IHon- |Adja=|Non- |Adja-[Non-
, \ . . |ougber 1/ - - | | ITotall Core [Fringe}’ |© ] lcent |adja=[cent |adja=|cent |adja~ -
‘ L] l |l | feent ] Jeente]  eeat
. ] . Ml --—=-Perkentage of U.S. total :
‘ A | dOlv , L ' ; )
‘Veteraos Adninistration: 1 ‘ ‘ o S
‘Veterans’ guaranteed and insured loans | 64. . 10 10 365 2 896 50 .34 17,6 212 1003 1046 &0 26 1B Lok N 0.3 0.3
eterans ditect loans '"H-uunuuul 64 “3 5 i 70 1 28!7 210'7 022!1 2'6 2'5 ' 1'5’ 71'3 9'6 ' 8'0 170 7° 30:6 1.2"' 5‘9
Uabled Vetetana, ditﬂct lo&ns tessnne ‘ 6’0 118 . S Lo 0:7 66‘[8 6:2 : 3!3 2:9 \22l6 lﬂnl 53-2 .‘ 5:6 607 8 5 29n5 : 0-2‘ 2:7
L
b : o [N . ‘ i ‘ ‘
Total \{pterano Administration | - - 10,4361 89,2 319 343 -17.5 270 10,3 188 bl 27 18 L6 03 0.3
TOt&]‘, Housins Hlilln‘l-‘n!n--nl - - 10,594‘6 ﬂZlJ 106'0 31'6 110 5 26&8 9:‘( 17!7 10'6 3‘0_ 3:8 lhz 0-8 1:3
L : | t 1 . ‘ D poo .

,E
.o

i

NA = Not available. ‘ : ‘

- Notcapp‘licable-\ S ‘ L3
1/ Indicates the progran identification ouber, if any, a8 given 1n the U, S- 0ffice of HanAgement and Budget Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance. .
2/ Progtan types are indicated by the folloving codes: (1) formula grants; (2) project grants; (3) all other grants; (4) direct payments; (5) direct

loans; (6) insurance; (7) contractual procurement; (8) salaries and expenses; (9) donation of property, goods, and comodities;.{md (10) guaranteed/in-

sured logns. Dollars reported for the latter two types of Jprograns indicate the level of "indirect Federal support’ to local atjeas but do not represent
the actusl ttanafer of Federsl dollars. For .this reason, many analy%es exclude these prograns. ™ N " : .

H
[

* Source: Community Services Aufnistration.
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Appcndix tnbln S—Plftcntngo dhtribution of l’edml outlays for community and industrial developuent, tn mropolitan and, nanmetmponun countiu,

¢

TN ‘ r';", “" : ' - N ~|'.1‘,‘ 2
i | I N Matropolitan countiea | Nomtmpolitgﬂmt'iu )
e N - Y | I Lol | Téss | Totally .
|" CPDA | Type of | U.3.}| | Creater _ | | Urhactzed | urbaniged | rural ' -
Subfunction, dcpartnnt. and progran |- progun |progran 2/| tota} | otnlr | | IHediuulLemrITatallAdja-lNan- |Adja=|Non= |Adja~|Non= .,
' Inunbet 1/| ] 4 | . |Total| Core |Pringe] | | lcent |adja=) cent ladja-lcent |adja= -
[ | | [ D I I l d | Jcent'] ‘lcent.]  |cent
| oMl . Percentage of U.S. total- ~
B .S “ e "'
COMMUNLTY DEVELOPMENT: o , . .o AR
Departmant of Agriculture: | . th te .- . v 'v ROAK
‘Water and waste disposal systems ....| 10.418 3,10 0 5699 S 62 L S0 1T6 - 1.9 685 9.7 “ 5.4 18,0 204 3.8 :10. 1

. Watar and sever grants. o-.uuuuu,l NA~ b 'Z- 17.3 15,8 2.6 0.0 . 2.6 54 148 8442 6.1 1.8 1446 m3 102 20 Z

“_,hrurl Home Adnin-. S&E. 000000000000' NA § 132.1 37.0 14,0 1]08 - 22 1;,2 9.9 63.0 " 6.7 602 14,9 20,5 3-4 911 v

’ lunl El‘(“rific‘tion Adlina, S4E -nl 8 17.2 8806 72-7 - 7008 109 709 8.1 1106 103 b2 2} 2.1 005' 0 6

I Conunity facilities loans nu\auaul 10 1023 10 ©170,2 .25.0 9.6 2.2 ‘ 7.4 11,3 4. 75,0 340 5.6 2644 }'306 2.3 IQ ld

) hcrution flcilitiel loana nuunll 10 “.J 10 . 1.2 11009 809 1.2 1.7 : 6-0, 000 85.1 134 0.0 19.8 210'6 ¢ 1002 23, 1

" Rurdf electric ]Olnl 3/ -"ounuonl 10.850 10 1 982 2‘ 20,1 - 307 0.1 36 1.0 5¢60 799 1443 405 2244 0.2 11 3
Rural telaphone loans 3/ ewsronnnnaes] 104851 10 3847 280 71 0.0 Tl 1246 ¢ 8.3 2.0 6.8 3.3 1946, 22,2 48 15, 51_
Indian tribea and tribal corp. loams.| 10.42] . 10 1 00 000 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 20.6 47.6 0-0 1.8 !
Rura]l telephone bank loans 3/ cevennd] 104852 5 18001 23.0 4.4 0.0 44 158 2.9 77,0 .10.5 01 239 262 33 9.9 '
Rural davalopment research uo'uonul 10.204 i 1.4 50-0 9.5 hed 21 19-3 <2l 5040 342 8.0 000 1.9 0 0‘ 0.0 . '

~ Appalachian regional development | . R ' e 5 ey o
progras n-‘ununn-.-nmu‘-u.-l KA 2.10 1203 ZZ.B 2.5 ?-0 2-5 10.2 ’100'1 1.2 6-3 11-2 1601 f705 107 1,6pST '_‘

1 - : .
A v . : -
) TO"I D.Pt- ‘of Agricull‘ure.-ml ;’ . “‘3‘,47107 2.2 50\5 1.1 b 12,5 6.1 15,8 11.5 4.8 2.2 A5 5.6 "11.1
. ) . , : L
| .
Degartnent of Comnete: | e S ' S . o
Econoaic development--public works ..| 11.304 . . 2 1o 292 161 1201 40 66 6.5 70,8 9.8 16,3 11,4 10,0 ° 8.1 15.0,1.
‘Economic Development Admtnistration | 11,300 'i.S_ 146 32,7 13.3 107 2.6 116 7.8 67.3. 9.9 G 16.1 208 2.6 9.9

. Appalachia developnent district | ' g . SR . " S S
asst . 4/ XXXR 'O‘u-ouunounu -l 23,009 - 2 © 51 189 .1 000 : ]01 10.6 1.2 81.1 6.1 1.9 214 19.5 10440 aA.7:
‘Appalaehin State resources tech, | : ' ‘ C ‘ . , ' '
asat. l'l/ u-on-unnouuuouuul 23.011 2 6.6 72-0 2002 6eb 1308 1{609 1009 2800 5.8 1.6 206 17.9 001 0-0
Fconoatc devlopnent-district . o : ! - T . " R

operltionll 488t oo H'uouuuouol 11. 306 2 0.0 0.0, 0)-0 0.0 0.0 000 0.0 100-0 0.0 0.0 0.0’ 0.0 0.0 100.0
Economic development~special econ | o : ’ ‘ «
dev. and ddj asst. uﬂu'touttuol 11.307 2 135 60,1 1447 14.7 0.0 36,0 9.5 . 39.9 3.9 14,7 11.5 907 0.0 "0-].

‘Economic development==State and iocal| ' ' T : ‘

‘ econ. dev. pllnning .‘...-.----..-...?117305 2 Lo 8803 21008 %.8 r~0..0: §5.3 \_]'.8-2 11.7 7.3 44 0.0 0.0 p.O 0.0‘ .
Economic development-~support for . . : o ‘ T e
pla’nning org. HNNHHNHH-H-NI 11.302 2 0.3 151 10,7 . L7 110 16;5 3 9.5 4 0 193

" Econoaic development==technical asst.| 13,303 2 6.6 235 10,4 19,0 4,0 3.1 L3 L7002
Public Works and Econ. Dev. Act of | ‘ i . »

1965 Title X uuuuuunon-un| 11.309 } 2 000 2.1 0.6 2.3 7 0.0 000,1701 10-2_ 0.0 0.0 .
Appalachian supplemental grants .oovs| NA 5 0.0 72.0 0.0 28.0 #0.0 0.0 11.3 0.0° 0.0 16,7
Mnin. economic dev. asst, - | L : : ) -t < ‘ S . e r
programs 5/ LLLLERIRTENT Houo-uu| NA 8 19.0 100.0 9107 91.7 0.0 8.3 0.0 *0.0 0.0 0,00 0.0' 0.0 000 9-0
I .

| « ] " ; d 3 ) o

Total Dept. of Commerce~e.. -..\I_ - - 288.9 4.2 19.8 17,7 u1 199 <778 5280 1.2 94 1245 152 19 6.

\ S .

Departmenr of Defense: | s » ~ o

" Military construction, Army National | . ' C . L . oot T
Guard _5_/ talo0'00-0‘0'00000‘0'0310{00-.' '”01000 . 2 3509 58-5 ]60] . 1600 0'] ' 33-4? 8-9 4105 ' 7-9 600 10'4 14.6 103 ]-[l’-. ‘. !
. . [ 9 T
Sea fodtnotes at end of table. ' ' ¢ ‘ Continund\\f
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Appendx tabyo 3—Petcentoge diltribution of Fedeul outllyu for community and induatrial developnrent o metropolitan and nonmetropolitan counties,

N

‘L'!

.

_—

[}

u fiscul 1976-Continued 8 .
B ) T N { { l Hetr_opolitan counties Noometropolitan counties
- ‘ | N |l ] | Less, | Totally
: ‘ ‘| CPDA. | Type of | 0.s | Greater § R ILUrbanized | urbanized | rural
Subfunction, doportmt, and progran | progean |progran 2/ | stotal [Total| | ' | - [ediun|Lesser|Total|Adja-[Non~ |Adja-|Non- |Adja-|Noo-
- . A lnuaber 1/| ' 1 |Total] Core |Frioge| , | | lcent ladja-|cent [adja~|cent lodja- .
S _— | 1 S ISP Y P | b b1 Jeent | lcent L I_ent
K , | WL, - . Percentage of U5, total-de—eemt-
1 : l " ‘ i& ‘ - '1‘ y Co L ‘.9 '
: S | L e v LR . o Ty ; ;
' ' o = 1 ' [T . S
Departaent of Health, Pducation - | . o : o a T o , )
and Welfare: = ] _ 4 - . coL o ‘ : -
+ Urban rht,control nnunnuuunll 13.267 ) ,2"" 12,5 99-3 52!6 50.6 1,9 1106)[‘ 03 07 07 0.0 0,040 0.0 0.0 o
~ Native American prograss vpeesnannan| 13, 612' .2 . 3‘ 3.3 15,8 135 2.3 143 . 42 63T N 5.4 &9 101 L5 304 -,
Public works and econ. deve-regs | o i R . ST
e doV. PrOGTABS vesersnssnininieniiigs o) 1, 300 o1 16 859 .359 58 ‘30.2 9.5 4046, 16:1 1l 0.0 0.0 1 0.0 00 00
Applluhim reglonal devolopnenf O I X ‘ a
pﬂ!ltm g nr NA - 8 59 100010001000 ..'0-0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 .
Appalachian reglonal develppment «vvof 23, 1)) S Y 1“ 740 10162 53 59 439 189 25.9 144 L8 T 7 ,l 5 0.6 0.1
Appal@hiay sipplemetit to ¢ | -. '. ' o . |
3mtl-1n~nid o0 -nn{nulnnnlll 23 002 2 ) ! 33,0 69-3 9.7 4.8 49 5444 ;)5-3 | 30-? ' 10-9 , 10-85 6.7 5 3 1 2 1.7
Totnl Dept- of, Hulth. ‘ l “ T 1" t J S C _.T
Educaciou, md Helflre uunulL Cowe o @. 10007 65.8° 22!8., 18,7 4 33-9 : \7‘11..‘ ,3_6'2 8.3 31‘5' . 5!0 an 0.9 94
v i 2, . TR 0
Doéartuot of °Houning and Urbao‘ | ) . RS ' B '
Developnant; ., - " Lo ’ ) ‘ . 0
Conunity developuent Ulock guntl | o ' e ‘ : R
. mtitlmt gunn n.un-nlnu ol 14,218 1 1,836-2 87,0 43-3 36!3 7.0 3.5 '\12-2 1310\ 4.6 3-7 1!8 .8 0.0 0.0
o, ' , T - . T T - J‘ ; } v ;
Doplrtunt of -Iterlor: - | ‘ ™ T o L cr .
‘,  Indiap accounting 'sarvices for | : r ‘ o ° [\/( : .
tribu nunnuonu.nunonlnor |w 8' 2-6 5515 2700 26:5 ' 0!5 l |7 5 5‘07_ ,,36-5 5:7 11:2 1105 20:3 ‘000 S-S'P
Indian loans=~economic development ..| 15.124 3 93 16,7 163 2.4 L9 24 T0.0 83« 5.6 443 26 2.9 040, 9.
Appalachian reglonal devolopnent, | . ,'. , L T - ! o
programa P MNeepreaes l NA ‘ § - ot 0.2 15!6 10'7 9!9 0.9 ";"[hg . \( 040 , 8444 0.0 0!0 84!10 0.0 . 0:0' 0-0
Indian loans-clains as¥t. yeeessiones| 15:123 5 0.7 "63 63763 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.7 196 7.5°00 5.6 0.0 9.0
“Indtin prop. scquis.—tran. Federal | - ’d% o S ‘ e N
‘ building nn‘unnnnnuunnulI 15 127 / 7 ._‘5918 20-10 %0 8.9 0.1 8.4 3o0 79-6 1.9 6.5 18!6 20-9 2.1 23!6
‘Clains azd treaty organizations vsess| - g 08 22 22 22 00 0.0 0.0 9.8 0.0 0.0. 40 0.0 .00 938 -
Indilﬂ Mtion t“hnuu.q}utnnuul 15 107 ‘_‘ 8 13!0‘10010‘ 100!0 1.00!0 . 0!0 \ Olp 0!0 0:0 Olp 0.0 0!0 0.0 0 0 0!0 ‘
‘Indian loan guargatee an fosurance | - . ! PR . ' . '
Sund vieennnrenien uiqnnlnlnn.ol NA v 8 5.0 8.4 3é 4 ‘ 1!0 D 100 91.-6 103 83.8 3!2 1.4 0 0 1 8"
‘Amarican Reyolution Bicd_otennial Ve o ' o B Y
" Math, S&B m............-.-.-.-...I )/ . 8 . .29.9 10040 100.0 100.0 00 00 0.0 0.0 0.0.0 0 .0-0." 00 0.0 O-Q' )
- hgiml dovelopnont progmu “("“lr'__NA ! 8 0.4 1.3 0.00 0.0 0.0 .04 ,0.9 98.7 83.4 0.0 0.9 0'0. ¢ 0.0 4.4
L : : g :
Totll) D.Ptl of Interior lnllnl F!" . “121.7 107-9 41!5 40.5 1.0 4.8 1.7 . 52-1,' 4.8 10,3 9.9 12,8« 1.0 1%) ) t
'chrt mnt of Trmportation”' | S ' S ' ; . ' S
Appalachlnn reglonal developaert " o LY 8 - c _ L :
progrm nnnnnnunulnll -n! 23-001 . 2 0.2 49-8 10’9-8»‘ Q-O §9.8 0‘000 0.0 *50.2 3I|2° 1.5 1.4 0.0 0.0 0-.0
See footnotes at end of table. N ! - ! . P lontdnued
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- | | | . Metropol{itan c?untlnu - { NonmetropTlltnn count ies '
N l | I N | Leas ' | Totally
Y | CPDA | Type of | U | | Greater | | | | Urbanlzed | urbanized | _rural .
Subfunction, dapartments And program |. progran |program 2/| totnl |Total] = | | IMediumlLeuaetlTotallAdjn-INon- |Adfa=|Non= |Adja~|Non-"
. |nunber 1/| . | | [Total| Core lPripsel | | cent |adja=|cont |adfad|cent |ad]a-
I | | 1 | | | b leent | Jcent | [cent
! [ Mil. Percnntnxe of U 5. total-s .
| dol. : .
| v \ ;
_ Treasury Department: , | —
State and local governgent | o S - . (
flacal asst ) TR Gesenss vveeens]| “NA ! 4,111.3° 72,0 41.0 31;5 95 226 8.4 8.0 6.8 3.9, 6.4 7.1 1.2 '2.51
. | .

ACTLON: | “ b S , A
Foster sundpluntl progranms ounuol 12.001 2 26.8 76.5 2700‘ 20,3 6.8 73 122 n.5 645 506 5.3 +3.8 0.0 23
Retired senior volunteer program ....| 72,002 2 17.4 639 3.1 236" 8.5 20,3 11.5 3.1 91 6ub 6.6 11,0 1.3 1.9
Senior companion program sevesinesaes| 72,008 2 b1 79,4 47,6 41,6 0.0 13.7 18.0 20.6 1.2 \ 4 00 7.0 30 0.0
Score/Ace Disaster mervices ...... ...l 72.006 2 0.1100.0 9.0 90.0° 6.0 1.8 22 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

- ACTIDN cooperative volunteers ...... .| 12,008 2 L2933 1.2 1.9 L2170 300 607 0.9 22 09 27 .0 0.0
National student volunteer program ..| 72.005 " ©0.3:100.0 100.0 86.9  13.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Volunteers in service to America ... l 12.003 2 J19.9 90.0 57,9 s4.7 3225 46 100 6 1.4 1.2 1.1 0.0 0.0

‘Hini-grant ‘"Ostlm sesenee " ouul 720010 2 24 80.8 36.0 3.8 42 18.2 6.6 19,2 10,4 2.1 340 28 04 0.4
‘Youth Chlllengﬁ progrlm oo‘uoo...oull 72'009 2 003 6001 ‘2701 22 8 1003 2808 AOJ\ 3909 1705 SUS 907 702 »0°0 000

‘IOperating expenses,. domestic | \ . ‘ / ’ ,

,; proérm 1..........'...uu.o.uu.ol NA * 8 } 2543 98.6 92.4 89-9 2.5 5.3 0.9 14 ol’z‘ 0.2 0.2 0.2, 0.0 0.0
. ) L ' e

4 = T w ‘
X Totll, ACTION 00}00000000.{0000-00'. ""' - 9707 8302 5301 4802 4 9 2206 705 16'8 504 303 300 307 OOA 100
L ‘ .

Comnunity Services Admlniutrntion" j ) ‘ ‘ : :
Community action teeresas o] 49002 ¥ oLl 299.9 ]4;3 85.4 4.1 b3 20 7.9 157 S0 45 6.2 1.6 0.8 1.6
Comnunity economic developme o ..I 49.011 2 13.8 91.1 42.2 4.2 0.0 16.4 3.6 8.9 0.0 7.2 0.2 1.4 0.0 00
Energency energy conservation avc. ..| 49.014 2 13.1 73.3 0.3 25.8 43 316 14 6.7 %6 5.0 4.5 5.7 06 1.3
Research and n‘iemonstratlon EXTYTTN l NA 2 1 991 99,3 99,1 0.0 0.0 0.0 009 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0L
Community services program ‘HHHHM' NA 8 210§ 9.3 98.6 85.2 13.4 0.0 007 0.7 0.0 0.0 0-0_l 0.0 . 0.7 0.0
- . .

| T

Total, Comunity Services Muln.| , -- - BOB BT U3 436 47 198 86 B 4T 43 55 68 o7 1.4
L : ! v !
! [

Environmental Protection Agency: |

Drinking vater aupply tech. | _ ‘ '
asat. 5/ L R Ry T TR oo 664425 L8« 51 99.9 9.6, 83,7 139 2.3 00 01 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 04
e
. i
Pederal Engrgy Administration: | ' o )
State reimbursements and misc. | ' ‘
contracts é/ R R R PP ul NA 7 309 QZAA 17!6 1508 108 7202 2.7 7'6 1007 2-8 (YrO 0.0 000 0.0 ¢
. L .
. . ) i | r
Yatiodal Poundatdon of Arts and | ~
Humap{ities: | ' . é’/. <
Cult'uul lnstitutions Goebocetnitaege l 45. 117 2 12 9505 9000 8_;5 106 ,006 N 0'9 0.2- 0.8 1.9 Dob 000
Dence PLOREANS s ol s dSagersenenrnsns o] 45,002 . 2 5.6 97.5'30Jo 1.1 33 12,5 4.6 0.3 0.0 0.4- 0.0 0.0
Expapsion arts programs o, ll 45.010 2 6.3 91.3 13.2 69.4 . 3.8 13.4 4 L 1.3 L7 0,00 2.6
Interpretive nuseums-exhibits pnd J *\\ \ P
Comunity education «,.4. o XYY I 5 11’0 \ 2 ‘1.0 96.0 61.5 59.5 2.0 11.8 2246 0.0 0.5 L1 0.0 0.0
— : | m "
T 7 ==
See footnoxekfat end of table, IJ&J ’ e Continued
\ o . - % /'A . | \/‘\ .
. ' 4 ) ! ~n . “ , /
r
. ‘I : -' F
v ' ; ﬂU v . ;‘7 (‘)
A . . bt

"1'{&‘1‘;"

»

C

. f ' ’/.'
Appendix table 3-~Percentage distribution of Peders! outlays
fiacal 1976--Continued

\

for community and industrial development in metropolican

and nonmetropolitan counties,. -




. .‘ i,
‘ %
Appnndix table 3--Percnnrage distribution of Federal 0ut1ayn for community and {ndustrial development in metropolitan and nonmer opoliran counriea,
, fiscal 1976--Cont1nued . & ;
. 13 ! ‘ “.‘
J | [N || Metropp!itan cbunt {es | Nonmetropolitan counties |
: R L NN
| CFDA | Type of | U.S. | | reater | [« | urbanized | rural
Subfunction. departaent, and progran | progran |program 2/| total |Total| N |Med{um|Lessgr | Tota] |Adja-|Non= |Adja~|Non- |Adja=|Non=
|nunber I | |Total| Core |Fringe| | | Jcent |adja-|cent |adja-|cent |adja-
- l | [ 1 L b b 1 | feent]  feent | |cent
. | . : . Mil. - Peccantage of U.5. totaless=
! / LI [ g.q!-.- - o
I . . . Y
National Poundation of Arts and’ | ' ) . . ‘ b
+ Rumanitfes~~Continued: - | ' ‘
Interpretive nuseuns==exhibits and | , . . ‘
PrOgrams veeeserecosnes Apesrearee | 45,128 I 35 8945 6641 6546 0.5 117 111 10.5 0.0 5.6 4.2 0.0 0.7 0.0 )
P Hu.ﬂul progt‘lml I N NN RN RN | 5012 2 . 10010 9208 6805 660] 202 18‘9 5!5 3 7-2 306 ]ol 1.7 0.3 ' 0.0 0.10
| , ‘
' "
Totpl,. National Foundation of | : ‘ : ,
Arts and Humanities ......... O e O 28.0 93.2 72,3, 69.8 5 146 6.3 68 2.3 1.5 1.5 0.7 01 0.8
| . \
st |
"Small Business Adminiatrntlon: | ‘ ‘
Physical dimm loanl cresasrasenes | 59.008 5,10 103:5 67.1 42.8 21.0 }5-8 18.5 5.8 329 %8 12.3 5.0 5.2 0.8 3.8 -
| ‘e .
Nl | R
Tennessee Valley Aurhority .......... J WA 1 2,542.5 a%a 43.6 2.8 0.8 3.3 69 152 &0 L4 50 3 0.2 1.0
i ,
. | v T - .
Total, Community | : :
‘/ Development """""'f"l - - 13'09800 6303 3201 2605 . 507 23'2 7‘9 3607 701 309 905 9'8 200 1‘01‘
. \ l — W
INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT: | '
Department of Agriculture;: . Do : ‘ : , ‘
Bul{:eu and {ndustrial dev. grants .| 10.424 2 7.1 156 1.7 1.7 140 0.0 844 5l [ 1.3 3.0 20.5 6.8 16.6
Business and industrial dav. loans ..| 10.422 10 257.4 215 - 5.1 1.0 L8 12,0 37 785 9.5% 8.3 2.6 9.1 42 49
Nonflrﬂ ent.ﬁ)‘prise l_OInB Cessttane nl 1001007 10 . 701 1707 ) 100/‘ 008 3-5 905 309 82-1 506 5 5 1807 29.5 1000 1900
. K ’ |
Total, Dept. of Agriculture «ves| ~— - 2n.? 2.2 5.6 0.9 bF 12,0 3.6 8.8 9.3 8.0 22.8 28.9 4.3 5.6
A ‘ i :
Department of Comerce | '
Business asst., urvices and | . : S T
information 2/ Serestsrenaren ;“““I 110104 8 14.9 99.6 90.0 9p.0 - 0.0 8.6 1.0 - 04 0.0 ‘ 0.4 0.0 040 '000 0.0 '
Hinot’ity buﬂinehﬂitnt‘efpriﬂe ouoo‘oul 11.800 2.8 16.0 96.2 8508.‘, 8[007 L.l 601 3.6 3.8 1.8 0.0 000 1.6 005 0.0
Economic development-~business | : , _ v -
" dev. asst. -uuononuouo&uuon| 11.301 5 46.9 53.6 2.9 2044 36 16.8 1309 4644 1001 3.2 10,7 20,1 0.0 2.3 -
Total, Dept(oflrerce veerens| = - 7.8 7.2 4.7 4.0 L8 132 9.3 28.8 65 20 6.4 124 0.1 L.k
) ; | ‘ ;!
. ! | * ) - ]
Departnent of the Interior: ' |
Indian business enterprise o '
developuent ..... eene YT eoee] 15,017 4 11.9 - 42.5 19.3°18.4 0.9 19,64 39 57.5 1.0 4.4 14.3 18.5 1.1 122
Indan arts and crafts development ..| 15.850 8 0.7 9.6 9%.8. 9%.8 0.0 2.8 0.0 .04 00 0.0 00 0.4 0.0 0.0
‘ ‘ —d ;
— ,
Total, Dept. of the Intérior «oo] = = . 1L6 456 234 2.6 7 0.8 185 3.6 Sk 66 &2 13,5 17,5 1.l 1.5
' | . X N ’
. | .
Small Business Admininstration: | t
State and local development . | : . .
0. 10an8 «yeevnnninieens tessesnans | 59.013 3,10 35.5 50.2 30,6 19,9 %.8 13.7 5.8 498 1.3 1.2 14 19.9 1.8 5.6,
E’c! !ootnotes at end of table. ) ' . . k{ ’{} R ' . Cont tnued
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Appendix table 3-Pcrccntnie distribution of cheral‘outlnyl

Ll

for community and industrial develo

b f1scal 1976=~Continued

paent in netropolitan'and nonnetropolitan counties, '

1

Nonmetropolitan counties .

| < Matropolitan counties
I S’

4

| | | | | | Less | Totally
| oA | Type of | 0.5, | ' Greater ' ' ' ' Urbanized urbantzed |  rural
Subfunction, dcplrtucnt and progran | program |progran 2/| total |Total| | | INediumILennarITotnlIAdjn-INon- |Adfa=|Non- |Adja=|Non-,
Inunber 11/ n, I |Total| Core IFringeI N cent |adja=|cent |adjs-|cent |adja-
‘e y <l 1 1,1 | | ° 1 1 leent | jcent| Jcent, .
~ | | Hil. Percentage of U.S. total -
VAP R
| v% | .
Suall Bueiness Adainid tration— | i .
Continued: ' | : A \k
Economic {njury disaster lonnl~ﬂ.....| 39.002 v 5 L2 L0 1.0 . 0.0 200 0.9 8.2 9.0 31 0.5 50 0.0 6.8
Economic opportubity loans «.v.v..uv.| 59.003 5,10 6.3 78.1 50.8 40.8 10,0 2.0 7.3 A9 &3 I 4655 1.0 Y
Displaced business loans ....... egeeoe] 59,001 510 2.5 83.9 3.9 3.0 39 2,0 0 160 92 2.8 1.3 2.8 0.0 - 0.0
Saall buainess {twestaent | ' : , ' . \ T
COe PrOgrams oeose tn “eettsene nnt' 9011 5 K g 9603 HOA 65%9 . 505 2’009 0.0 ‘307 0.6 v006“ 2.2 "003 0.0 0.0
Bass clostng econonic'injury loans .. .| 59.020 - 5,10 535 2.9 3.0 0.0 3.0 155 hbp 7001 66.2 9.6 L3 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency energy shortage loans ..... | 59.022 5,10 18.9 83.6 52.4 W1 203 B 18 164 38 0.6 2689 0.2 0.5
‘Hand icapped asst. loghs voeeinnnene.] 59.021 510 1046737 335 284 Co 81 226 1760 26,3 7.1 62 509 33 10 0.2
Product diﬂllt‘l‘ loans ...non.l 59,010 ~) 0.3 1.0 0.0 + 0.0 000 0.0 1.0 99.0 0.0 0.0 0:0 1.0 0.0 2.0
3mall business loans .. ,t’ft sereeene] 59,012 510 1,640.7 64.3 3.7 2.7 9.0 00 10.6 0357 6 S0 1.2 1.1 1.9 47
Small Business Aduiniltrltio y SEE o] A 8 7.8 96.7 76.?.-68.5 1.8 163 42 3.3 1.3 1.4 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0
S — . s
Total, Suall Business -‘ | P D ‘
Magniatration «ooerviiviniansy]  ~ - 1,962.7 67,3 36,7 27.8 8.9 0.9 10.0 32,7 6.0 4.7 6.6 10.0 ?{i 42
y I~ ‘ , éa ‘ . .
Total, Wndustrial | - - D {
,-’\”” Testetens — .2 . . . J . . l ' . ] . . . '
Dcvelopﬁfné} | : | 7 32607 62.0 \33’1;;? 3 .8 2 19.6 9 L\\}S‘S | 6-4 5‘0 8.5 12 % | b 43 l
msmm‘ﬂ'on: T ( ‘ , \ ‘ ,

Department of Commerce: ™o o ", T ' o R K
Ald to State Mll'i‘ﬂ QChOOl' sevenen, 'I 11,506 2 L1 g 4h ok ‘?&6 1.8 lh7 28,7 22.3- 11.8 0.1 0.0 10.3 000 .0° .
Appalachian developnent highvay qdib : Co ' ‘ . o '

: IYItQH 2/ T T TYTTTTTRY U oo' 23,003 2 0.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 N 0.0 0.0h‘ 0.0 N 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Appalachian spec. trunaportation re- | . A .

" lated plnng-res. and demo. prog 2/ .| 23.017 . Ld 8003 344 - 0.8 b6 60.0° 1648 19,7 ' 5.2 100 2.8 1.8 0.0 0.0 .,
Domestic water borne trnnnportatlon | \ e .o o .

I]ltem L N Y PR Y T Y toocl 1] 509 ,8 x 003 100.0 100;0 100.0 0'0 0.0. .000 0:0 + 0.0 0;9 0.0 ,0.0 000 ' 9.0
Nautical chatts and related dara 3l | 11.401 "8 12.5100.0 790 26,6 528 16.8 -3:8 - 00800 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Operation of U.S. Merchant Martne | ' S Lo .

Aeadey «ommrensviniiniiiiininiinn| 11,507 8 12.8 98.8 97,5 40.1° 5740 07 0.5 1.2 Qa7 05 b1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Ports and intermodal transportation | ' ‘ - '

UYICCD (XD ott‘ot [ L N TN o...o..l 11.501 J l% 0:6 100.0 100.0 100.0 ‘ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0:0 0.0 000 0.0 0.0 0.0

| . L =

| . 7 . 7 5
Totnl Dept of Cmﬂ'ce srvene, I me - 2.3 95.4 8.7 3.4 101003 10.1 6.6 4.6 2.2 001 0'2 1.6 0!0 000

| N v v

| v - -

Depattment of the Interior: | aE ‘ o
Indian roads--matntenance “ovvrvverss| 15,025 ~ ¢ 9.6 13,3 3.2 3. 8.8 1248 31,2 2.5 2.0 '
Indian roads and bridges ... cene| 15,122 "8 L 590 20,9 3.7 Jd 5.8 16.0 2.1 1.9 2.5
Pedera) atd to highways, tryst. funds.l NA 8 46 45.7 0.4 0 0.6 190 28.2 0.0 6.5

I ) < . ‘
Toral Depts of the Interfor ...| = - 3225 34 10 0k 191002 7845 1.9 75,9 15.7 2.8 1.9 u.3
— A ] ¢ .
C ' )
See footnotes at end of table. ro ; ; Cont tnued
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Appendix tabla }--Percentage distribution * Pederal outlays for comunity “and {ndustrial developuent in metropolitan and nomnetropolitnp counties.

\, fiacal 1976=Cont {nyed o v
! ‘ 6; '
ﬂ, - A | | | )tetropolitnn counties " v | Noametropolitan counties:

[ | A L T U | yrbaniged |© Less | Totally

| omh | Typeof | U | | Creseer o Usbamdaed ) enized | rural
Subfunction department, tnd program | program |program 2/| total |Total| [ | . |Mediun|Lesser|Total|Ad)a~|Non= JAdja=|Non- |Adja~(Non=
/nunbet | | | |Total| Core |Fringe| oo lcent |adja=|cent |adja=|cent |adja-
' . [ S Ll 1t [ 1 1 1 Jeeat] feent |, [cent

L T R, ' Perceptage of U.S. total : i

AN I Cdol. | :
‘ T

Department of Transportation: , ' ‘ ' B , ,
mﬂh\’lx buutific.tion 1eeebevedennee 20 214 . 1 29'3 73'0 ) 9'8 6!6 3!2 37!5 25'8 27'0 3!6 3!1 7|0 913 0!4 3!7

aE

I
Highvey studies, plesning end I : : .
construction nnnunnnnntnnl 20,205 . 1 4, 806 §..60.4 25,1 15.4 _ 9.7 25.0 10, 2 96 16 &3 90 17 18 52
Development highvey systam- {0 ' Q(P . ‘
ApplllChil n-nnn-nnlnnnnu| 23 003 : 1 155.1 - 9.9 0-6‘ 0.2 ' 0.2 7.1 2 3 90.1 11-5' 16-6 20,2 4.7 91 15.0
Adrport davelopaent eid prograas ....| 20,102 1 0.3 92,0 84,0 840 0.0 3.8 42 80 0.0 52 04 1.8 0.0 .05

* Mrport planaing geant: progran «veses| 20,103 2 26 739 bl 400 A7 A0 8.2 2 85 S5 33 56 0.0

Grants {n eid for, airporfa=A/A | : .. . ' n
trust funde hn-nnnnntnvnnn| NA 2 1.2 2.6 755 6.2 - L4 &7 10,4 7.4 20,1 25.0 5.0 2-2 19.0 6.0
Interia operating asef.y Fed. O N U ~
Railrosd Mﬂiﬂo Ceeestitaseetaanates | 3 5 2. . 75-5 100.0 53-0 53-0 0.0 "03-7 3-2 0;0 0-0 0\0 0-0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Urbat mass trlnuportntion fund veeees | 20,500 . 2 1.669'0 99 85.1 82.8 2.3 10,5 2.3 21 1.4 0-6 0.0 0-0 0.0 0.0
Coast Guard marine, herbor, and | B o : .
shore sarvice nn-no\un’noonul NA : 7,8 , 92,3-2 80-9 5} 49,0 5.9 16. 9.5 19,1 & 1.8 1.0 108 0.2 1.3
Pagineeriny and devel, Ped. . A Y : o R .
Aviation Admin. n-nnnnnnntnl NA ,‘ . 7 ’ 9-9 100'0 50-0' 109-8 . 0.3 23-7 26-3 0.0 0-0 0-0 ! 0-0. 0.0 0-0" 0:0
hlltold ‘tu‘erh md deﬂlopleﬂt "'| *NA ) ‘,Q 310'9 99"‘. 54{9 52:1 2.8 157 28:8 0!6 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Railroad safaty ceoeves orabennnaenes]| N . 1,8 9.8 99.9,78.0 7.3 6.6 2.5 134 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reaearch lelln-A/A trust fund -N-n' NA ‘ I 51.8 99.9 66.5 66.5 0.0 L 1. 0.l 00 00 00 0.0 0.0 0.1
Traffic and highvay safety nnnn_n' “NA 1 77-0 96,8 79.1 15.3 3-9. 1 ll 3.6 32 43 01 0.6-02 0.0 0.0
0ff{ce of the Adainiatrator, Fed. " | ‘ : ‘ X . . 3

hilrﬂld Mmiﬂo .........-..--.}-...I NA 8 s 5!2 100-0 9618 9501

DL, 0.0 0.0 0.0 00
Operators, Ped. Avistion Adains eeocs| NA' 8 L%l 930 30,4 ?Sl\9 10.5 2 1.5

0 -
0.2 L5 0.1 0.8

1l

W i : \
Total, Dapt. of Trllhortltion 4 - Te 907009 743 434 37 N7 2400 B9 257 &9 33 52 790 L2 033

Y v

tivil Aeronsutice Board: = "%

Pl’*ntl to alr cerriers soeeenrnnens NA : 4 72 5 9. 8 B5.7 857 ' 0-011-3 2.9 02 00 00 0.0 0.2 0.0 0-0

. Civil Aeronsutice Board, salaries L ) ‘

and Q‘p.ﬂ“. lnnn‘nnnnnnnn NA e 8 16. k 100. 0 9. 5 98" 1-2 0!2 0.2 0.0 00 0.0 000 010 0!0' F"o"o
- bl /88 9 99-9 88-2 88.0 . 02 92 ' 2-10 0.1 0-0 0-0‘ 0-0 0.1 0.0 0.0

rom Civil Asronautics Board .

o, Tnnlportntionmnm 9,365.3 T2 W36 359 17 2 88 258 49 %3 52 19 L1 34

' mmommx. PROTECTION: |
Eavironsental Protection Agency:

M .. } ,

|
|
1
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
1
|
|
|

Adr pollution control progrem «veesso| 66,001 2 29,7 89.6%42.0 38.5 ‘ 3.5 3.1 10,4 104 7.8 2.1 01 0.4 0.0 0.0
Contr. grants for wasts vater «eeeeed| 66, 418 : 2 4,292-8 79.2 45.8 21.4 18.3 24.2 92 2.8 80 27 35 46 0.9 fbl
Abatement and control ceveceseensanee HA . 2,7,8 1477 95.4 6644 45 6 16,8 16,5 "12.5. &6 30 08 0.2 0.6 0.0 0.0
Mr pollution f.llo“hipl t't-'n'nl' 66,002 ) 2 Otl‘ 86'5 100'8 40.8 0.0 13-1' 32,5 13'5 10.2 3-3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
. Areavide vaste treatment mgt. | _ . . , ' ro '
: pllﬂ gunt'l nnnnnn’nnnnnn| 66,426 2 52,2 9.9 28,7 23.3 5.4 317 19-5\ 20 1 11 2 Wb .1-5 2.8 /0)0 0.0
Ses footnotas at end of table. * : Cottrmed
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Appendix table 3-Pcrcant|ge distribution of Pedaral outlays for ‘community. and induatriul development in qﬂtropolitan and nonmetropolitan lounttes,

', ‘ flocal 1976=-Cont {nued ' ) ,
' . : R ' ‘ ) — " !
K ) ' N F¥__ ’ : ': | Metropolitan c7unt1eu| | { | Nonmetrbp711tan count?ea %%
' : , : L , . Less Totally
‘ - CPDA | Type of | U.S. | Greqter, l l 1 Urbanized | urbanized | ryral
Subfunction. departaent, and progran I program Ipfogram | total ITotulI |4 "|Mediun|Lesser | Tota] |Adja= Non= |Adja= |Non= |AHja-|Nop-
‘ . |ausber 1/] - | | ITota%l Core IFringel |, | lcent |adfa=|cent |adja-|catt | g~
_ | ' 1 i L1 | L1 1 ] 1 feeat]  Jeet] |eent
‘ o ' 5 | ' L\ - Percentage of U.3. total )
| . \ , \'[ e .49..1.: ' Y . . . ?\ Coe !
Tnvironmestst Protection Agencx- I ‘ " N’
Continued: 1y ' S o -t ’ ‘ B
, Operntions. research, and * | ‘ ; R 1 ' VU
F flCiutill s‘/ nlnnnnu-nunu.l NA ‘ 2.7,8 . 10.8 99.3 B34 18.0 55 8-8 1.0 0.7 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.0
So14d vaste disposal den grants +.v| 66,028 l 18 92,9 85.6 8.6 0.0 13 0.0 1 L9 L. 0.9 6 0.0 0.0
Solid waste ttlining grants nu-nnl 66,026 1 0| 100, 0100 0 100 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 b 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ,0!0 0.0
Water pollution control=~gtate and | ‘. ‘ ‘ ' '
local aanpover developnent voveensy 66,420 no 1 0 80.6/49.7 35 I 166 226 83 194 9.2 3.0 0.0 L2, 0.0 0.0
 Water, pollution control progran . | N ‘ 6” ‘ o '
tuining grants uunn-----n---nl 06,428 2 2-9 73u7 42,0 32,5 9.5 183 133 . 6.3 263 0.0 , 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mr pollution control--technical | o o
1nfomlt10ﬂ BVCE. 5/ n---nuunul 66, 009 7.8 ‘l 1-10 100.0 65.5 3.7 30-8 4.0 30.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0«

Mr pollution control-stechnical I

asaistance 5/ unu---unn-uun' 66,008 7.8 . beb 99,5 72,1 55.2 16,9 0.9 2645 05 0.5 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0-0
. Bundiﬂs' 4 flcilitieu nunnn--' NA 7.8 0.6 9.2 482 M.Z 3.9 4.2 21,9 58 0.0 5.8 O-OJ 0.0. 0.0 0.0 -
Enforcenent /nu-fnunununu'l NA 2,7,8 3.4.99.9 98.8 78.5 0.3 0.8 0.4 01" 0 0'0. 0.0 0.0 0.0 000
Noise pollution controle=technical | . S _ ) B
"oty 5/ vrnnisnisnensenennenn| 66,030 1,8 0.9 100.0 98.9 80.2 186 L1 0.0 - 0.0 0.0 ' 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Solid waste teghnical asst. and ' : ' '

infomtion BVCS _5_/ u,u‘]nun-nu 6-011 7.8 .5.-5 99-5 99.2 86-0 13-2 0-2 0-2 0!5 0.1 0.0 0.0 0-“ 0.0 00 -

|
|
Water pollution control data pub | . . ‘ C
gves. i/ -nnnnnuu uunnunl 66 [016 4!8 1-0 }00!0 100!0 79-1 20-9 0-0 0'0 0-0 0!0 0!0 0-0 0-0 0.0 0!0
Water pollution control~-direct = | o ' . ‘ . .
u tuiniﬂg 5/ unuunu-nu-unul 66 417 7.8 0.6 100.0 100.0 93.7. 603 0.0 0.0 0.0 0!0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Water quality control-monitoring | Coe [ ‘
asst. 5/ Nn':nllunnnnnnnnl 66 [.22 . 7|8 2!3 100'0 99'1 90'3 808 0'9 : 0!0 0!0 000 0'0 0!0 0-0 0!0 0'0
| — - —
Total, Eavironmental | ‘ | ' . '
Protection Agency n-uunnn' - 4,597!7 80,1 46.9 128.9 18.0 23.8 %3 199 11 26 - 33 bl 09 Ll
. , ' ‘ -
Small Buainess Administration: I o ‘ . :
Alr pdlluti control loans u-nnn' 594025 e ) 33 84 31 2449 1.2 537 LT 126 77 0.0 J:0 21 00 27
Watey pollutEon control loans .;.....{ 39024 510 Sh 60,2 165 1.5 20 256 0.1 %9 11.6 0.0 9.8 10,8 0.3 72
Total, Small Business | . N o Y . . -
Mninistration Hnuuunnn‘l | — 8.9 71.0 214 1744 5.0 36-7 12.8 29-0 10.1 0.0 59 1‘[0 0.2 5.4
See footnotes ’t,‘qgjﬁf table.r o o e - ' o y ' | Cont{nued
e e . e, o "
v \/"'1:: \: ' ;‘l{‘:-."v "; ' ; U '..’ ’.‘. B . . J o I a . tht Hf
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Appaﬁ(}x table. 3--Percentn3e diatribution of Feders! outlays far community and {ndustrial development in metmpollrnn and nonmerropoliran counrles,
fiacal 1976--Cont1nued :

)
[

" v N S | - Metropo)itan counties | Nonmetfi;;;o-lirnn counties
l

-
. y o . ' | | T | | | Less | Torally
: | CFDA ! Type Of | 1.5, ! ‘ | (El'eﬂf.el' ] ‘ | l | Urbahi ed l urbanized l rutal

Subtunctlon, departmen'. and progran, | progrun |progran 21| total |Toral] [ |Mediun|Lesser | Total |Adja=|Non= |Ad}s>|Non= IAd_}S Nop=
‘ .‘ " |number 1/] ) | |Tota}| Core |Fringe| ' ° Io | lcent |gdja=|cent |adja-]c gt ad s+
PR S R O N O 2 R 14 ! et

Voo oy ML : =Percentage of U.S. total " ;

' : '.d_Oll_.-_ ‘ ) o o ,-‘ N .,::'
A s : . o f &
’ . ’ . i \ T :‘\ . .

1
|
|
y
- - | |
Total, Environmental ‘ | ' ' - ! ‘ .,
"
|
|
A

e T e S
! ) e i ()

LN L i ‘ BN ‘."”-,,
- - 0046 9.3 32 29.8 l B4 26 85 NI 65 16 1 > &Yk

A EEE T TR
\ ‘ . -

Toral, Community and
" Industeis! Development ..

. NA' = Not milébia- o ) | , ‘ o \{ u-B;

- Not applicable. . N S
t1/ Indicates the progran identification number, if any, 88 glven in the U.S. 0ffice of Hanngement and Budget Catalog of Federal gnmmtc- it

2/ Progran types are indicated by the following codes: (1) fornula grants; (2) project grants; (3) all othey grants; (4) difect payments; (5

loans; (6) insurance; (7) contractual procurement; (8) salaries and expenses; (9) donation of property, goods, and commoditiés; and (10) gutrant
I

fd

sured loang. Dollars reported for the latter two types. of programs, indicate the level of "{ndirect Federa) upport" to lodal areas but do not ré
the actual transfer of Pederal dollars. For this reason, many analyses exclude these programs. J
3/ Outlays prorated to the county level based on a previous yeat’s survey of consumers and subscribers by countyp
! ’o/ Prorated equally to counties within each redevelopuent district located in 13 Appalachiah states.
_/ Outlays attributing to each duty station are prorated among counties based on the number of operdting units in each county
6/ Total outlays are prorated to the State and county levels on the basis of the distributiod of total payroll costs.
7/ Includes only general revenue sharlng funds paid directly to local govetnments.
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[
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Source:- Comunity Servicea_ Adninistration, - S
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tv Appcndix t?bln I-Percentlgc distribution of Federpl outlays ior agriculture and natural resources in matropolltl% and nonmetropolitan counties,
tiacal 1976 . ‘
L
fS : o | | . Metropolitan counties I Nonmetropolitan counties
y . I S I [ I | Less .| Totally
SR | v-‘ﬁ CFDA I Type of | US. | | Greater | | | - | Urbanized | urbanized | rural
. Subfunction, departuweyt, and progran | progras |progras 21 total |Total] ] | IHediumlheaaarlTotnlIAdja-INon- {Adja=|Non~ |Adja=|Non~
i . |nuber - | | lTot:lI Core |Pringe| - | | [cent |adja-|cent’|adja=|cent |adja-
B I I | I I [l | leent | Jeent | _ [cent
| ) ML S— Percentage of U.S. total
AGRICULTURE &ssmmcz AND CROPLAND | , & L Y '
“ADJUSTMENT: | )
- Department of Agriculture: | .o S ! I
Cotton p[OdUCtlon ltlbll‘lltion Xy tttt’ 100052- lé : 12000 1400 102 001, 1.1 bod 8'4 86 0 503 9.5 1805 4003‘ 700 :sgs
> Fead grain production stabilfzation ~.) | 10,055 + 4 54 %1 21 02 1.9 J330 57,9009 27 33 1548 6.0 6.9 2641 .
Nltlonal Wool Act pnyuentl XTI I 'tttttl 10.059 4 1.2 133 17045 1.2 6.2 5 B6.7 &7 10,4 7.6 3144 Bl 24,5
308lf At Proglam sees. EETTTTITT IS "' JNA 4 6.9 N 3.6 0.4 25.) 10,6‘ 6000\ 10.3 .45, b 0.0 0.0
Wheat production stabilization 't""'ttl 10, 058 ] 53.1 g 12 0.8 0.1 0.7 1.7 4.7 9208I 16 346 30.8 3.0 45.9
. Dairy and beekeeper {ndemnity payment ..[ 10¢060 4 XT38 53 32 W2 19 1760660211002 1947 10,0 163 Ll 6.9
Cropllnd ldjﬁltll program ttt'oot't'tll NA o 4 36.7 1643 41 0.5 36 6.9 5.3 83.7 65 '6:1 21,3 8.1 6;6 15.1
Cropland adjustmedt program- . \\ , . t
pUblic BCCABE soocrrronveenes ttt"t"ot' NA " 4 0.6 2.5 47 044 4.& 11.7 5. 18,5 10,3 3.6 1727 25 6.5 1849
Cropllnd CODVQIIiOﬂ PrOSLam seeevres, "t' MA § o 0 17 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 163 82,5 4.2 0.0 333 169 0.5 2.7
Crop insurdnce indemnity -payments 3/ ...| 10.450 6 66,0 208 0.9 01 0.9 6.0 138 1192 52 6.6 18,8 26,4 6.8 15.5
Main. & oper. exp., Fed Crop Ins. Corp.| NA 8 1649 - 50.8 26.6 25.6 . 10 14i3 9.8 492 4.2 8.6 115 143 2.5 8.2
' 4
‘Total, Agriculture Asuiatnnce | ‘ : ‘ i
and- Cropland Adjustment «evrfrses| == - 4565 1540 L6 L2a LA S0 T2 8500 43 7.2 15.4 3.6 6.2 19.2
' | i ‘ ) .
AGRICULTURE AND FISH RESEARCH AND, SERWCES: | ~ S " ‘ "
Department of Agriculture; . N . - h ) j ‘
c0ﬂﬂ0dity loans +..0e. 00(00-000000000000"100051 . "5 l 080’“ 20.9 7.3 6.0. 1.2 9.2 45 9.1 6.8 9.5 2.1 245 6.3 8.0
‘stOIISG flCillty and equip. loans o..o}.l 10.056 5 49.8 1547 34 0.1 3.3 6.7 56 84.3 1.7 . 48 2360 2744 5.9 14.8
Emorgency disaster loans to'oottt'-ootto' 10,404 10 476.8 1449 2.6 . 0.1 . ;:7 6.7 Sob o B5e1 .6'3 Ilo4 ?Oof 0:5 5.0 12.5
Emergency IIVGIEGCK loans veo tt"ot'tt'ol 10.425 10 n.o12r 1 0.4 0.7 6.3 47 8749 5.4 5.5 18.2 29.6 4.2 2609
Farn operatlng IOIDI R N T YR Y RY N | 10.406 10 l 53708 12.0 1,97 0.3 1.6 . 5.2 &9 88.0 1.5 8.2 2.3 9.2 57 16.9
FITI ovneruhlp 1oans tveeecnriiriinnions ' 10.407 10 422,0 10.8 1.9 0.1 1.8 5.2 37 89.2 8.5 5.3 19.4 28,7 5.4 21.9
» Grlzing assn. loans 't""t"t"' X 'tl 10.408 10 J4-0 0.0 000' 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 100;0 0.0 32,9 25.4 13.5 0.0 28.2
Cooparntive Extension Service 4/ X 'tt'ol NA l l 21404 50,3 i16.5 1244 4.1 19,0 a7 4.7 12,9 609‘ 94 12,6 2.8 5.2
¢ Payments to agric. exper. stations . ....{ 10.203 1 80.9 5.1 10,2 81 2.1 2.6 2.4 459 29.4 10.0 , 00 6.4 0.0 0.0
Asticultural product grading sereonanene| 104150 d p .5 93.6 44.9 41.3 36 39 16.8 64 2.1 2i9 0.3 ‘1l 7040 0.0
AgflCUltutll statistics reports «.eeseesf 10,950 B 3Beb 95,1 4549 45.0 0.9+ 3.3 119 49 0.8 .39 00 0.0 0.2 0.0
“Commodity Credit Corporation Fund 5/ ] NA § 327993 723 M6 007 131 139 07 07 0.0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Energy, research and development ...... o NA 8 L2006 00 0.0 0.0 70 136 79.4 46.6 17.8 0.0 15.0 0.0 0.0
Funds for strengthening nkts.| {ncone | : o ' U a .
and BUPP 6/ 1essstetiesennns ttt"'ttttl NA 8. ﬁ'l IOQ:O 96,2 95.7 0.4 3.8 .000 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 000. 0.0 0.0
Insp. and grading of farm products +vvs.| WA 8 42.] 88,2 49.6 45.3- . 4.3 23.0 156 W8 54 10 18 L3 01 01
Liveatock and poultry mke. superviaion .| 10.800 8 3.0 100.0 76.0 61.6, 8.4 195 & 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ° 0.0 0:0 0.0
Market DE'B L1 4 U T I 10.153 - 8 ) 1104 9445 7059- 68.1 2.8 +15.1 * 8.5 55 0.8 1.8 LI L8 0.0 0.0
. ‘Harket\supetviuion tevenens t!a;:%o XY I 10,154 , § 4.1 100,0 67.4 ”66-6 0.8 -24.8 1.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0. 0(0
. Marketing asreemeg}s and orders ........I 10155 § 3.6 100.0 926 913 L4 43 R 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 O'QI 0.0 0.0
HQAt lnd poultry aneCfion teretacriene I 10. 027 8 197 2 16.4 2201. 13o9' 8.1 35(6 18.7 2306 15.3 7.3 0.1 009%} 0.0 0.0
~ Plant and animal disease & pest control | 10.025 84 128.7 89.2 26.5 16,5 10.0. 9.0 23.7° 10.8" 1.5 22 04 0.770.0 0.0
‘ Agriculrurnl Research Service, S4E voee| NA 8 5.6 69,3 42.6 15.3 27,3 1.6 131 30:7 103 7.5 L9 63 06 4t
See footnotes at end of table. . , Continued
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Appmdix table 4--Percentage diotributioi\ of Federal outlays for agriculture and natural resources in metropolitan and nomnetropolitnn cguntiel,
L) S o fiscal 1976--Continued ! , .

! ' | | | | | Mstropolitan countie | Nonmetropolitan counties ‘

( a I | I I - v Loy | Less | Totally

N . T yoe of | UsSh | | Greater ' I | ' Urbanized | urbanized rural
Subfunction, department, and program | progran Iprogrm 2/| total IToull N [Mediun|Lesser |Total |Adja~|Non- |Adja-|Non= |Adja=[Non=

' ‘ , lousber 1/] " l. | '|Total| Core IFring | | |cent |adja~|cent |adja=|cent |adja~ ‘
ol \ | 3 | L] | L1 1 leent]  |eeng ] Jeent
‘ "Ml e ~-e==Parcentage of U.S. total- 4 —_—

I
o oo |
T " . . p ‘ . ' ' .
Dapartnent of Axric'ulture-Continued: | . 4 ‘ { i : v ‘ ] |
- Agriculture Stabilization and o . %«P \ | s . C
conl.“ln?ﬂ s!WiCl, S4E -nnnnnn! L / 8 ' ”2-9 §.2 .9 17-10 L 6.5 13,9 9-’0 52,8 &7 &3 1206 1646 )ho 10.6
} - :
Totsl, Dept. of Agricultute vuvvess] ~ W Lm0 W2 D A1 ILT - 28 693 81 1] 164 24 63 1
| )
I + : ‘ — - ;
Departnent of Commarce: ‘ |- ; ' , L]
[Pronote and develop tiahery producta 5/ | M 8- 53 933 8.6 7.7 99 49 087 67 30 L2 0.0 22 00 0.3
L i
o ’ ‘ . o ;
Dm‘hmt of the Interior. f N | ‘ ‘ : , ‘ : o . v ' ‘_'
odban agricultural extenston coovieeenel S0l B, 24 {97 07 97 0.0.30.0  0.0- 6.3 %4 1080 3.9 132 L9 2.0
Anilll dmsc COﬂtl’Ol 5/ u‘unlhntll! 15.601 8 ' 4.5 80-8 2.4 0.9 1.5 3342 15-2 19-2 l% 10-6 0l 5-8 0.1 0.8
o .
TOtll. D.pt- of the Iﬂtlﬁé{ unu! - 6.9 '6‘-6 24.6 23.6 L0, 321 10,0 334. 2.4 10-7 "l 84 07 99
Snll Business Mninintrltion. L"‘\ ol . ‘ :
" Meat and | poultry inspection loans ~eeeus| 59.017 10 . 3.9 62.8 260 ‘26-0. 0.0 35#" L1 k2 37 1L6 110 8.3 00 2S5
| : -
Total, Agriculture and Fish = | ? ' " : ‘ o )
‘Research and Services nunnnnl - bl 6,100-5 : 30-9 114 7.3 1P ”-J 7.6 6.0 8l 1.1 A6-3 .4 “-9 11.2
I . ! .
ATURAL RBSOURCES, CONSERVATION, RECREATION,| Ty oy .
: D VILOLIPEE: | s L
Dcplrtunt of Asricultum S N ‘ a\ ‘ ‘ T : : , .
A(tic- @M.ﬂltiﬂn ptﬂltlluunuu-ul 10.063 . 2 167.3 249 &9 2.0 29 115 8.6 750 1.8 62 189 22.6 5.1 14.4
hr;onéylconumtion BEASUTES (ovenas] 104054 72 10.8°.19.5 3.0 0.1 2.8 41 124 3.5 6.9 9.0 16,4 30.6 47 12,9
Great Plains Comﬂnltim nnun..onl' 100900 ¢ ‘.8 22,0 8-5 1'9 1.5 0-‘0 1-3 5-2 5] 2.6 603 16-4 29-5 6-2 32-5
 Yorast protection and utilization U ol /. 8 5l&,7 38.6 20,8159 A9 9.6 B 6l4 63 ILT 83 216 24 1L
Forest roads and traile nuuunnuul NA 8 151.1  23.6 13-5 9.2 A3 39 6.3 T60be 69 113 12,2 30,5 le 12,9
Suow survey and vater aupply forecast ..| 10,907 8 7 538 1.8 070 0.7 26000 12,0 86.2 2.4 1LS 2.3 16,9 2.9 10,1
Youth Conservation Corps 7/ sesssunaenes]| 10,661 8 69 282 128 10,7 21. 1.9 1.4 T8 ‘5:9 9.2 16,8 18.9 48 17.2
Illoul'Cl conservation .ﬂd d“nnnun\' 100901 2,8 -29. 2 27-1 6.5 605 : 2-1 12-3 ‘ 70‘9 72-6 . 6-5 16-0 13-0 25-3 , 048 7.5
Rastoration of fornt lands 7/ nnnu-' 'NA 8 } (14 19.9 49 &9 0.0 1.0 lﬁ.O 80.1 ‘“-60 9.6 5-9 4.3 ) 0-0 15,9
River b“in aurveys and. 1““:00-.-.00--' 10-906 ) 8 14,8 76.8 29'5 22.0 7-5 0.1 17,2 23.2 71.57 1.6 - 3.0 3-9 0. 0'7
8011 and "t.t conservation uouuuu-' 10,902 ] 163.1 34.6 10.1 5.7 &4 13.8 10,7 "65.4 8.2 14.1 L4 39 10l
8011 urvay: nuuouunuuuuu-uu' 10.903 ] 37.2 50.1 18.9 8-0 ll-Q 16,7 14,5 4949 1 8.9 17.3 25 6.l
Water bank progran -uo'nu.-ouunuul 10,062 2 ) 2.0 . 3.7 01 0.0 0.1 N, 0.1 96,3 3 3.8 26,1 3.6 515
. Porestry 1“‘11:1'.}1'0.1'“ teads n-nu' 10-06} -2 S 85 25,1 69 10 59 8.7 M9S5 Th9 195 194 9.3 132
ult.tlhld ad flood prevention Opﬂ.’nu-' 10,904 2.8 ‘ 162.0 40.1 15.7 7-5 8.3 16,7 1.8 599 16,9 16,9 S.6° 7.4
Cooparative, forest fire control ]/ vosv.| 10,656 o1 o 20:4 696 83 5.4 29 417 19.6 304 535 90 04 26
Cooperative forest mgat. & processing 7/| 10.657 Lo &b 672 113 15 3.8 39.0 169 328 1.2 99 03 23
CoOpontin foffltr, Iesearch -0g-o-o--l| 10,202 l : 7.9 48.2 13.8 12.3 14 20,0 1AM 51-8 i 0.0 6.4 0.0 0.0
Cooperation in forest tree planting 7/ .| 10.659 2 01 255 0.0 0.0 0.0 21.2 A3 745 126, 9.0 8.6 28.8 3.6 11.9
prtntivc forest insect & di‘po con.l/l 10,658 ) L2 2.0 .12 1.0 0.2 107 808 7?-3 66.5 lal .30 5.8 0.6 2.3
See footnotes at end of tabla. : L ‘ S o Continued
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Appendix table 6-;Perccnt|go distributian of Pederal outlays for agriculture and natural resources in metropolitan nn&’nbnnetropolitun counties,
‘ f1scal 1976-<Continued ' i »

o .
- . B | | | Metropolitan counties -Nonnetropolitah counties
v . | | I ' l t N | Lless | Totally
- ' | CPDA | Type of | U.S. | | Gréater | | | Urbnnized | urbanized | rural
Subfunction, department, and program | program |progren.2/| totel ITotall | | |Mediun|Lesser |Total |Adja~]Non- |Adja=|Non- |Adja=|Non~
. ‘ loumber 1/| | | - |Total| Core Il’rinsel | | lcent |adja-|cent |adja-|cent |adja~"
- I | [ N S S [ | lx leent]+ Jcent | |cent
e T J Ml . Percentage of U.S. total=—e- ——————
S . Y T . ((
—_— . R . ' o , : . - B '
Departmant of Agriculture--Continued: | ' ‘ ' ; R ' "
General forestry assistance ]/ waveenee| 10,660 2 04 69.0 *16,3 86 . T 2066 322 30 LS 5.6 1200 39 l'.& 6.7
Pcyno ts to counties, Nat'l grasslande | '. BA 4 1.0 30 0.0 00 00 'L.§ .2 97.0 - 48 - 2.8 50.0 13.9 1.0%69.5
Paynent# to states, Nat’l forest funds .| M4 87.8° 20,0 47 16 AWl 27 12,8 80.0 1.3 9.0 10.8 27,9 10.3 10.8°
Const. & Opﬁfltioﬂ of ucrution fldlul KA 8 2.6 33!1 lalb 16!5 B 1'9 8-8 6-0 66,9 6.2 9.7 10.1- 23!‘ kYY) 15-2
Plant llt“'illl for Con“ﬂlti(m "heae I 10, 905 ) 8 » 2.5 30:3 8-0 2.0 6!0 15.1 \713 69!7 11.7 10.6 17.3 16.5 6!3 9!3
Flood prevention 10an8 ssvsssavens. ....I 10,419 - 10 0.8 67,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 " 00 67.0 33.0 0.0 0.0 0.0. 0.0, 0.0 33.0
Irrig./drain. and other loanu.'...... 100409 10 10 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 1000 0.0 1.9 0.0 8.6 0.0 1645 .
© Resource cons. and devel. loans suvveess| 10,414 . 104 LI 34 0.0 0.0 0.0 34 0.0 %66 0.0 0.0 7.3 43.9 0.9 44k
. 'Sodl And vater loah' I'||||| cheetevenas l 10.416 10 32:5 ‘|9 ) 0!6 0.0 006 1-7 ) 2.6 95!1 5.8 3.0 11.0 4.4 5:0 35.8
L ,
Iotal Dept-%ricult&re teee III' - 1,1062-5 3.7 138 9.1 4.6 . 10.8 89 66,6 7.5 9.2 11-9' 224 3.9 1.6
|
‘ Department of Commerc | L ' ! ‘ o v N ‘
National Uceanic and Atmospheric Admin-,l L /}’ 4 . . | co
operations, research and facilities 5/.| 1/ 8 ~313.2  89.2 64-&; 5.3 394 165 81 10,8 24 L7 03 36 0.3 2.5
~ Mver'and £lood forecasts 'S/ v.viveereas| 11,402 . 8 "9.9 97.9 58,0 28.0 299 3.1 8.8 21 0.0 L7 0.0 0.6 0,09 0.0
Weather forecasts and varnings 5/ ......] 11.404 8 66.3 88,1 44.9 2.6 173 283 149 119 L0 51 0.3 32 0.4 1.9
Coastal zone Nﬂnhgement _5_/ loluoouu'lll 11.418 8 13.9 9].1 49:2 (05l0|__ 4.3 . 2409 16.9 ) 8.9 89 0.0 0!0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0
u Geodectic CO“:TOIB survey :')_/.....-uu..l “01000 8 8.4 96,0 ' 95!5 0!“ 95.1 0.0 0.4 } 40" 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 . 34 0.0
. ! i 3 n
{
Total, Dept. of Commerce vvevevrses] — - 417 89.4 6Lu4 259 355 18.7  9l3 10.6 2.3 L1 03 33 0.3 2.2
1
] ) S
Dgg_ttment of the Interior: - v 7—~%
Oper.& palntenance--Indian irrigation. | L ¢ N .
systen--area & regional development....| MA '{8 : 64364 0.0 0.0 0.0 62 30.1 63.6 11.2 .;>°l 0,5 3.8 0.0. L1
Outddor recteatlo? acq., dev-, | B ;
ﬂnd training LU R T REY P T ctane |||| 15!1000‘ 2 ”7!5 6307 29!5 ”19 11!6 2100 9!3 36!3 7l8 306 8l5 '8!9 1.1 6010\-‘
Ladd & vater conservation fund 7/ NN | NA 8 99.7  48.3 36 274 T2 9. p 2 SLT 99 L3 4.8 3.2 187
Pubn land devel.--roads and trails 8/uel N li 32 40,0 21.3 8:0 133 10007 8.7 60,0 3! 9.8 1.2 Pb.g 37w
‘Pederal Yreclamation'projects 9/ ........l 15.504 1,8 625.1 4L} 1806 133 0 53 16.9 6.2 58,3 4ul 1643 5.9 211 0.8 10.2
Farn f1sh pond management 5/ vv...isuas| 15.603 8 B4 60 0.0 0.0 0.0 60 0.0 %0 94 110 40.6 252 0.0 7.8
Indian forest fire suppteasion vevane vl 1511 8 5.9 27,6 19.7 1944 %30-3 43 %6 4 06 20,0 37 471 0.2 1047
Inddan forest management.. srenneeninnn| 15012 8 8.5 L3505 190 135 U560 68 9.6 64,5 2.2 11h2 4ub 26.1 1.0 19.6
Indian lands--irrig & power 9/ lllnl 15'106 7,8 22.7 718 64.8 1307 5la1 6.2 0-9 27,8 229 0.4 0.9 ‘ 2.6 0:0 0.9
Indian lands--range managelint «.ivuiviis] 15.119 8 A6 1A 39 03 %l Gl 86 6.7 13.4 1149 0.1 1.6 28.9
. Indian lands==rea] estate appratsaL. o] 15,120 8 L3 595 13,0 23.0 0.0 20.0 9.5 40.5 6.0 1646 148 1.5 - 0.0 L2
Indian, Lands--real estate services. s 15121 8 9.6 436 208 1900 LB 1446 8.1 %6 7.8 T4 82 18.0 2.9 12.1
Indian' lands==soil & moisture cons.....tl 15.126 - 8- 26 326 0.2 0.2 0.0 3.3 0.1 6.4 19 5.7 175 26,9 0.0 15.4
. Indian l.'ighta pl'OCECtiUnlnounu || 15. 135 8 bed 84.9 44.7 18.0 26!7 .8 8.3 15.1 1.9 1.3 200 ‘ 49 0.3 4.8
. Management of land & resources 8/ v.....| . M8 S 067.0 6829 3646 2643 10.3 10.4 2.9 31 2.1 9.8 L1 123 1.3 029
Indian, lands=~minerals & nindng voevanee] 15.138 2 L3926 823 823 0.0 100 0.2 7.4 0.0 0.3 0.9 bl 0.0 21
Appalachia mine area restorat{on ....us.| 23.010 h _1,0\ 68096 4.7 4L7 00 26,9 0.0 3.4 0.0 2.9 0.0 -85 0.0 0.0
I | : . - ) ‘
See footnotes at end of taple. Cont{nued
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Appendix table 4--Percenrage dis!riburion of Federal out]ays for agriculture and natural resourcesijin merropolitan and nonmerfopolitan countles,

. v

fiscal 1976-~Cont1nued :

<

-

A

v

. " 1R
* - | | Metropolitan counties JJ;/ Nonmetropolitan counties
I | | . | ¥ ) | Lless | Torally
e |, CFoA | Type of o US| | Greater Urbanized | urbanized | rural
. Subfunction, department, and program. | program |progtan 2/| total |Total] [ [ |Mediun|Lesser |Total |Adja~}Non~ |Adja-|Non~ |Adja~|Non-
$ ‘ |nuzber 1/ s |- | ITotalJ Core |Fringe] Icent}ZadJa-Icent |adja=|cent |adja-
_ il | | [ A |cent | [cent | |cent
| - Ml R Percentage of U.S. total- '
,dOll '
- Aol b |
Department of the Interior--Continued: | A S 8
Mineral res. & resource info. & | A ~ ‘ , )
tech. agst. sevevernnsivonnasanennseeas] 15,3046 4,8 ' 2.0 77 0 19 3 1. 9 5.4 3.9 20.8° 23.0 9.9 8.7 I-Q) 2.8 0.0 0.0
Mines and minerals «veveevsnrrnsennnnned] NA 47,8 12650 90.0 67.4 P39 1LS 1.8 107 10,0 3.7 ‘L3 L4 3.5 .00 0.l
National wildlife refige fund 5/ vevesns] A 4,8 G4 28.7. 16 2 12 0 &2 36 B9 T3 65, S 205 1.5 6.7 71349
Permanent appropriations,.land wgnt. 10/] A & I 12 1 w3 25 L8 134 6.3 87,9 IINS 183 &5 346 L 178
) SII].]. I’eclﬂlﬂtions PYOJECIB 2/ “"“""'l 150503 5|7p8 15‘5 45 7 004 0-0 004 1’?09 703 5403 10.9 q-o 15-4 28-0 0-0' 0.0
* Construction & anadromous fish 5/ vveusi] N 1,8 37 9.2 95-8 13.6' 8.2 2.3 0.0 . L8 0,2 0.1 0.4 0.8 03 0.0
Bonneville pover adnin.—const., | . - : S ‘ ’ \
Opcrn and maint. oooolllllllll-lllllnnnl .NA 7,8 238.7 .5557 46,3 241 ‘2202 3.0 6'3’ 46,3 7.0 12.0 803 549 293 " e‘S
Archeological invest.b salvage 7/ «eeuss| 15,908 .08 .3 9.1 97.5,659 35 00 06 L9 19 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Conl., COIP Of CiVil Engineers 2/ s0saqs | NA 8. 1.5. 1.7 ;4502 2.7 20:6’ 13-9 1445 26-3 1903 v 4.8 0.0 211 0.0 . 0-1
Federal aid in fish restoration | ‘ o S , | g R
‘and mgut. 5/ l'----l---l-l-'-"-'-'--ll| NA 8 0.6 95.3 76,0 516 2443 “000' 19.3 47 0.6 0,00 17 2.3 0 0.1
‘Federal aid in wildlife restoration 5/ .| M 8 1.0 9.4 9.4 95.9. 05 0.0 00 36 09 0.0 0.0 27 40 0.1
Fish restoration 5/ N 15.605 g . L2 9.9 92.6 76,5 16,2 7.0 0.2 0.0 “0.0° 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fishery research information 5/ eevevrss| 15.604 8 6.2 4.9 1.4 114 0.0 63 2.2 381 22,3 5.5 9.2 163 0.6 4l
Gen. invest. Corps of Civ. Engineers 5/ NA 8 1.3 0 40.4 24,0 6.4 142 16,4 29.0 20,1 7.1 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0
Geol, min., & wtr. res. invest. | : ‘ . ‘
and topo map. ll/ l-llllO-!lllltlcOllccl NA o8 326,7  89.3 68.6 9.8 ~'58.8 1544 5.2 1047 1 29 04 5.7 01 042
* Migratory bird conservation sccts 5/evis] w8 43 7.0 63.2 482 150 43 55 21.0 0.0 10,3 0.}. 146 1.9, 0.0
Pesticide appraisal and monitoring 5/ ..| 15.607 8 3 9%.7 70,6125 580 2.0 2.1 53 23 00 0.3 L9 0.0 0.8
Natl. Park Serv., plann. & const. 7/ eoe] NA ] 53.2°%77.2 65.0 47.00 18.0 6.9 5.2 45 18 48 6.0 0.2 5.6
Plann-. dev‘ & OPEY' of rec. fHCIl' 7/ I NA 8‘ 1007 2808 22-5 15-4 V701 4-1 2-3 71-2 01 '21l9 950 ‘1603 302 1737
Resource mgmt. fish-& wildlife serv. 5/ | NA 8 185 8.1 3.3 2.4 99 1L0 97 419 6.2 5.8 6.0 151 2.8 6.2
Bureay of Outdoor Recreation,\S&E l-l-ool NA 8 ‘“l7 100.0 88.1 78.7 9'4 5.7 6.2 OMOWi 0.0.00. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Wildlife research information 5/ «vveeven| 15,610 - 8 8.9 65.6 48,4 13.2 352 BT Beb b LT 448 Ll 165 0.0 0.3
Wildlife restoration 3/ ----------------I 15611 8 25 992 9.2 78,4 12.8 18 . 0.2 08 0.7 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0
Wildlife technical assts 5/ vevevesusass| 15,609 8 © 03 6001 22,4186 3.8 22,8 149 39,9 42 8.9 2.9 170 L35S
Oper- 3 maint-. Corp. of Civ, Eng- 5/ --I NA ) § }.2 1.4 1[-4 llz’ 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 88,6 0.0+ 0.0 000 69'9‘ 18.7 0.0
. < ' — - : -
Total,‘Dept- of the Interior ------l -— - 2,“62'3' 56|9 37-0 2077 16-3 12-4 7!5 43-1 5-7 9'5‘ 5-0 14,2 1.1 7-7
- 1 i i
'See footnotes at epd of table. . Cont inued
‘ : ifﬂ .
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Appondix table Aﬁ-Poggontaso distribution of Pederal oyrlays for agriculture and patural 1 resources 1in notropoliton ‘and nonmetropoiitad‘countiea,
\ : fincal 1976--Cont1intied | | r

\ ) b T

N | | Metropolitan counties - | - Kimptropolitanrcountles
I !

T
‘ / A | o] |
. ) ‘| oA s ||

| AN
| Type of Greater - l l | | Urbanizeti_L

urbanized | rural

Lees | Totally

[

lTotalI Corq [Pringe| |t . |cent |adja~|cent [adja-|cent |adja-

|
|
‘Subtunction. department, and program | program |program 2/ toaai ITotnil O Medt |Lesser |Total |Adja=|Non- |Adja-|Non- |Adja=|Non-
|
|

‘ ‘ (\Q‘ [nuaber 1/]
: - I \ L

. |, PO G L L Jeent | ' [cent | |cent

(T8 f i et Percentage of .S, total

LN

:_,A

el (;f | . ‘ = S
| N ‘ S
: ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 1
‘Total, N:gural Resources, Conser=| v Cot _ ‘ . : " o -/
vation, Recreation, Hildlife o, - = 4364 521 35 1.3 12 1240 81 W9 60 87 6.9 159 20

4

8.5

Total, AgriCuiturebnnd [ \ s ' Co g , !

. ! M Natural Resources «veeevenses

- - 8,895.4 40.4 20.7 L8 89 1.7 7.9 5.6 6.9 B2 1.7 193 33 103

T — ; 7

VA « Not availables | - “oo K : ;

== = Not. applicable. ' -

l/ Indicates the program identification nupber. if any, as given in the U.5. Office of ‘Marlagement and Budget, Caralog of Federa) Domestic Assistance.
. 2/ Program types are inficated by the following codes: (1).formula grants; (2) project grants; (3) all other grantsy (4) direct payments; (5) direct;
loans; (6) insurance; (7) contractual procurement;, {8) salaries and expenses; (9) donation of property, goods, and commodities; and (10) guaranteed/
insured loans. Dollars reported for the latter tvo types of progrpms . indicate the level of "indirect Federal support” to local areas but do mot
Tepresent the actual transfer of ‘Federal dollars. For this reason, many analyses exclude these programs,’

i County-iavel outlays are estimated on the basis of the fraction of each State 8 apecial group population in each county (e.g., recipient of
apecific service, State employees, veterana).

'4/ Prorated to the State and county levels according to the geographic distribution of employees, ,

q/ Outlays attributing to. each duty station are proraredyanong counties based on'thé number of operating units in each county.

3

6/ Outlays other than for salaries are estimated on the Jasis of total edp]oynent levels at each duty station. Actual payroll costs are used in
couputing total es outlays in each county” - . : . ',
1/ Prorated to- tate and county levels by estimated obligationa- .

8/ Outlaya are Jallocated or identified to the location u{v;::\::rchaaing offices

9/ Outlays arefprorated to the State, city, and county 1 primarily on tHe basis of payroll coJ~!
10/ Prorated to|State and county levels by the size of geographle area
. ll/ Total outlays are prorated among countles in the same proportion as payrolla, for which actual data are available. . o,

L}
!

"\ . R 2
Source: Community Services Administration: - o ‘ |
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Appendix table 5-Percentage distribution of Faderal outlnya For- defense and space in metr0politan and nongf;ropoli an cqyn‘iep, fiacal 1976
' o : ‘ { \ ; -l Mcttopolitan'countieu | . Nonmetropolitan counties . _
| A N N | Tess [ Totally
. N Great
- , | CPDA- | Type of .| U.S. [ | reater | | L Urbnﬂizcd | urbanized | rura) -
'Subfunctiﬁn, department, dnd progran | program lprogr{E\Z/I total”| Total | ol IHediunILesserlTotallAdjn-lNon- [Adja=|Non- lAdjn-lNon- 5-<—
| . |oudber 1/] | | lToéall_Core |Pringe| | | - Jcent |adja~|cent |adja~lcent |adja-
! 2 | o L L ) | Jeene | eent ] deest:”
B A : . , M1, Percentage of .5. total-- ' -
dole '

DEFENSE CONTRACTS:
Department of Defense:

T1L96.8 462 2.2 18,2

{ivilian functions prime contracts 3/| NA 1. 6.0 136 Bub 538 6.9 6.9 b4 113 40 10,3
©"Military prime construc. contracts 3/| WA 7. 1,59.8 6.4 21,7 10.0 1.7 29,3 165 325 17.2 99 2.8 L2 03 L2
: Hj.litlry Prme RDTE contracts 3/ lcu] NA J 6,7“-3 96,9 80,3 67.5 12.8 13.8 . 2.8 -3 2.2 0.3 0. Qll. 0.0 0.1
¢ Milirary prise service contracts 3/ .| A 7 7,057.2 87.0 58.5 48,2 10,3 187 9.8 13.0% 59 49 0.9 0.7 01 0.5
- M{1itary Pprine supply contracts ﬂ/ ol M I 23,5387 89.6+ 60.8 47.5 13.3 21,3 7S 105 &9 N9 LS Lé 0.3 0.3
Prine contracts less than $10, 000 A WA li 4,528.7 86,7 43.8 3742 6'65 30,10 128 134 63 &9 L1 L1 00 0.0
. " i
'Total, Defs‘nle Contrlc_tl‘ oooopo:% - -— “0,88701 87.8 59,1 4&7.4° 1108 20'7 8.0 122 53 2.8 1.6 LS J3 0.6
DEFENSE PAYROLL: ' | ST : ' o
Department of Defense: : | . : o : '
Civilian pay 5/ nnnnnnnunnn[ NA - 12,8’!0-5 84,6 37.6 22-7 16,8 35.2

-8 b
Hilitlry active dut‘.\y\pny 5/ nnonnl NA . 8 “l,7090l0 7500 2502 1500 1002 29.5
Mil{tary reserve & Nat’l Cuard pay 51 W 8' . 1,736.2 7.2 819 2.5 10.4 2646
Military retired pay 8/ voversereres| A ‘/a LULS 8l 3T 26 %1 BT

-

Total, Defense Payroll evoivens | — o .o TS0 80,0 3L .1 16 3.

|
|
, AERONAUTICS AND:SPACE: | ,
. National Aeronautics and Space B ST
R .
|
|

‘Administyation: . ’
5.4 96,4 33.8

Construction and factlities vuovvvins| BA 1 2.0 42 199 4.7 W6 O 2.4
Research and davelopment PETTPTTIN NA 7 ' 2,733.9 9706 8’0'5 742 10,2 807 10‘ 4 0,210 0.2 ]
_Research and progran management «v0s| NA "8 7194 98.2 555 40.6 15,0 306 12,2 L8 0.1 0.0 1.7
. TQChﬂOlOBy utilization o"n...-n-nll 43,002 - 7 . 1.5 95.’! 8500‘ 10,7 13'03 ‘606 ’ 300 4.6 106 15 0-6 0.5 0.0 . 0.4
‘ Spaca sclence cducntion project\.....l 43000 7,8 1.0 0.0 G0 0.0 0.0 ‘\0-0 0.0 100,0 0.2 99.9 0.0 0,0 0.0 0,0
- Total, Aeronsutics and Space ...| - = 356L2 L6 702 662 1L0 134 1.0 24 0.6 02 L0 <00 0.0 0.6
o - | — ; — ‘ ' : :
Totll,‘ Defense ‘lnd Space nnol - T - 8’0,97604 8‘009 48,1 36,4 ”07 2503 'l_l',i " 1542 R 6'1‘.. 4'9 17 , 106 0.2 006
~ HA = Not available . o .- ’ o o '
== = Not applicable., ' P N : o ‘
l Indicates the progran identification nuber, if any, as given in the U, S 0ffice of Managenetit nnd Budget, Cntnlog of Pederal Domest Assistance.

LA

2/ Progran types are indicated by the folloving codes: (i) formula grants; (2) project grants; (3) all other grants; (4) direct payments; (5),direct .
loans; (6) insurance; (7) contractual procurement; (8) salaries and-expenses; (9) donation of property, goods, and commodities; and (10) guaranteed/in-
syred loans. Dollars reported for the latter two’ types of programs indicate ‘the level of "indirect Pefferal suppokt" to local atePs but-do nottrepresent
1ﬁe ‘actual transfer of Federal dollars. For this reason, many nnalyses exclude these programs: - :

3/ Outlays are identified to. the location ‘of the prime: contractor’s main office. P o ‘

4/ Outlays ate identified to the locntion of the purchasiog office. ~ . ' . Pl \

5/ Outlays prorated to State and county levels according to the geographic distribution of employeqs. . ‘ .

6/ County-level outlays are estimated on :he basis of the fraction of each Stata’s -special group popdlation in each county (esg-, veterans, recipients
of 8 lpecific setvice, State employees). - \ L ) .

- Source: Connunity Services Adajnistration. ﬁ%;@

"
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Appendik table 6--Percentage gletributiq of Federel outlays for jueuce and lav enforcement o metropoliten and nonmetropoliten countiee, - R
‘ " fiscal 1976 Y . oa
" : — ’ : v
‘ T T | | '- Metropolitan counties ' | ‘Nonmétr@olit{n cqunties * ¥
S N R A T [ less | fordlly "
: | cma | typeof | U, | | Sreeter oy Ubamdeed ) nived | pupab
Departaent and progran , * - [ program Iprogram 2/ | total | Total | | | lHediumlLeeeerITotellAdje-lNon- |Adja=|Non=, lAdj‘e-JNon- ‘
- " |nunber 1/| | | . |Total| Core|Fringe| |- ] lgent |adja-|cent Iadje-lcent*ledje-
L™ L 1 b \ N | 1 1. Jcent | lcent | ofcent , -
[ M1, ee- ..};uuutege 0f Us§s tota]em—mw=s " e i
\ : . ' ‘l 6-dl'ch o ‘ u‘ / T . : .4’= !
Dept. of Health, Education & Welfare: | o - ‘ ‘ ' . SR
‘Civil rights technical assist and | o o ‘ , ' L A , .’g’."
training ..eeeteeooeloeoeee.e.eeeeee-ee| 13.405 2 5 85.7 3442 NI LS ‘40002 1143 1903 100 0.0 -2‘0"" 203 0.0 0.0 )
“fkumvey youth ect'_ -cc:'cclcc-cclc'cloccll 13.62 = 2~ © 56 954 52,0 429 9'-1 286 147 &6 0.7 T30 g 0.2 0.0~ 0.0v *
0ffice of Civil Rights «vveevsavansenes]|  NA -8 ‘p © 153 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0, 90 0.0. 0.0 0.0+ 0.0. 0.0 0.0
. ' | s . oL 1 . ) v o .
Total, Dept. of Health, [ L o, . : . o T,
Bducetion. and Helfere seveee “l - : - 6 1.2 96.1 ‘7556 7.1 ;-205 1447 58 38 -211 0.7 0.6 0.5,_ 00" '0:'9,.'.
, 1 T ,. — . ' . Y o
DeLrtnent of Justice: | o . ‘ ‘ B , e -
Discretipnary rants esestecsrunsssees]* 1, S0l Lo 0kd o 9nloM2 383 09 394 14569 34 /N9 000 17 (}o‘ o. §
JJDP spécial emphasis. prev- ‘and | ‘- S b i . L .
‘ treatment cevesesniresirecnadocnss "."l 16"517 2 - ' 10.7 92.0 39.7 39‘03 0.3 5047 1.7 67‘0 b6 0016 0-7 0.3 00 00‘
" Criminal jha'tice-,-statiatice dev. Houl 16. 5_09 R ' 3 . 6.8 9207 i3-8 4.8 5.0 32.0 6.9 7 3 37 L0 0.0, 2.6 0.0 0. 0
Intemehi;ﬁa' oulloo--{uouiunuucul 16.512 3 0.2 1000 80.7 5047 dco . 3609 12.4 0.0 0.0 0-0 0.0 0-0‘ 0. 0 0. 0
JIDP Nattonal Institute sovererorenin] 16,518 T 3% V6 ST TG 61 S . 00 L8243, 43 00 0.0 00 0Gi00 |
Research and development +oybssoeceoiye] 16,507 © 3 1.9 9.5 6.9 ¢€8.6 18.3 10,4 0.2 25 25 O 0.0"‘0111 0.0 ”0:\?
Technical eeeistance H.VZ“”””? ) . K} 12,5 l ‘81.1 ‘ ”{0 6609 Gl T4 59 18.9 f7.9 0.8 0.0 . 0.2 0.0 0-0“
Trelning -ulu.uucu-u-H-chuuul 16,513 3,7 2,3, 10,0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00\0 .0¢01" Q.'O- 0.p ¢
' LEEP-BtUdEM financial aid un'uucul 16, St)lo N 4009 82,5 48,3 38,3 10,0 24.5 19,7175 7.5 . W6 3.5 . 2-9 “000 0~0
~ Managenent operations, LEM evesneseins]  NA 1,8 9.8 98,2 93.8 1864 7.4 04 40 1B 0.0 0.0, 0.0: V18 7000
Bldge. & facilities, Bur. of Prisons 3/ WA 8 Wos 76k 2006 1946 2.1 7334 2944 25,6 20 0.6 5.l ,o 1 656" 0.0
Community relations service é/ luu-ul 160200 § - 32 7 100.0 K00.0- 85.7 1443 0.0 0:0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0 0 °0:0 “ 0«
Federal prison industries fund 3/ veves| A &g b2 ThS 24,8 160 8.8 30.3 0 19.3 25.5° 5.7: 7.2 51 056‘ ,‘713 2a8 v
Salaries, fees and expenses 3/ W5 ] WA 8 70002 87.5 637 604 33160 82 125 2l /LZ/ 20 M
Support of U.S. prieoners 3/ sesesstne '| NA 8 ' 210 9 99:10 Slhl 49'3 10 87’37-0 .'8 2 006 l001 0:5 OQ 00 02%' .
| —— — - ; T T =",
' Total, Defgrtuent of Justice ov.o £ - L3 BB 6.3 SNS 9 184 88 1D 26 4 L6, 1@ 1008
Treasury Debartment. . - | , ‘ ‘ ! | ‘ ’ ‘ - ;o (*. )
Bureau .of Alcohol, Tebecco 1 L o ‘ . ‘ ' ' ‘ : !\‘ N
and Fh‘ﬂtmﬂ, S&E 6/ L TR N RY Y FY I ‘ NA . 8 \ ' 8’001 91.7' 6708 6“07 3-1 18c6 503 8:3; 2:2 2:10 '2-1\ 5~ 00 000 g
U Se CUBtOIIIB Ser\fice, S&Eluunuuu l NA 8 'I"I 3340‘) ?L.O 78'3 7702 100 8010 th 900 007 ’..v3 1 : l 6
1.8, Secre: Service, S&E /uesssracusas] NA -8 109.6  99.3 84,6 841 0.5 1X9 L7 0.7, 0.0 0.l 0.0
Jotal, Treasury Depe:tment_--mml “ e : 528.2 92,8 17749 7(6.'7\ NI L B 1208
’ v . . . . ' . )
See footnotes at end of table, - . - o, / - - ot . -
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" . Appendix tabje 6-<Percentage distribution of Federal outlays-fo justice and lav enforcement 1o metropolitan and nonmetropol {tan counties,. . ,
Co - flacal 1976--Contiwed  , °.  + o 0"
' l A L I :- i - -:1 . g. o “;‘ i W
. . / ' ' . r lz'? } ) : | : v I ' Metropo) {£an c‘:tlnunriesl"" : :‘l Nonmetro;&c;l}t{n count?&s. L
‘ ‘ : S I . , o o less - | Totally -
o L S o, | Type of | US| o .Greaser, o | ). IUrbpnized | yrbaniz'ed_L mmy-
’ ~ Department and program . | progrit |program _2_ﬁ| (”otall |‘Total | "] * | IHedidmILeqyerITo'ralIAdja-INun- |Adja=|Non- |Adja~|Non=
. i ’ frunber- 1/| AR |Total| Core'|Fringe| . | ™ | v|cent |adja~|cent. |adja-|cent Iadja,- .
BT EARN R TR el b b b | Jeent | o feent |0 feent )
e e ?1 N Ml emmeumeennaseaaaiPorcentage 0f U.S. total : ey '
- Bqual Esploynent Opportunity Comdesiagr |, e . ‘ Creee oo XN L e o ‘
Salaries and expenses 2/“.\_:’00-0"00'\'\ i 300003 ‘ “Ev 43S 10040 89.5 3 8?0;5 ‘000 ld's 000 . 0.0 0.0 0.0 %‘0 0.0 0.0 0\00
Genetal Services Adminis‘trk?iori:' | '?(3 I A o -t .
Bulldinge and facilities, Bureaw [ 77 : " — o — .
of prllonsoo:ouonlna.oﬂooﬂt0_0000000.1 NA ' .8‘ ' l,l'l‘ 9607 “.o% 11 000 ' 8409 . 01,0 ‘9'303 303 000 O'Q 0'0 ' 0.0 0.0 t
‘ . S IR T . " S A : N
.'Tot;ll, Justice hnd,Lawj. v ﬁ“@LfL - K T y ) b T . ‘ — p B
oy ' .Enfolcementa‘o;ndonoo-w-uf -’ .- . 1.60101 ""9005 67:4/ 6446 208 1602 ‘609 905 109 2-9 -105‘ 1'7 007 007 ‘
o Np=dot-avetlable. . T \’\, SIS ) ‘ T . L

.= =Not applicable. = . f . S

Sy s

oAy . ) , X L . '
. A ! . . co oy oo y ¢ ¢ ) 5oy Y . . "
Y] I'ndipat’ea the prograg identification .pu_mb“iar, if a\1y, as glven in the U.S, Offtce of Management’and Budget, Catalos of Federal Domestic Absiatance .

2 Progran. types are indicated by the folloving codes: (1) formula grants; (2) project grants; (3) all other grants; (4) direct payments; (5) direct
lobns; (6) insurapce; (1) contractual prq&ﬁremen_t";‘ (B) salaries and expensesy (9) donation of pgoperty, goods, and conntdities; and {10) guaranteed/in- .-
Bured ‘loans. Dollars reported”for the latter tvo.types of prograns indicate the level of "indirect Federal support" to-local areas but do not represent . )

the-actual transler of Federal 'dollars.f\i’% this' reason, many analyses ,;equu\;le these prograns. I o ]
Fo3y Outlays attributable to éach duty stg’t ot are prorated avong counties based on the nusber of operating units in each couﬁty,'. R ‘
{4/ Total outlays are prorated anong counties {n the same proportidn\as payrolls, for which dcfus] data affevalable, ol » d
8 Outlays.other than for galaries arg estinated on the basis of total employment levels at each duty station. Actua%“ payroll costs are used in con- - ™,
. puting total estimated outlays in‘eachlcoqnt);.w; ] e e e N e R
6/ Opelays are profated to the State; ’c’itp'. and county levels primarily on the basis of payroll costs: & v T
» 1/ Total outlays are prorated.fo the Stake and county levels on the Dasls of the distribution of total ‘payroll costs.” ot
‘ - T & . . NP ‘ ',: . ‘ “ . Il l',q‘
, Source: Comunity Serviobs Muinistratjons - ° [ IS o O \
' Tl "‘ ' v 1 Lt v * ' ' ‘ ‘ Y n ¢
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Appcnde table J--Percentage distribution of Federal outlaya for general funcrions, and Govermment adminiat:ation in mettopolitan and nomnetmpolitau countiea.

fiscal 1976

&

Y

PR

N v
v

Departaent and program

v

CFDA

|
|
| Ty'pe of

| program |progfam 2/

I
|
I
I

-
:

US.

~Metropolitan countles

Nonmetroyblitan counties '

r-4
Greater

total | Total |

|+

|
I
I

oycbantzeq | Less

| Totally
| urbanized | rural

IHediumILesserITotalI“ja-INon— |Adja=|Non- |Adja-|Non~

v

t

v+ |number 1/| | - |Total| Core |Fringe|' | | |cent |adja~|cent |adja-|cent |adja- -
. | I 1 | [ L, 1 | | el Jcent | |cent | {ceat .
. I Mil. ' Percentage of U.S. total ‘
. , I ' SI_OL ’ ' N Al - »
Departument of Agriculture: | . ' s ‘ :
Off{ce of the General Counnel, S&E ouou' NA 8 . ] 1.7 96.9 85.4 70.7 l4. 7 7:2 4:3 31 13- 1.2 00 0.5 0.0 0.0¢
Office Of the Inlpector cenerﬂl, S4E 000, : NA 8 21.0 100. 0 87. 2' 53 4 33} 0'0 12,8 000 000 0,0 N .0 0.0 000,’ 0.0
L . 72
4 I M
Total, Department of Agriculture ..| '— - 287 99.2 86.7 i 58.0 218I7 1.9 10,5 0.8 0.3 0.3 (’0.0 0.1 .0.0 0.0
[N . . : o .
= ¥ T -~ v
Departaent of Commerce: I ’ ' :
INationnl Fire Prevention and | . tor ~ /. ‘ L
Conttol Mﬂinistrﬂtion Ho"ﬂﬂooiﬂul NA 2,7,5 il 91'9'. 6707 ‘3.9 &) 8 15. 0 803 900 ‘409 209 , 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.0
Cen’u. DIII IIOioioocoooooiooooOO-iooooi| NA I 7,8 10903 i 95'.1 2 7703 1809 58 16 8 101 "9 007 201 ' 0094 00[ 003
General Mniniatution S&E‘onuonuul NA Iv -8 11-0; 100.0 “ 100.0 10000 0. 0\ 0.0, 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 0 0..0"‘ 0.0". 0.0 “
Patent-and trademark tech. info. diss. .| 11.900 5 10.4 9.5 99.4 85.6713.8 . 5 . 00 0l 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.}\ 0.0 -
| I A L RN !
I ! ’I N .
r TO'II Depamlent of Comnerte ooHOI B - 1930 &E" 48.1 38°3I| 909 * 0.7 3.0 0.5 1.2 0.4 0.5 0.1 002 .
| '
1= : B 7
Dept. of -Health, Education, and Welfare: | II o, , . c
- General departmental management I 1) 8 . 73\4 100.0 100.0 100.0 %0-' 0.0 0.0-0.0 0.0 °A0.0 .00 0.0 0.0: 0.0
] . 4 . N .
F - —
Dept « of Housdng - and Urbun Development: | 4 -, ’ ‘ \ o . oo, ] N
MI lsfrafive Ope[arlonﬂ fund unn‘oil" M i 80 402.7 \ - 99.5 8205 8205 0'0 1424 206 * 0.5 000 0.5 0.0 0~0 000 0.0
1 hd P, ! ‘ L .
W ) ! 4 v
Department of I‘* Interfor: ] / .aI . , ‘ g s
*pu Y Bureau of Wn Affairs 4| NA \8 4047 159 36 L8 L7 11,0 1,3 8] 23,6 6.8 347160 0.2 %.)
%pﬂrrmnxal operationa ouiouooon-oul NA _I -8 1o § 86.5 -251.2 3.3 )6-2 6.6 0'7, 0.0 0.0 0\17 000 000 ‘000
'Operation of Indian programs .eeeevossi| LN A 599 % 218 107 1.2 34 138 e 33 12 49 W9 7.9 249 0.2 2.5
Office of the Secretary, SEE evevennanns] moSog 8.4 1000 94.4 88.8 5.6 &3 L3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0° 0.0
Of“Ce of the‘SoItciror S&E 000-00(000 I A .':8 1‘1003 9502 7609 JS-I 'II-8 10.9 . 1.4 4.8 1.9 I ‘(006 006: \100 0-0 006
I 2 i -
| \ ' A ) . ’
To(al Department of the [nterior o = e 136,77 42.9. 289 2.1 48 Q.0 3.0 5.1 9.3 1.6 7 4.6 14,9 C0. 16.7
@t | I — L = _—
Departnent of Labor: R | ‘ v ‘ ; : MR - C '
Deparrnenral TANARERENT ooerionrnes o | NA, 8 27.6 97,4 9.4 97.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.6 0.0 0.0 0-_%; 0.0 0.0 2.6
| \ : ) i '
. I ' v : ' \
State Degarrqg_gr_: | . . ‘ C . 4
S&E !/ o-o‘..o..o..........o..o....o OOlNI NA . 8 18308 9907 9608 91-3 5'5 2)5 00‘ 0'3 001 000 001 001' 006 0'0
‘ | , .
. . I - —% N -,
IDeparrment of Transportation: | P { v t{_ . . A
Offlce of the Secfer&fy oooooo'ooo-o-o-ol \ II\A 8 21 . 10000 10000 99.1 009 0.0 0.0 0‘0 000 0.0 0:0 0.0 0.0 000
' I / ' - L - : N . u'
Treasury Deparrmenr: | . ' ‘ C o ! .
Mafnistering Mhe public debt ,oevevaisd] NA 1.8 .\‘(9.9 96.2 65.8 62.8 ,3.0 1] Iévl 38 12 0.6 0.9 0.8 0.1 0.2
Claims,”judgments and rellef acts «eevus] = NA . 4 YA 98.\3 /70.0 b6 5¢d S 157 L1 02 0.8 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.1
Bureau of Government Financial | - : , Cop ,. :
Operarions S&4E -noookfouooououucuI NA 4 5300 0-‘00 94‘] ‘9’003 0-0 2u5 \9(2 0'0 000 000 000 0-0 000 000
' I . . a0 . !
Ir’\ -
- See footnotes at end of tabje. “5 ) . R Cont 1nued
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Appendix table. 7--Percentage distribution of Federal outlays for general functions and Govegnaent adninintration in metropolitan and nonmetropolitan counties,

fiscal 1976—Continued

’

E} o , | J |, | - Metropolitan counties | NonmeérOpolitan counties
S : ] | e | | | | Lless | Totall

. v | CPDA | Type of | U.S, | | Greater | | | | Urbanited | panized |. rural

: Departaent and program’ | program |progran 2/| total’ | o IHediumlLesserlTotallAdja-lNon- |Adja=|Non~ |Adja=|Non~

L o Inunber l/I ] _lToulLCore_ll’ringel L lcent. |adja=|cent: |adja=|cent |adja=-.—

: r }, & 1 | | 1 |1 leent | cemt | - cent
_ : I Percentage of U.5. total ——ry
. Yy | T
»

Treasury Department--Continued: | ‘ ‘ u
‘Accounts, collection and taﬁfyere l /\ ‘ ‘ :

. service [0/ crernietedore ’ eeoouoonl NA 8 788.8 . 2 447 l7l5 5.5 8.4 3\9 101 1.4 0.1 1.3 020 0.0 ’
Conpllance, Iaternal ReVenue Service 4/ | NA 8 843.7 95.5 67.6 62.7 "5.00 27 6 &S L4 22 0l 0.7 0.0 . 0.0
‘Refunding, Internal Revenue Service, | _ : ‘ \ ' .

lnfel'elt [0/ ctetere eive esrse ool NA 8 288+ 2 99,1 7507 1344 .4 Y 1.0 009 0.2 0.7 0.0 0.0 .0 0 ‘9-0
Bureau Of ;he Hint S&E i1bsesetonees "-‘l Lt NA . 8 .86.1 99.4 99.4 499.4 000 000. 000 006 dO6 0.0 000 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Revenue Sestvice, S4E &/ ..ovvl] NA .8 115.8 - 100.0 \91;.6 91.6 3.0 IQ-S 1.0 0.0 0.0 Q0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Office of the Secretary, SSE s anne e - R 8 8.3 100.0 99.9 99.9. 0.0 01 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -

| — - : . t
Toul, Treasury Department N - 2,959 -96.7- 9.6 6lc1 8.5 205 6.6 3.3 .10 l.ée 0.1 0.7 0.0 0.0
' vk ] P ' £
n I‘ V T
ACTION: | : / - Y N
s Peace Corps and [s]14:13 < T l NA 8 5602 ‘ 98.6 9100 8800 209 . 601 . 1-5 1.4 1.0 002 0. 00'1 0.0 00,0
; I
}

Civi] Service Commission: | ' . \j o,
Revolving fund *eeesesecercns cﬂluol0|l NA 8 29.1 9709 9601 8906 .5°l 208 0.’0. 201 0.0 108 0.2 0.0 000 0.0
S&F ooooooo e'oeteooocooo:nleeioo ] IOI NA K 8 9702 99‘6 9101‘ 8903 loa 702 IOA ‘00’0 OOl 003 000 000 000 000

[ * ! . 2 - L
. . L ‘ - _
" Total, Civil Service Comaission «..| - - 1262 9.2 919 8f4 26 6.2 L2 0.8 0.1 06 01 0.0 0.0 0.0
. . l [
1 ! I

Pederal Communications Comiuion | * ‘ . ) :

Peum}ll eerviceu cererssiiaies PPTRITTY . 8 35.9 %8 9.7 8.3 34 43 0.8 320 L1 L2 0.5 0.3 0.0 0.0

L : . L) : b "
I - -

Fedem Znejx Mniniuttamn | v . ‘ @ : . . ! .

SEE 5/ e, teettanstacaanasrrenssness o A 8 126,10 ° 98.8 89.4 87.5 1.8 T S )1.2 0.2 09 0o 01 0.0 0.0
1 : - .
c, . i . )

General Services Administration: | - sy
Operating expenses, Federal supply l J o e . .
service .0000000 oooooo sseseinsrsenne nool A 8 17203 99¢8 ‘9001 . 8309 603 9.0 0.6 ~002 002 0.0 0.0 000 0.0 0.0

. Operating expenses, National Archives | . ' o, o, . . '
.nd Rﬂcordl Senice 0"0000 ooooooooooooo | NA 8 %10 9803 9107 76'8 1609 508 008 107 000 000 0-8 008 000 000
Adinistration and stalf ‘support, S&E N M 8 1. 100.0° 93.6491.2 24 64 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

" Office gf Preparedness, S&2 «.eovvvvenns | |9 8 14 Z ~100-0 100.0 1000 “0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General‘i‘;negelent and agency l . ) . ) « " I _
Operatio ] S&E JOoolol.oo|000000000°.°°°| NA 8 .8_t3. 10000 9605 93'6 . 2 9 . 305 0 0 / 0 0 000 000 000 . 000 000' 000

. C . ILQ \ ; M 2 .
ro:il General Services Adm. ......| \( ‘ = o B85 5996 917 BS T T 05 04 00 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0
N ] L1 IR
[ : ‘ N

Intermte Comerce Commission: C b ' ) ' ,\ . xS Ve : ,

1 AP eserseesiriisieiaes veeses] 41,001 Lo 8 T 799060 9246 .92.2 0.4 5.8 L2 04 00 0.2 0% 01 0.0 0.0
b | .
| —, T - -

Nltioml Poundetion on Am & Humanities: | @ ' o - o ,
sw ........ P veresensss| NA L8225 T2 3.5 87 7.8 170 1.7 8.8 7.5 5.2 N7 ST 0. 25
' .‘. ' ' 0 ‘(J .

See footnotes at end of table. , . Continued
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Appendix table 7-—-Percentage distribution of Federal outlays for general. functions and Gojernaent adninistration ‘{n metropolitah‘and ﬁonmetropolitanQLountieg,
S ‘ -~ figcal 1976--Continue , j o u k : n

| | - _Metropolitan counties | - Nonmetropolitan dqunties

|
¢ ! |

R
Y

. B o }

Ve

| l
| | [ | | | tess ¢ Totally
o | CPDA | Type of. | U.S. | | Creater I e | | Urbani;qd,l urbanized | rural
Department and program | progran |program 2/| total | Total | 11 IHediﬁé' esser | Total|Adfam|Non= |Adja-]|Non= |Ad]a~[Nop= '
) |number 1/| N [Total| Core |Frine| ST e < lcept |adjas|cent |adja-|cent |ad jae
N RN PR I S S ! b feent|———feent-|——Jcegt——
VK o Ml . - ~Percentage of U.S. total-— :
L [ dol. b T
: |
National Science Poundation: - i T )
S&B ouuuuuououuno--u-uouuuI NA 2 6300U 8702 6006 5106 900 1706 900 1208 9-2 203 002 008 001 0-2
|
I
|

Veterans Administration

General operating expenses +..vsvuvvny| NA 43,0 § J97.4 0 755 155 0.0 1535 64 26 127 | 0.6 0.0 A4 0.0 0.0
- General post fund sevssiiniiiiinnian ) NA B - 405 9602 13.1 1.3 5.8 194 . 1, 5.8 2.3 1010 0.8 L2 0-0 0.0
Total,‘Veterans Administration ,..,| = - 477.5 %7.4 749 768 0.1 el b 26 LT 06 0.0 04 0.0 0.0

‘Toéal..General Punctions
and Government Adminiagration .

)

=L =SB W W 60 T4 155° 52 52 20 b 03 09 00 0
. \ [ P

E) - ) . . . | L]

BA = Not availsble K

== = Not applicable. ‘ . .

&/ Indicates the.ptogram 1dentification number, 1f any, as given fn the U.S. Office of Management and Budget, Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance.

2/ Progran types are indicated by the folloving codes: (1) fornula grants; (2) project grants; (3) all other grants; (4) direct payments; (5) direct
loans; (6) insurance; (7) contractual procurement; (8) salaries and expenses; (9) donation of property, goods and comodities; and (10) guaranteed/in-
sured loans. Dollars reported for the latter tvo types of programs jndicate the level of "indirect Federal. support" to local areas but do not represent
the actus] transfer of Pederal dollars. For this reason, many anelyses exclude these prograns.’ ) ) ‘;S?

3/ Anual. outlays totals are prorated aoong local areas based on the distribution of actual cutlays during rhe first month of each quarter. ’

- "4/ Outlays other than for salaries are estisated on the basis of total employment levels at each duty station. Actual payroll costs are uged in com-
plting total estimated‘oujlays In each county. ! ' ‘ :

NTotal outlays are prorated to the Statg and county levels on the basis of the distriburion 'of total payroll costs.
e: Community Services Adgini;fration.
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