

















NEA

OPTION: PHASE-QUT
Nate: similar reforms and similar cuts would be irposed on NEE

Reauchorize the Endowment for 3 years. For FY 1996,
Endowment funding would be cut to 40% of its currant level (NEA
funding would be $67.1 million). For FY 1997, Endowment funding
would remain at the 40% level. For FY 1998, Endowment funding
would be cut to 20% of its current level (NEA funding would be
$33.5 million). No funding would be authorized for FY 19939 or
beyond. During this time., the Endowment would be rsstructured as
outlined below, and any gifts or ths received the

g?92!2355_!95i9—§§~9l353§ in an interest bearing trust fund. The
Chairman of the NEA weculd be empowered to set up a_noN-grorit tax
exempt private anbicy to succeed the NEA. Upon expiration of the
NEA’s authcrizacion, the endowment would cease to exist, and any

successor entity would be allowed to use the trust fund along
with private donations to fund artistic endeavors cf merit.

Resource Allgcation:

o The NEA would be restructure as follows, limiting its

national grant making role and increasing reliance on
the states.

-- Move the Endcocwment’s museum program to IMS and increase
its funding proportionacely.

-~ Eliminace funding for all discipline programs (music:
dance; performance arts; ecc.) Currect funding for
these pregrams is about $79 million.

-- 25% of grant funds would be used to suppor:t projects
at th~ national level ($15.5 million in FY 1996 and FY
1997; $§7.1 million in FY 1998). These funds would be
available to large and small insticutions te-lasge-and—
small ipstitutdens for the improvement of managerial

and organizational capabilities and the achievement of
long term stabilicy. Grants to small inscitutions

wculd be matched on a 1:1 basis. Grants to large
institutions would require a 3:1 match. No funds would
be expended for seasonal or operating supgort.

-- 75% of granc funds ($46.6 million in FY 1996 and FY
15997; $21.4 million in FY 1928]) would be sent to the
states as block grants to expand access to the arts in
undeserved areas, conduct arts in education programs,
and projects of state priority.

-- Reduce administrative funding from $25 million to S$S
millicn.
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Grant-Making Reforms:

a Procedural Reforms:

-- Citizenship requirement: Only U.S. citizens may receive
grants.

-- Prohikit grantees from receiving additional Eadowmenct
grants for a pericd of three years, allowing more
groups to be suggorted.

-- Require that cerm of the Chairman be coterminous with
that of the President, making the Chairman direczly
accountable to the Presidenc.

-- Prohibic grants for seascaal support. This wculd aliow
the €ndcwment tc know exactly what it was funding.

-- Eliminate grants for individuals. Grants to indivicduals
are generally us=d tc pay personal expenses in order to
free the artist from the rigers of work.

o Panels:

-- Ensure that panels include representatives from all
geographic areas. Increase regresentation by "knowledgeable
lay-persons"™ who are not artists cr members cf arts
organizations.

-- Require that all panel meetings are open to the public
and require chac records are kept of all panel meetings
and decisions.

-- Require an annual turnover of S0% of membersiip for all
panels, and require a minimum of one year before a
panelist may serve again on any panel.

-- Panels to be prohibited from recommending any project
knowr to be obscene.

-- Require Panels and the National Council tc recommend more
graats than may be funded, giving the Chairman a

greater role (and more accountability) in what does

gets funded.

-- Panel decisions must be based solely on artistic merit.
Panels shall not recommend a specific amount of funding for
any project.

a Other:

~- Eliminate funding for the President’s Committee on the
Arts and Humanities ($390,000).
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FUNDING

0 Trust--Esmblish & national trust with an initial investment of $1 biltion from the
federal government. Federal support to be matched by private sector foundations,
curparations, and individual contributions, Interest used to snppart funding activities
of the American Cultoral Trust,

0 Tax check-off~Establish a check-off for taxpayers 1o designate funds to be directed to X
the American Cultaral Trust's principal.

o Royalties—Establish a program to obtain royalties from the for-profit cultural industry
to be directed to the American Cultural Trust’s principal.

0 Tax incentives—Establish tax laws that encourage individual and corporate giving at
the local level.

STRUCTURE

o0 States—Sixty percent (60%) of the Trust's annual eamings are distributed to states.
Purnose of state funds:

—~Provide 2 minimum of twenty-five percent (25%) of the total going to community
based arts funding mechanisma/groups. States are encouraged to develop regranting
inifiattves that place a major emphasis on creating new private and public dollars at
the local level as well as the empowermant of citizens at the local level.

~Provide the ramaining seventy-five percent (75%) of the total to support state and
local initiatives and organizations.

—~Provide geographic equity with an emphasis on rural and inner-city programs.
~-Provide asszistance to create educational initiatives.

0o  National-Forty percent (40%) of the Trust’s annual eamingy are distributed by the
national office. Purpose of national funds:

—Provide a challenge grant program for "Art of National and International
Significance,” with an emphasis on stimulating interstate arts commerce and the
promotion of American culture internationaly.

—Provide a clearinghouse of information on arts education, including some limited
funding for exemplary and demonstration projects.

—Provide a grant program to promote “Development of Institutional Bxcellencs,”
including support for the construction of facilities.

~Provide incentives to leverage new local and state public and private resources.
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0 Procedures far states and the natlocal office.

—~All funds distributed by states and the mational office must be done in an open
process, involving all citizens.

—All proposals must require specific £2scription of the work to be funded, as well as
interim reparts during its completion; establish multiple disbursemeats of grant
awards,

In terms of American democracy, the arts are for everyone. They are
not reserved for the wealthy, or for the well-endowed museum, the gallery, or
the ever-subsidized regional protessional theatre. As America emerges into a
differentunderswndiog of her strength, it becomes clear that her atrength is in
the people and in the places where the people live. The people, if shown the
way, can create art in and of themselves.

The springs of the American spirit are at the grassroots. Qppartumities
must exist in places where they never have existed before. A consciousness of
the peaple, a knowledge of their power to generate and nourish art, and a
provision of ways in which they may do so are essential for our time.

If we are seeking in America, let it be a seeking for the reality of
democracy in art. Let art begin at home, and let it spread through the children
and their parents, and trough the schools, the institutions, through
governmeast.

And let us start by acceptance, not negatian-acceptance that the arts are
important everywhere, and that they can exist and flourish in small places as
well as iarge; with money, or without, according to the will of the people.

Let us put firmly and permanently aside sa a cliche of an expired momeat in
time that art is a frill. Let us accept the goodness of art where we are now,
and expand its worth in places where people live. — Community arts pioneer
Robert Gard, Professor Emeritus at the University of Wisconsin,



X0G~y

=-%u .
vEiL Yyy Lty

son 8004 nYYE: Ly »o-ru

."'7_;-- Amdmdumkepﬂan

THR BOSTONGLOBE o TURRDAY, APRN.{. 159§

Republicans lead latest t'lght to save the NEA

Plans under way to
k&mﬁuﬂsﬂbwug

- CONTRIBUTING EXPORTER
Suddenly, the ol Endow-
* ment for the Arts Seaxns to stand a2

a &

AREP

gress,

sanalors, led by Nancy Kaasebsum
(B-Kan.) and James Jeffords (R-VR),

aay theye determined to save the [EiR

NEA frem House badget hludgeon-

eers, whe vowed at the start of this “; s

-0 eliminate — or at least

sl The sesators are worldug en leg-

P ation thet would Tesutherize the

vg2;. (ederal arts agency ~ tha first crucial

+

dnuotnurvlvhgﬂulmlh(:n- -

L

FmeSasMh.dm (Il -Kan.k Sex. James Jdiords (B-YL.); nndNEAcha!rwomun Jane Alex- |
mmmmmuwmm f
e —— i w0 el

W T for NEA handing (a fieal your

une



04-04-55 11164
et aR e 10 93435510

ULy Uy
P.S

243

1" over the exdowment’s . o 2CNE the most ambitious of severs!
‘ “We'll get It [resnthorization] culboral Amding seheme now being
ST, through.” i -»mmmwoﬂfl These tn-
e Mesnwhile, House moderates /7"~ 3 rextructiming of COpyTIgit.
~ " Bop. Pt Wilims (D-Mmh‘]vlﬂ)d :.l,../_lnnﬂntwuﬂdcﬁmtmm
» Rep. Steve Gunderson (R-Wis), )
r\:-wbotgmppcmndpubbcubmd- ""'mmw“mm
e e ?:hmﬂwu—mmctnm a-.., enes
Ywie at won .
" fanding of the NEA and other fader. | =< v2p et wond spport majar
o, al cultural agencies,
+f  Wifams wanta to establish an ;. fds to the euaten
* “American Caltural Trust” to pro- L"G‘F“wamomu_
" vide fbdaral funds for the NEA, e .i:v- peet the Williams or Gunderson

" Natlona) Endowment for the Huo- - oth
*n." manities (NEH), the Tnstlluta of [; plans, or sy other NEA overbmnh,

"“tn far tda As Bob Lyneh,
* Museam Services (IMS) and the ' dms pesy T Eam

., ey memmmm

'; _ Carporalion for Public Broadeseting. ""';‘:ofbnlbhm:mmt.‘m

AT 'I\ntmtwmﬂdbeawby -Rv= jdsas are interesting. But you doat
lion - 1 percent of the federal bud- | > .. n into & new one upill you've got it
m:md!ngtnﬁnmmm - bullt, You have bo Jook ut these
alnuationa. Ammug! interest from things. Twst tham out.”

the sliocation would pay for thej-=. - Jeffords qutions that raising the

-= - agenxiex’ operstiove. " start-up fands for most of the plans
Gmdamn,fmlﬂlpart.hmi .
%Mhumw!
-apmgt, privits wdowrpent
federa) arts fimding in the hands of
mmm.mqmu_
up mning. ;

T e
_‘_:_sub'cmlm that hss Surisiiction km » The congressmen’s plans are

E-9ax 617 585 3183 ‘m:m:ﬂ*mmmﬁﬁ"-



06-04-95 11:10AM 0 33939510

RPR ¢ *9§ N=mWWVWVVVWVVVWM\»VT;~

wookd be n “theredible” tank. . | r,

Tuuasuye

“We'd pot things ints the stabite

that the epdowment has alresdy
arted dobng edmtristrarvely - Lo
duivg esay with the poasilality of
funding things that wowld-be-chaox-

~
"Thare wil probably be more
money given 1 the states, ess rooa-

¢ 7pest on administrative cvats ang 10U 10 tha wverage citien”

qthhlﬁhn.mﬂm&;!‘a;
rwrutharise the arts endowmant
Nor doas It sppexr ready 0 do ee. A
sgokearan for the Howse midenm-
mittes in charge of rekthorimbion, |
cheired by Randy (Duks) Cun-

g
]
B
Tg
* Hitfs, indesd, moderete Saneta  mare cootyols put §a pinre,” the Ver-
Republicns who emme the emizt- ot Rispudiiean pradicts,
tled endewment’s asistente, Lhe
asre modirale stamp than NEAs of

NEA of the fhxwe wil Bty basr a
the past.

g
éf
5
g

{

. . .- . l.
p— s \
. L] x r . . X
R-98% 3
‘BT 8 I :
65 3182 Re~04~95 a7:3eau P01 pog




































