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In tro duc tion 

Sta tis ti cal Programs of the United States Govern ment:  Fiscal Year 2002 out lines the 
fund ing proposed for Federal statis ti cal activ i ties in the Presi dent’s budget.  The bud-
get requests an esti mated $4,111 million for statis ti cal work to be carried out in FY 
2002. Approx i mately 40 percent of the overall funding for the statis ti cal system pro­
vides resources for ten agencies that have statis ti cal activ i ties as their princi pal mis­
sion. The remain ing funding is spread among almost seventy other agencies that carry 
out statis ti cal activ i ties in conjunc tion with other program missions, such as provid ing 
ser vices or enforc ing regu la tions. 

The infor ma tion in this report covers Federal agencies that have annual budgets of 
$500,000 or more for statis ti cal activ i ties.  This infor ma tion was obtained from mate­
ri als supplied to the Office of Manage ment and Budget (OMB) during the budget pro­
cess, with the agencies provid ing addi tional details about their reim burse ments for 
sta tis ti cal activ i ties and their purchases of statis ti cal services. Agencies that perform 
sta tis ti cal activ i ties in support of non-statistical missions and programs supplied addi­
tional statis ti cal program budget detail for this report. 

The report fulfills a respon si bil ity of OMB under the Paper work Reduc tion Act of 
1995 (Section 3504(e)(2) of Title 44, United States Code) to prepare an annual report 
on statis ti cal program funding.  The report has three chapters.  Chapter 1 outlines the 
ef fects of Congres sio nal action on the Presi dent’s FY 2001 budget request and the 
fund ing for statis tics proposed in the Presi dent’s FY 2002 budget.  Chapter 2 high-
lights program changes for Federal statis ti cal activ i ties proposed in the Presi dent’s FY 
2002 budget.  Chapter 3 describes a number of ongo ing and new agency and in ter­
agency initia tives to improve Federal statis ti cal programs, includ ing making better use 
of exist ing data collec tions while protect ing the confi den ti al ity of statis ti cal 
information. In addi tion to detailed budget ary resources data, the appen di ces include 
in for ma tion on staffing levels for the princi pal statis ti cal agencies. 

This report is available in both electronic form and a limited number of hard copies. 
The electronic version can be accessed on the Internet through the OMB web site: 
www.whitehouse.gov/OMB/ (go to “Infor ma tion & Regu la tory Policy”).  The report is 
also located at the one-stop shopping site for Federal statis ti cal data: 
www.fedstats.gov/ (go to “Federal Statis ti cal Policy”).  At both sites users may also 
ac cess the FY 1997 to FY 2001 versions of the Statis ti cal Programs report. 

Please direct any inqui ries to Kather ine K. Wallman, Chief Statis ti cian, Office of In-
for ma tion and Regu la tory Affairs, Office of Manage ment and Budget, Washing ton, 
D.C. 20503. 
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CHAP TER 1: Budgets for Statis ti cal Programs 

This chapter provides infor ma tion about agency budgets for major statis ti cal programs 
for FY 2000, FY 2001, and FY 2002.  It highlights the effects of Congres sio nal action 
on the Presi dent’s FY 2001 budget request for Federal statis ti cal activ i ties and outlines 
rec om mended changes in funding for these programs for FY 2002. The chapter also 
in cludes infor ma tion about statis ti cal work performed by agencies on a reim burs able 
ba sis and about agency purchases of statis ti cal services and products.  The budget in-
for ma tion for FY 2002 is from the Presi dent’s budget as submit ted to the Congress 
and does not reflect actual appro pri a tions. 

Over view of Sta tis ti cal Program Budgets 
Please keep the follow ing in mind when review ing the infor ma tion in this report: 

•	 Not all Federal spending on statis ti cal activ i ties is included.  The report covers 
agen cies that have direct funding for statis ti cal activ i ties of at least $500,000 in FY 
2000, or esti mated direct funding for statis ti cal activ i ties of at least $500,000 in ei­
ther FY 2001 or FY 2002.  Using these crite ria, the report includes the budgets for 
sta tis ti cal programs and activ i ties for more than 70 agencies. 

• Funding for statis ti cal activ i ties may increase or decrease as a result of the cycli cal
na ture of surveys.  Such increases or decreases should not be inter preted as changes 
in agency prior i ties, but rather as the normal conse quences of the nature of the pro-
grams. Agencies also expe ri ence increases or decreases in their budgets because 
they conduct one-time surveys or studies in a partic u lar fiscal year. 

• Sta tis ti cal activ i ties are defined to include the follow ing: 

—plan ning of statis ti cal surveys and studies, includ ing project design, sample de-
sign and selec tion, and design of question naires, forms, or other techniques of 
ob ser va tion and data collec tion; 

—train ing of statis ti cians, inter view ers, or data process ing person nel; 

—col lec tion, process ing, or tabu la tion of statis ti cal data for publi ca tion, dissem i­
na tion, research, analy sis, or program manage ment and evalu a tion; 

—pub li ca tion or dissem i na tion of statis ti cal data and studies; 

—meth od olog i cal testing or statis ti cal research; 

—data analy sis; 

—fore casts or projec tions that are published or other wise made available for gov­
ern ment-wide or public use; 

—sta tis ti cal tabu la tion, dissem i na tion, or publi ca tion of data collected by others; 

—con struc tion of second ary data series or devel op ment of models that are an inte­
gral part of gener at ing statis ti cal series or forecasts; 
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—man age ment or coor di na tion of statis ti cal oper a tions; and 

—sta tis ti cal consult ing or training. 

• Ma jor statis ti cal programs differ in orga ni za tional structure and in the means by 
which they are funded. Some major statis ti cal programs, such as labor force statis­
tics and energy statis tics, are carried out by agencies (the Bureau of Labor Statis tics 
and the Energy Infor ma tion Admin is tra tion, respec tively) whose sole missions are 
sta tis ti cal; these orga ni za tions are referred to as princi pal statis ti cal agencies and 
ap pear as line items in the Presi dent’s budget.  In other cases, agencies have statis­
ti cal programs that support their program planning and evalu a tion functions or that 
are an outgrowth of their admin is tra tive respon si bil i ties.  In these cases, the budget 
for statis ti cal activ i ties is a portion of the total appro pri a tion for that agency, in­
clud ing an allo ca tion of the sala ries and oper at ing expenses for the statis ti cal pro-
gram. In addi tion, a statis ti cal program is not always exe cuted by the agency that
spon sors it. In these instances, the work is done on a reim burs able basis by another 
Fed eral agency or by a state or local govern ment or a private orga ni za tion under 
con tract. 

• Whether statis ti cal work is done inside or outside the agency, the direct funding re­
flects the level of statis ti cal activ i ties in support of the agency’s mission.  Table 1 
pres ents direct program funding for FY 2000, FY 2001, and FY 2002 for major sta­
tis ti cal programs, by depart ment and agency. 

Ta ble 1. Direct Funding for Major Statis ti cal Programs, 
FY 2000–2002 

(In millions of dollars) 

Department/Agency 2000 Actual 2001 Estimate 2002 Estimate 

AG RI CUL TURE 
ARS ................................................ 5.2 4.7 4.7 
ERS................................................. 64.2 65.9 67.2 
FAS................................................. 28.9 30.4 33.9 
FNS................................................. 1.0 1.0 3.0 
FS ................................................... 22.8 29.0 29.0 
NASS.............................................. 99.0 100.0 114.0 
NRCS ............................................. 108.4 113.1 114.8 

COM MERCE 
BEA ................................................ 43.8 48.1 56.6 
Census ............................................ 4,769.8 709.2 563.4 

Current ....................................... 160.0 176.9 188.6 
Peri odic ...................................... 4,609.8 532.3 374.8 

Decen nial Census .................. 4,467.0 363.6 204.2 
ESA ................................................ 5.6 5.7 5.9 
ITA.................................................. 2.7 3.3 3.4 
NOAA ............................................ 54.2 62.5 72.0 

NESDIS ....................................... 23.0 24.9 24.9 
NMFS .......................................... 31.2 37.6 47.1 

PTO ................................................ 4.8 4.9 5.2 

DE FENSE 
Corps .............................................. 4.4 5.0 4.6 
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Ta ble 1. Direct Funding for Major Statis ti cal Programs, 
FY 2000–2002–Continued 

(In millions of dollars) 

Department/Agency 2000 Actual 2001 Estimate 2002 Estimate 

DIOR .............................................. 
DMDC............................................ 

ED U CA TION 
NCES.............................................. 

EN ERGY 
EH................................................... 
EIA ................................................. 

HHS 
ACF................................................ 
AHRQ............................................. 
ATSDR ........................................... 
CDC................................................ 

NCHS .......................................... 
CMS ............................................... 
HRSA ............................................. 
IHS ................................................. 
NIH................................................. 

NCCAM ...................................... 
NCI .............................................. 
NEI .............................................. 
NHLBI......................................... 
NIA.............................................. 
NIAAA ........................................ 
NIAID.......................................... 
NIAMS ........................................ 
NICHD ........................................ 
NIDA ........................................... 
NIDCD ........................................ 
NIDCR......................................... 
NIDDK ........................................ 
NIEHS ......................................... 
NIGMS ........................................ 
NIMH .......................................... 
NINDS......................................... 
OD ............................................... 

OASPE ........................................... 
OPA ................................................ 
SAMHSA ....................................... 

HUD 
Housing .......................................... 
OFHEO........................................... 
PD&R............................................. 
P&IH .............................................. 

2.2 2.1 2.1 
6.5 7.3 7.3 

112.0 124.0 198.0 

23.5 23.5 23.5 
72.4 75.5 75.5 

19.8 17.6 19.3 
98.6 130.6 149.3 

3.8 3.5 3.5 
270.7 311.4 322.7 
111.8 122.0 127.0 
18.1 8.5 15.9 
17.1 20.6 20.5 

2.7 2.9 3.5 
437.5 490.4 540.0 

0.5 0.8 2.4 
103.0 109.0 114.0 

0.9 0.9 0.9 
64.0 71.0 79.0 

7.0 7.0 8.0 
8.6 10.8 13.3 

45.0 47.0 48.0 
0.4 0.4 0.5 

36.0 39.0 43.0 
66.8 75.0 87.0 

1.0 1.0 1.0 
1.5 1.7 1.8 

54.5 62.3 69.6 
39.0 55.0 63.0 

0.3 0.3 0.3 
7.0 7.0 6.0 
1.0 1.2 1.2 
1.0 1.0 1.0 

24.0 24.3 24.7 
2.1 1.3 2.5 

117.5 135.7 158.7 

1.5 1.6 1.7 
4.0 6.0 6.0 

19.9 27.5 26.6 
16.3 11.8 4.2 
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Ta ble 1. Direct Funding for Major Statis ti cal Programs, 
FY 2000–2002–Continued 

(In millions of dollars) 

Department/Agency 2000 Actual 2001 Estimate 2002 Estimate 

IN TE RIOR 
FWS ................................................ 4.3 8.4 8.2 
MMS............................................... 2.7 2.9 3.0 
NPS................................................. 1.6 1.6 1.7 
BoR................................................. 3.3 3.3 3.3 
USGS.............................................. 72.7 85.3 74.4 

JUS TICE 
BJS ................................................. 30.0 34.2 37.7 
BoP ................................................. 7.8 7.7 8.0 
DEA ................................................ 2.1 2.1 2.1 
FBI.................................................. 6.3 6.5 6.7 
INS ................................................. 2.4 2.2 2.9 

LA BOR 
BLS................................................. 413.0 451.0 476.0 
ESA ................................................ 3.0 3.0 3.4 
ETA ................................................ 127.0 157.0 141.2 
MSHA ............................................ 3.3 4.0 4.2 
OASP.............................................. 2.9 1.5 1.6 
OSHA ............................................. 21.0 28.0 29.0 

TRANS PORTATION 
BTS................................................. 31.0 31.0 43.8 
FAA ................................................ 2.9 3.0 3.0 
FHWA............................................. 21.7 22.2 22.0 
FMCSA .......................................... 4.6 7.9 7.9 
FRA ................................................ 2.5 2.6 2.7 
FTA ................................................. 3.7 6.0 5.5 
MARAD ......................................... 1.8 1.9 1.9 
NHTSA........................................... 25.0 25.8 26.6 
OST ................................................ 1.3 1.1 1.3 
RSPA .............................................. 6.9 6.8 7.6 

TREA SURY 
Cus toms.......................................... 12.9 13.5 13.8 
IRS-SOI .......................................... 29.4 31.1 30.9 

VET ERANS AFFAIRS 
VHA ............................................... 77.3 82.1 87.1 
VBA ............................................... 1.5 1.6 1.6 
OPP................................................. 5.4 8.0 8.2 

OTHER AGENCIES 
AID ................................................. 16.0 20.0 20.0 
CPSC .............................................. 6.0 7.0 7.0 
EEOC ............................................. 1.3 1.5 2.3 
EPA ................................................. 202.0 201.6 197.6 
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Ta ble 1. Direct Funding for Major Statis ti cal Programs, 
FY 2000–2002–Continued 

(In millions of dollars) 

Department/Agency 2000 Actual 2001 Estimate 2002 Estimate 

FEMA............................................. 2.3 2.5 2.4 
NASA ............................................. 16.9 16.9 15.0 
NSF................................................. 76.1 86.6 87.4 

SRS .............................................. 18.8 19.5 19.8 
SBA ................................................ 1.1 1.1 1.1 
SSA................................................. 17.1 18.0 27.4 

To tal................................................ 7,754.8 4,007.1 4,110.5 
To tal w/o Decennnial Census ...... 3,287.8 3,643.5 3,906.3 

Note: Figures shown in Table 1 have been provided by the agencies and are derived from “total budget 
au thor ity” shown in the program and financ ing schedules for these agencies in the Presi dent’s FY 2002 
bud get. The amounts for two of the princi pal statis ti cal agencies, BJS and NCES, include esti mated sal­
a ries and expenses that are not directly appro pri ated. The amount shown for Census in FY 2001 (and 
re flected in the amount for Peri odic Censuses and Programs) includes $260 million in carry-over fund­
ing appro pri ated in FY 2000 for decen nial programs.  BLS funding for FY 2001 and FY 2002 includes 
a $20.7 million program transfer from DOL’s Employ ment and Training Admin is tra tion. 

High lights of Congres sio nal Action on the Presi dent’s FY 
2001 Bud get Request 

The figures for FY 2001 in Ta ble 1 reflect Congres sio nal action on the Presi dent’s 
bud get request for funding of statis ti cal activ i ties.  The follow ing are highlights of the 
im pact of these appro pri a tion levels on the programs of the princi pal statis ti cal agen­
cies: 

Bu reau of the Census:  In FY 2001 Congress made $729 million available in discre­
tion ary spending, $689 million for programs and $40 million for Census Bureau 
Head quar ters reno va tion/con struc tion costs. Funding for programs was $30 million 
be low the Presi dent’s request.  As a result, the initia tive for Improved Measure ment of 
Eco nomic Well-Being was not supported, and the scope of planned efforts to measure 
elec tronic business and to imple ment revised classi fi ca tions more fully was reduced. 
The total included $300 million in FY 2000 unobligated funds allo cated by the Con­
gress to offset direct FY 2001 appro pri a tions.  Another $20 million was received in 
man da tory appro pri a tions—$10 million for the State Children’s Health Insur ance Pro-
gram and $10 million for the Survey of Program Dynam ics.  The Medicare, Medicaid, 
and State Children’s Health Insur ance Act appro pri ated $10 million to the Census Bu­
reau to produce statis ti cally reli able annual state data on the number of low-income 
chil dren who do not have health insur ance cover age.  Under the Personal Respon si bil­
ity and Work Oppor tu nity Recon cil i a tion Act of 1996, the Census Bureau contin ues to 
re ceive funds to produce data from the Survey of Program Dynam ics to evalu ate the 
ef fects of the act. 

Bu reau of Economic Analy sis: The FY 2001 appro pri a tion was $800,000 below the 
Pres i dent’s request.  Of the amount provided, Congress included $3.0 million to sup-
port the initia tive to incor po rate e-business in BEA’s economic accounts.  Because of 
the backlog of needed improve ments that were delayed by prior years’ budget limi ta­
tions, BEA must first address signif i cant measure ment problems in its Gross Domes tic 
Prod uct accounts and criti cal process ing and dissem i na tion problems in its infor ma-
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tion technol ogy systems.  In addi tion, part of the initia tive funding must be used to 
cover manda tory increases in compen sa tion, rent, and other costs that were not fully 
funded. No funds were provided for the initia tive to upgrade the secu rity of BEA’s 
da ta base. 

Bu reau of Justice Statis tics: The FY 2001 appro pri a tion was $4.2 million below the 
Pres i dent’s request.  As a result, funding was not provided for an initia tive to convert 
to on-line data collec tion and analy sis and for the devel op ment of statis tics on crimi­
nal victim iza tion of persons with disabil i ties, racial dispar i ties in the admin is tration of 
jus tice, traffic stops by police, and inci dences of hate crimes. An increase of $3.5 mil-
lion over FY 2000 was provided; $2 million will be used to develop a tribal crimi nal 
jus tice statis tics program, $725,000 will support data collec tion on cybercrime and 
com puter fraud, and $300,000 will be used to collect infor ma tion on deaths of inmates 
in the custody of state correc tional facil i ties. 

Bu reau of Labor Statis tics: The FY 2001 appro pri a tion was $3 million below the 
Pres i dent’s request, but no program matic reduc tions resulted. 

Bu reau of Transpor ta tion Statis tics: The FY 2001 appro pri a tion matched the Presi­
dent’s request, support ing contin u a tion of the agency’s base programs. 

Eco nomic Research Service:  The FY 2001 appro pri a tion was $65.9 million, 
$10.5 million above the Presi dent’s request.  Congres sio nal action resulted in an in-
crease of $12.2 million to evalu ate food stamp, child nutri tion, and women’s, infants’, 
and children’s programs; and $1.7 million for pay costs. The change did not, how-
ever, support the request for funds for an initia tive on the economic incen tives for car-
bon seques tra tion and trace gas emissions control in agri cul ture; for global research 
and outreach activ i ties in support of the U.S. food and agri cul tural sectors; or for an 
ini tia tive on structural changes and concen tra tion in food and agri cul ture to improve 
the effi ciency of the agri cul tural sector. 

En ergy Infor ma tion Admin is tra tion:  The FY 2001 appro pri a tion was $508,000 
above the Presi dent’s request.  The enacted budget included Congres sio nally-specified 
fund ing to: estab lish an outlet-level sampling frame for gaso line and diesel fuels, ex­
pand weekly publi ca tion of gaso line prices to include key states and cities, improve
re li abil ity and accu racy of weekly petro leum data, and insti tute a heating season bi­
weekly survey of compa nies’ in ter rupt ible natu ral gas contracts. 

Na tional Agri cul tural Statis tics Service:  The FY 2001 appro pri a tion was $200,000 
above the Presi dent’s request.  Congres sio nal action increased funding for pay costs 
and unspec i fied usage which NASS applied to computer secu rity and the Hogs and 
Pigs program. The latter expanded the Hogs and Pigs report to a monthly basis in 
keep ing with provi sions of Title IX-Livestock Manda tory Reporting.  NASS received 
an increase of $800,000 to expand the pesti cide use statis tics program.  The appro pri a­
tion also included $159,000 to begin publish ing a cream/milkfat price data series. 
Fluc tu a tions in the NASS budget result from the funding cycle for the quinquennial 
cen sus of agri cul ture and follow-on censuses and special studies.  A total of $15 mil-
lion was received for the Census of Agri cul ture program, includ ing an increase of 
$410,000 to prepare for the Census of Agri cul ture 2002. 

Na tional Center for Edu ca tion Statis tics:  The FY 2001 appro pri a tion was $4 million 
be low the Presi dent’s request for statis tics and $2.5 million below the Presi dent’s re-
quest for funding of the National Assess ment of Edu ca tional Progress (NAEP) pro-
gram. The NCES program prior i ties for FY 2001 were rede sign and imple men ta tion 
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of a web-based version of the Inte grated Postsecondary Edu ca tion Data System; con-
tin ued support for ongo ing programs includ ing longi tu di nal studies of the Early Child-
hood Program, and longi tu di nal surveys includ ing the Edu ca tional Longi tu di nal Study 
of 2002; support for the Insti tu tional Census Surveys for the Common Core of Data 
and Libraries Program;  NAEP programs; and research capa bil i ties in longi tu di nal 
stud ies and the Excep tional Children and Exclu sion areas. 

Na tional Center for Health Statis tics:  The FY 2001 ap pro pri a tion was $5.6 million 
higher than the Presi dent’s request.  Combined with the increase requested in the Pres­
i dent’s budget, the funds enabled NCHS to maintain its core data systems, provid ing 
sup port for increas ing field costs for major data systems, increased payroll costs, and 
op er at ing expenses.  Increases were directed to field oper a tions for NCHS’ National 
Health and Nutri tion Exam i na tion Survey, which has required increas ing resources as 
the survey has reached full field oper a tions. 

FY 2002 Budget Highlights 
As shown in Ta ble 1, the FY 2002 budget submit ted by the Presi dent for statis ti cal ac­
tiv i ties covered by this report is esti mated at $4,111 million.  This year’s proposed
bud get includes a number of key cross-agency initia tives designed to address some of 
the most seri ous shortcom ings in the Nation’s statis ti cal infra struc ture.  These initia­
tives include: 

• de vel op ing an inte grated statis ti cal base for analy sis of the effects of e-business 
across the Nation’s firms and indus tries, includ ing changes in the structure of in-
vest ment, pricing, and distri bu tion practices; 

•	 pro cess ing, tabu lat ing, and dissem i nat ing the detailed results from Census 2000; 
con tin u ing the evalu a tion program to obtain more infor ma tion about the quality of 
Cen sus 2000 data and oper a tions; and conduct ing an analy sis of the effi cien cies
pos si ble through elimi na tion of the long form question naire; 

• be gin ning the early design and planning process for Census 2010; 

• pro vid ing consis tent, accu rate, and current demo graphic infor ma tion for all states 
as well as for sub-state areas, through the Ameri can Commu nity Survey program, 
which will by 2004 begin to yield numer ous data improve ments and effi cien cies in­
clud ing far more timely data for distrib ut ing close to $200 billion in Federal funds 
an nu ally to states and local areas; 

•	 con tin u ing work to improve cover age of the construc tion and service sectors in the 
Pro ducer Price Index (which may also produce method olog i cal techniques that fur­
ther improve the Consumer Price Index) and enhanc ing cover age of the service 
sec tor in BLS produc tiv ity esti mates; and 

•	 pro vid ing new statu tory author ity for the limited sharing of confi den tial statis ti cal
in for ma tion among specific Federal statis ti cal agencies solely for statis ti cal pur­
poses, in order to increase the accu racy of statis ti cal esti mates and the effi ciency of 
Fed eral data collec tion systems. 

The follow ing are highlights of proposed program changes in the princi pal statis ti cal 
agen cies and their asso ci ated costs (in millions of dollars).  Addi tional details about 
these changes are provided in Chapters 2 and 3 of this report.  Appen dix B provides 
in for ma tion on the staffing levels of the princi pal statis ti cal agencies. 

9 



Bu reau of the Census:  The budget requests increases above infla tion ary costs for the 
eco nomic censuses (+$5.0), the census of govern ments (+$2.4), the 2010 decen nial 
cen sus (+$41.4), the Ameri can Commu nity Survey (+$3.4), and demo graphic surveys 
sam ple rede sign (+$7.4). 

Bu reau of Economic Analy sis:  The budget requests increases for initia tives to repair 
the long-standing measure ment problems that are affect ing the quality of Gross Do­
mes tic Product and related economic data (+$3.0), and to revamp the infor ma tion 
tech nol ogy systems needed to produce those data effi ciently and reli ably, dissem i nate 
them quickly to data users, and reduce respon dent burden for BEA’s inter na tional in-
vest ment surveys (+$3.5). 

Bu reau of Justice Statis tics:  The budget requests increases to convert the National 
Crime Vic tim iza tion Survey to auto mated data collec tion (+$0.3), to produce a mea­
sure of crime victim iza tion of the disabled popu la tion (+$0.3), to collect data from 
law enforce ment agencies and the public on the nature and conse quences of routine 
traf fic stops (+$0.8), and to imple ment a volun tary report ing system of deaths of per-
sons while in law enforce ment custody (+$0.1). 

Bu reau of Labor Statis tics:  The budget requests an increase (+$8.1) to support fun­
da men tal changes in the way the Consumer Price Index (CPI) is revised and updated. 
In FY 2002, BLS will begin to update the expen di ture weights in the CPI every two 
years rather than approx i mately every ten years, the first step toward a process in 
which the index will be revised and updated on a contin u ous basis.  The proposed ini­
tia tive will build upon this process by provid ing for contin u ous outlet and item sample 
im prove ments and ongo ing computer system enhance ments.  BLS also will evalu ate 
whether the geographic area and housing unit sample updates can be included in the 
con tin u ous revi sion or need to remain peri odic. 

Bu reau of Trans por ta tion Statis tics:  The budget requests increases to fund the Office 
of Airline Infor ma tion from the Airport and Airways Trust Fund, as autho rized by the 
Avi a tion Invest ment and Reform Act for the 21st Century (+$3.8) and to imple ment 
the Safety Data Action Plan, a series of projects to improve the reli abil ity, timeli ness, 
and compa ra bil ity of data used for transpor ta tion safety policy and program deci sions 
(+$9.0). 

Eco nomic Research Service:  The budget request includes an increase for the pur­
chase and dissem i na tion of retail meat prices data (+$1.2) and a decrease for the pro-
gram to evalu ate USDA food assis tance programs (-$2.0). 

En ergy Infor ma tion Admin is tra tion: The budget request includes increases for con-
tin u ing to overhaul the natu ral gas surveys and data systems (+$0.6), upgrad ing the 
data quality of several petro leum and natu ral gas surveys and data systems (+$0.5), 
and upgrad ing the data and infor ma tion process ing infra struc ture (+$0.5). It reflects a 
de crease below the FY 2001 appro pri a tion for support of ongo ing energy data collec­
tions, analy ses, and forecasts (-$3.6). 

Na tional Agri cul tural Statis tics Service:  The budget requests increases for enhance­
ments to computer secu rity archi tec ture to increase protec tion of market-sensitive data 
from Internet threats (+$0.5) and for prepa ra tory activ i ties for the Census of Agri cul­
ture 2002 (+$10.0). In FY 2002, NASS must complete question naire content and de-
sign activ i ties for the census, print the question naires, and prepare and print assis tance 
and refer ence mate ri als for use with the question naires. 
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Na tional Center for Edu ca tion Statis tics:  The budget request reflects increases in the 
Sta tis tics program for two data collec tion initia tives.  The first will restore the sample 
size for the domes tic Adult Liter acy and Life Skills Study to 1992 levels (+$4.4), thus 
main tain ing the valid ity of its long-term trends on a vari ety of adult liter acy and life 
skills data variables.  The second initia tive, the Decen nial Census School District Pro­
ject (+$0.6), will convert Census 2000 data to school district-level statis tics and incor­
po rate them into an inte grated demo graphic and geographic mapping data base.  The 
bud get request also includes a major funding increase (+$69.0) for the National As­
sess ment of Edu ca tional Progress program to support the Administration’s “No Child 
Will Be Left Behind” policy initia tive. 

Na tional Center for Health Statis tics:  The budget requests an increase to maintain 
ex ist ing data systems, in partic u lar the peri odic National Survey of Family Growth, 
the National Health Care Survey, the National Health Inter view Survey, and the Na­
tional Health and Nutri tion Exam i na tion Survey IV. The requested increase will help 
NCHS to begin to rede sign and improve systems to meet new needs, includ ing the 
con tin ued via bil ity of impor tant national data sources used to inform health policy, re-
search, and public health inter ven tions (+$5.0). 

Re im burs able Programs 
Agencies whose missions are primar ily or entirely statis ti cal often perform statis ti cal 
work for others on a reim burs able basis.  These reim burse ments come from other 
agen cies within the same depart ment or from other Federal agencies, state govern­
ments, and occa sion ally the private sector or foreign govern ments.  Sometimes data 
col lected by one agency for its program matic purposes can be used for a differ ent pro-
gram matic purpose in another agency. Further, some agencies that have reim burs able 
pro grams, for exam ple, the Office of the Assis tant Secre tary for Planning and Evalu a­
tion (OASPE) in the Depart ment of Health and Human Services (HHS), do not neces­
sar ily perform all the work. Rather, they use part of the reim burs able program money 
to purchase statis ti cal work from other Federal agencies or the private sector. 

Ta ble 2 presents a list of agencies that expect to perform at least $100,000 of statis ti­
cal work on a reim burs able basis for state and local govern ments, the private sector, 
and/or other Federal agencies, ranked by the esti mated size of the reim burs able pro-
gram for FY 2002. As shown in Ta ble 2, of the esti mated total of $424 million in re­
im burs able work, an esti mated $326 million is performed for other Federal agencies. 
A large portion of the reim burs able work performed for other Federal agencies is 
funded through intradepartmental transfers. 

For FY 2002, the Census Bureau has the largest reim burs able program, esti mated at 
$190.7 million.  Most of this work ($184.2 million) entails data collec tions and prepa­
ra tion of tabu la tions for other Federal agencies.  In partic u lar, the Census Bureau ex­
pects to perform approx i mately $70.0 million of reim burs able work for the 
De part ment of Labor to collect labor force, consumer expen di ture, and work expe ri­
ence data for the Bureau of Labor Statis tics (BLS). 

Ex am ples of reim burs able work that the Census Bureau expects to perform for other 
Fed eral agencies include:  the National Schools and Staffing Survey and the Private 
Schools Survey for the National Center for Edu ca tion Statis tics; the National Health 
In ter view Survey, the National Health Care Survey, the National Hospi tal Discharge 
Sur vey, the National Home and Hospice Survey, and the National Ambu la tory Medi-
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Ta ble 2. Esti mated Agency Reim burse ments for Statis ti cal Activ ities, FY 2002 
(In millions of dollars) 

Direct Reim- Other
Agency Funding bursable State/local Private Federal

Program Governments Sector Agencies 

Cen sus ............................. 563.4 190.7 0.0 6.5 184.2 
USGS .............................. 74.4 115.1 70.1 2.9 42.1 
NCHS.............................. 127.0 35.8 0.0 0.3 35.5 
BLS ................................. 476.0 13.5 0.0 1.5 12.0 
NASS .............................. 114.0 9.9 3.0 0.0 6.9 
CDC (w/o NCHS) ...... 195.7 8.4 0.0 0.0 8.4 
NRCS .............................. 114.8 6.6 3.4 0.0 3.2 
NOAA ............................. 72.0 6.2 0.2 3.6 2.4 
NHTSA ........................... 26.6 6.2 0.0 0.0 6.2 
OASPE............................ 24.7 6.0 0.0 0.0 6.0 
SRS ................................. 19.8 3.2 0.0 0.0 3.2 
FHWA............................. 22.0 3.1 3.1 0.0 0.0 
FS .................................... 29.0 2.8 2.7 0.0 0.1 
BJS .................................. 37.7 2.2 0.0 0.0 2.2 
FAS ................................. 33.9 2.1 0.0 0.0 2.1 
NCES .............................. 198.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 
CPSC ............................... 7.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 
SOI .................................. 30.9 1.7 — 0.1 1.6 
ESA/DOC ....................... 5.9 1.2 0.0 0.0 1.2 
EIA.................................. 75.5 1.2 0.0 0.0 1.2 
BEA ................................ 56.6 0.8 0.0 0.2 0.6 
ERS ................................. 67.2 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.8 
EPA ................................. 197.6 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.7 
ATSDR ........................... 3.5 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.5 
MARAD ......................... 1.9 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.3 
HRSA.............................. 20.5 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.3 
SSA ................................. 27.4 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.2 
ITA ................................. 3.4 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 
NIH ................................ 540.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.2 

To tal ................................ 3,166.54 424.1 82.6 15.3 326.2 

Re im burse ments from the private sector also include funds received from foreign govern ments. ­
ceiv ing funds from foreign govern ments are: sus ($1.4 million); BLS ($0.6 million); and NOAA ($0.2 mil-
lion). po nents may not add to stated totals because of rounding.  The symbol “—” indi cates that the 
amount reported by the agency was less than $50,000. 

Agencies re
Cen

Com
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cal Care Survey for the National Center for Health Statis tics (NCHS); the Ameri can 
Housing Survey and the Housing Sales Survey for the Depart ment of Housing and Ur­
ban Devel op ment; the National Crime Victim iza tion Survey,  Domes tic Vio lence 
Case Processing, the Survey of Inmates in State and Federal Correc tional Facil ities, 
the Crimi nal Justice Statis tics Program, the Computer Crime Statis tics Program, and 
the National Prisoner Statis tics Program for the Bureau of Justice Statis tics; the Com­
mod ity Flow Survey for the Depart ment of Transpor ta tion; and the Survey of College 
Grad u ates for the National Science Founda tion.  In addi tion, the Census Bureau re­
ceives funds from the Agency for Inter na tional Devel op ment ($5.5 million) and from 
for eign govern ments ($1.4 million) for training and advis ing in statis ti cal techniques. 

The Wa ter Resources Divi sion in the United States Geolog i cal Survey (USGS) has the 
sec ond largest reim burs able program, esti mated at $115.1 million.  Among the Federal 
agen cies, USGS performs the largest amount ($70.1 million) of work for the states 
through a Federal-State Coop er a tive Program.  This program provides for hydrologic 
data collec tion and analy sis, areal water-resources apprais als, and special ana lyt i cal 
and inter pre tive studies.  The Wa ter Resources Divi sion also expects to perform the 
sec ond largest amount of statis ti cal work for other Federal agencies ($42.1 million), 
in clud ing hydrologic data collec tions and analy ses for the Depart ments of Defense, 
Ag ri cul ture, Commerce, Energy, State, and Transpor ta tion; the National Park Service 
and other agencies in the Depart ment of the Inte rior; the Envi ron men tal Protec tion 
Agency; FEMA; and the Ten nes see Val ley Author ity. 

A large portion of the reim burs able work in HHS is done within the Depart ment.  This 
re im burs able work is conducted through the use of grants, contracts, and inter agency 
agree ments.  For the most part, intradepartmental transfers from the Public Health 
Ser vice’s One Percent Evalu a tion Fund will be used for statis ti cal analy sis of the 
Health Insur ance and Expen di ture Survey, the Medi cal Expen di ture Panel Surveys, 
and the Healthcare Cost and Utili za tion Project. 

Most of the reim burs able statis ti cal work performed by NCHS ($35.8 mil-
lion)—ranked third among the agencies with reim burse ments for statis ti cal activ i-
ties—is done for other agencies within HHS, in partic u lar, for other parts of its parent 
or ga ni za tion, the Centers for Disease Control and Preven tion (CDC) ($22.2 million). 
Like wise, CDC does a major ity of its reim burs able work for HHS agencies.  All of the 
re im burs able work at OASPE is for other Federal agencies, provid ing support for 
health, income assis tance, and social service projects. 

Ap prox i mately 60 percent of the reim burs able work carried out by BLS for other Fed­
eral agencies is done for other agencies in the Depart ment of Labor.  This work in­
cludes an esti mated $6.85 million that will be transferred to BLS from the 
Em ploy ment and Training Admin is tra tion for the Mass Layoffs Statis tics Program, for 
sur veys of training availabil ity in compa nies and of displaced workers, and for the Na­
tional Longi tu di nal Wage Record Data Base project. 

Intradepartmental transfers also support much of the reim burs able work shown in Ta­
ble 2 for Depart ment of Agri cul ture (USDA) agencies.  Approx i mately $6.2 million of 
NASS’s reim burs able work is done for other agencies in USDA. In partic u lar, NASS 
will receive $4.0 million from the Economic Research Service (ERS) for the Agri cul­
tural Resource Manage ment Study. NASS will also be reim bursed by the USDA’s 
Risk Manage ment Agency for county esti mates data ($675,000), by its Foreign Agri­
cul tural Service (FAS) for provid ing training and techni cal assis tance in statis tics 
($550,000), and by its Ani mal and Plant Health Inspec tion Service for a national ani-
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mal health moni tor ing system and for conduct ing an ani mal damage survey 
($520,000). ERS will receive approx i mately $750,000, which FAS will pay ERS to 
pro vide techni cal assis tance un der the Emerging Markets Program.  The Natu ral Re-
sources Conser va tion Service will receive approx i mately $3.2 million for soil survey 
work on Federal lands. 

Pur chases of Sta tis ti cal Services 
Agencies contract for statis ti cal services with other Federal agencies, state and local 
gov ern ments, or private sector orga ni za tions.  Table 3 shows the agencies that have 
to tal purchases of at least $1.0 million, ranked by total purchases; infor ma tion on 
agen cies with smaller esti mated purchases is provided in Appen dix A. 

When a contract is a transfer of funds to another Federal agency, the contract is a di­
rect program obli ga tion in the budget of the purchas ing agency and is part of the reim­
burs able program of the agency provid ing the service.  Exam ples of these kinds of 

Ta ble 3. Es ti mated Agency Purchases of Statis ti cal Services, FY 2002 
(In millions of dollars) 

Di rect To talAgency Funding Purchases 
State/lo cal
Govern­
ments 

Pri vate
Sector 

Other
Fed eral

Agencies 

NCES ........................ 198.0 192.0 2.0 180.0 10.0 

BLS ........................... 476.0 184.0 93.0 17.0 74.0 

SAMHSA.................. 158.7 154.8 49.3 104.9 0.6 

ETA ........................... 141.2 140.0 134.0 0.0 6.0 

NCHS ........................ 127.0 116.3 15.2 68.2 32.8 

CDC (w/o NCHS) .... 195.7 106.1 49.9 50.2 5.9 
NIH ........................... 540.0 94.8 0.0 50.7 44.1 

NSF (w/o SRS)......... 67.6 71.7 0.0 69.7 2.0 

AHRQ ....................... 149.3 56.0 0.0 49.5 6.5 

BJS ............................ 37.7 34.5 4.3 4.1 26.1 

NHTSA ..................... 26.6 28.5 7.8 18.6 2.2 

OASPE...................... 24.7 27.7 0.0 21.7 6.0 
PD&R........................ 26.6 26.6 0.0 3.8 22.8 

BTS ........................... 43.8 23.0 0.0 22.7 0.3 

FHWA ....................... 22.0 22.8 8.0 14.3 0.5 

NASS ........................ 114.0 22.6 18.0 0.0 4.6 

EIA............................ 75.5 20.5 1.0 18.9 0.6 

AID ........................... 20.0 20.0 0.0 16.3 3.7 

SSA ........................... 27.4 19.6 0.0 18.0 1.6 

SRS ........................... 19.8 18.9 0.0 14.6 4.3 

EH ............................. 23.5 18.8 0.0 0.0 18.8 

EPA ........................... 197.6 16.9 4.7 10.1 2.1 

ERS ........................... 67.2 15.7 4.0 5.9 5.8 

CMS .......................... 15.9 15.4 0.0 15.4 — 
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Ta ble 3. Esti mated Agency Purchases of Statis ti cal Services, 
FY 2002—Continued 

(In millions of dollars) 

OtherDi rect To tal State/lo cal Pri vate Fed eralAgency Funding Purchases Govern- Sector Agenciesments 

NOAA ....................... 
FMCSA..................... 
RSPA......................... 
FTA ........................... 
OPP ........................... 
FWS .......................... 
P&IH......................... 
HRSA........................ 
BoR ........................... 
CPSC......................... 
FNS ........................... 
OSHA........................ 
FAA........................... 
VHA.......................... 
OPA........................... 
MSHA ....................... 
ARS........................... 
FEMA ....................... 
FAS ........................... 
FRA........................... 
ITA ............................ 
OASP ........................ 
ESA/DOL.................. 
INS ............................ 2.9 1.4 0.0 0.0 1.4 

BEA .......................... 56.6 1.3 0.0 0.0 1.3 

NPS ........................... 1.7 1.3 0.7 0.0 0.6 

ATSDR...................... 3.5 1.3 0.2 1.0 0.1 

Census ....................... 563.4 1.2 0.0 0.0 1.2 

Corps ......................... 4.6 1.2 0.0 0.3 0.9 

OFHEO ..................... 6.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 

To tal ............................. 3,759.7 1,536.6 399.1 825.4 312.1 

72.0 8.5 4.5 4.0 0.0 
7.9 7.3 1.2 1.2 4.9 
7.6 6.8 0.0 6.8 0.0 
5.5 5.2 0.0 3.3 1.9 
8.2 5.1 0.0 4.6 0.5 
8.2 4.7 0.4 0.0 4.3 
4.2 4.1 0.0 4.1 0.0 

20.5 3.5 0.0 0.0 3.5 
3.3 3.3 0.0 0.0 3.3 
7.0 3.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 
3.0 3.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 

29.0 3.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 
3.0 3.0 0.0 0.6 2.4 

87.1 3.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 
2.5 2.5 0.0 1.5 1.0 
4.2 2.4 0.0 1.9 0.5 
4.7 2.0 0.0 2.0 — 
2.4 2.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 

33.9 1.9 0.0 0.0 1.9 
2.7 1.8 0.0 1.5 0.3 
3.4 1.8 0.0 0.9 0.9 
1.6 1.6 0.0 1.6 0.0 
3.4 1.5 0.9 0.7 0.0 

Note: The symbol “—” indi cates that the amount reported by the agency was less than $50,000. 

pur chases of statis ti cal services were given above in the section on reim burs able pro-
grams. Agencies such as NSF’s Divi sion of Science Resources Statistics and the 
National Highway Traffic Safety Admin is tra tion, for exam ple, can purchase more 
than their direct funding for statis tics allows, because they receive the differ ence from 
other Federal agencies under their reim burs able programs. 
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The four largest purchas ers of statis ti cal services are the National Center for Edu ca­
tion Statis tics (NCES) ($192.0 million); the Bureau of Labor Statis tics (BLS) ($184.0 
mil lion); the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Admin is tra tion 
(SAMHSA) ($154.8 million); and the Employ ment and Training Admin is tra tion 
(ETA) ($140.0 million).  They are followed by the National Center for Health Statis­
tics (NCHS) ($116.3 million), the Centers for Disease Control and Preven tion (with-
out NCHS) ($106.1 million), and the National Insti tutes of Health ($94.8 million). 
Dur ing FY 2002, Federal agencies covered by this report will purchase an esti mated 
$1,539 million in statis ti cal services, as shown in Appen dix A. More than half of 
these services will be purchased from the private sector. 

The largest purchas ers of statis ti cal services from the states are ETA ($134.0 million); 
BLS ($93.0 million); CDC (exclud ing NCHS) ($49.9 million); SAMHSA ($49.3 mil-
lion); the National Agri cul tural Statis tics Service (NASS) ($18.0 million); and NCHS 
($15.2 million). The ETA funds support One-Stop Centers, an e-Government service 
de liv ery strategy under the umbrella of America’s Workforce Network.  The BLS 
funds support the coop er a tive labor force statis tics program.  The CDC funds reim­
burse the states for their coop er a tion in the report ing of diseases.  The SAMHSA 
funds are used for the Mental Health Statis tics Improve ment Program that supports 
the devel op ment of state statis ti cal capac ity and for support to the states to conduct an 
as sess ment of their needs for substance abuse treatment and preven tion services under 
the block grant treatment program.  The NASS funds support data collec tion services 
pro vided by the National Asso ci a tion of State Depart ments of Agri cul ture.  The 
NCHS funds reim burse states for their partic i pa tion in the collec tion of vital statis tics, 
in clud ing infor ma tion for the National Death Index.  In all cases, the coop er a tion of 
the states is essen tial to the produc tion of Federal data in these areas. 

Ap pen dix A presents esti mates of direct funding, reim burse ments, and purchases for 
FY 2002, as reported by each of the agencies covered in this report.  Based on that in-
for ma tion, the agencies reported that they expect to purchase an esti mated $827 mil-
lion in statis ti cal services from the private sector during FY 2002. Of that total, 
ap prox i mately $488 million (or 59 percent) in purchases from the private sector are 
made by the follow ing four agencies:  NCES ($180.0 million),  CDC includ ing NCHS 
($118.4 million total), SAMHSA ($104.9 million), and NSF includ ing SRS ($84.3 
mil lion total).  The private sector provides a vari ety of services, such as survey design, 
data collec tion and process ing, analy sis, program evalu a tion, prepa ra tion of reports, 
data dissem i na tion, computer services, and method olog i cal research and devel op ment. 
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CHAP TER 2: Programs and Program Changes 

This chapter presents brief descrip tions of the statis ti cal activ i ties of the agencies cov­
ered in this report.  The chapter highlights program changes for Federal statis ti cal ac­
tiv i ties for FY 2002 as proposed in the Presi dent’s budget.  Hence, the focus is not on 
base program activ i ties that continue to be supported by budget requests, but rather on 
new activ i ties, improve ments, or reduc tions in the exist ing base programs, or any 
other impor tant changes that affect an agency’s statis ti cal program. 

For purposes of this discus sion, the statis ti cal programs are divided into the follow ing 
cat e go ries:  Health and Safety Statis tics; Social and Demo graphic Statis tics; Natu ral 
Re sources, Energy, and Envi ron ment Statis tics; and Economic Statis tics. 

Health and Safety Statis tics 
Health 

The princi pal agency that produces general-purpose health data is the National Center 
for Health Statis tics (NCHS) in the Centers for Disease Control and Preven tion 
(CDC). NCHS is respon si ble for the collec tion, mainte nance, analy sis, and dissem i­
na tion of statis tics on the nature and extent of the health, illness, and disabil ity of the 
U.S. popu la tion; the impact of illness and disabil ity on the economy; the effects of en­
vi ron men tal, social, and other health hazards; health care costs and financ ing; family 
for ma tion, growth, and disso lu tion; and vital events (i.e., births and deaths). CDC 
pro vides data on morbid ity, infec tious and chronic diseases, occu pa tional diseases and 
in ju ries, vaccine effi cacy, and safety. 

The statis ti cal activ i ties of the National Insti tutes of Health (NIH) support the design 
and imple men ta tion of epi de mi o log i cal studies, clini cal trials, biomed i cal and 
biostatistical research, and labo ra tory inves ti ga tions conducted by the vari ous insti­
tutes. NIH also supports data collec tions on health and health-related topics by Fed­
eral agencies, indus try, state and local govern ments, and private nonprofit
or ga ni za tions. 

The Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality (AHRQ) produces and dissem i nates 
in for ma tion about the cost, quality, access, and medi cal effec tive ness of health care. 
AHRQ’s Medi cal Expen di ture Panel Surveys provide public and private sector deci­
sion makers with timely national esti mates of health care use and expen di tures; pri­
vate and public health insur ance cover age; and the availabil ity, costs and scope of
pri vate health insur ance bene fits among the U.S. popu la tion.  AHRQ prepares analy­
ses of changes in behav ior as a result of market forces or policy changes on health 
care use, expen di tures, and insur ance cover age; devel ops cost/savings esti mates of 
pro posed changes in policy; and identi fies the impact of changes in policy for key 
sub groups of the popu la tion. 

The Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Regis try (ATSDR) conducts public 
health assess ments, health studies, and health surveil lance for those exposed to haz­
ard ous mate ri als, and maintains expo sure and disease regis tries for long-term fol­
low-up or specific scien tific studies. ATSDR ana lyzes the statis ti cal signif i cance of 
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hu man disease, biomarkers, and other health outcomes in the presence of envi ron men­
tal contam i na tion, to estab lish possi ble rela tion ships between expo sure and health. 

The Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS), formerly the Health Care Fi­
nancing Admin is tra tion (HCFA), collects admin is tra tive data asso ci ated with over-
sight of the Medicare and Medicaid programs; studies the quality of care deliv ered by 
those programs; and sponsors a survey of current bene fi cia ries to obtain data on health 
care utili za tion and expen di tures, includ ing expen di tures not covered by Medicare, the 
sources of health care cover age and payment, and the assets, income, health, func­
tional status, work history, and family support systems of the Medicare popu la tion. 

The Health Resources and Services Admin is tra tion (HRSA) collects data about gen­
eral health services, the health profes sions workforce, and resource issues related to 
ac cess, equity, quality, and cost of care. HRSA maintains the Scien tific Regis try of 
Trans plant Recip i ents and the National Bone Marrow Donor Regis try. 

The Indian Health Service (IHS) collects social and economic statis tics on all Ameri­
can Indi ans and Alaska Natives, as well as patient care and morbid ity infor ma tion for 
those who use IHS services.  It also provides vital event and socio eco nomic data per­
tain ing to all U.S. Ameri can Indi ans and Alaska Natives. 

The Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Admin is tra tion (SAMHSA) pro­
vides infor ma tion on health problems related to the use and abuse of drugs and alco­
hol (the Center for Substance Abuse Preven tion), substance abuse treatment (the 
Cen ter for Substance Abuse Treatment), and the mental health condi tion of the popu­
la tion (the Center for Mental Health Services). 

The Depart ment of Energy’s (DOE) Office of Envi ron ment, Safety, and Health (EH) 
con ducts epi de mi o log i cal studies of the health effects of expo sure to radi a tion and 
other hazard ous substances. 

The VA’s Vet erans Health Admin is tra tion (VHA) performs health services and medi­
cal research, includ ing studies on veter ans’ care in VA health care facil i ties. 

Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in health statis tics planned for FY 2002 
are: 

•	 The budget request for NCHS includes an increase of funds to maintain exist ing 
data systems, in partic u lar the peri odic National Survey of Family Growth, the Na­
tional Health Care Survey, the National Health Inter view Survey, and the National 
Health and Nutri tion Exam i na tion Survey IV. The requested increase would sup-
port the rede sign of data systems to meet new needs and the contin ued via bil ity of 
im por tant national data sources used to inform health policy, research, and public 
health inter ven tions. 

• The NIH budget requests funds to: 

—em ploy a recent major advance in molec u lar biol ogy, a strategy called molec u­
lar epi de mi ol ogy, in genetic epi de mi ol ogy studies that inves ti gate cancer pat-
terns in the popu la tion and the deter mi nants of cancer risk; 

—con tinue the National Cancer Insti tute’s Cancer Surveil lance Research Pro-
grams, includ ing its Sur veil lance, Epi de mi ol ogy, and End Results (SEER) Pro-
gram, a collab o ra tion of state and regional popu la tion-based cancer regis tries 
that expanded in FY 2001 and that forms the largest single system in the United 
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States for moni tor ing changes in cancer inci dence, patient survival, and mortal­
ity by geographic, demo graphic and social charac ter is tics; 

—sup port special short-term studies that will draw on the SEER data base, includ­
ing a study to inves ti gate the effects of tamoxifen on subse quent risk of 
endometrial cancer in women for whom tamoxifen was used in the treatment of 
breast cancer and a study on prostate cancer and health-related quality of life 
fol low ing alter na tive treatments for clini cally local ized prostate cancer; 

—de velop new statis ti cal method ol o gies for use in assess ment of eye disease and 
eval u a tion of new treatments for dia betic macular edema, age-related macular
de gen er a tion, and uveitis; 

—sup port statis ti cal activ i ties that relate to mater nal-prenatal issues, pedi at ric de­
vel op men tal issues, and preven ta tive health measures that promote matu rity to 
adult hood; 

—in crease support for research and devel op ment in toxic ity testing and test devel­
op ment, in risk esti ma tion methods, and for other scien tific problems in envi­
ron men tal health; 

—pro vide full-year funding for the Alco hol Policy Infor ma tion System initi ated
dur ing FY 2001 that provides compa ra ble cross-sectional and longi tu di nal infor­
ma tion on alco hol-related poli cies adopted by state govern ments, and continue 
sup port for the National Epidemiologic Survey on Alco hol and Related Condi­
tions; 

—sup port statis ti cal and clini cal research training on AIDS, inter na tional training 
and research in emerging infec tious diseases, and training in biostatistical and 
data manage ment methods for analy sis of HIV vaccine trials; 

—con tinue the broad program of research on the nature, patterns, extent, causes, 
con se quences, preven tion, and treatment of drug abuse; 

—in crease support for statis ti cal activ i ties related to studies on the epi de mi ol ogy 
of dia be tes and its compli ca tions, diges tive diseases and their compli ca tions, 
and analy sis of epi de mi o log i cal data related to major chronic kidney, urologic, 
and hematologic diseases in keeping with the recom men da tions of the 
Congressionally-established Dia be tes Research Working Group; 

—sup port a new research initia tive on differ ences in risk factors for compli ca tions 
of dia be tes among the popu la tion in the United States, and the extent to which 
in her ent meta bolic and genetic varia tions, medi cal care, socio eco nomic status, 
and behav ior factors account for these differ ences; and 

—com pile a compen dium of urologic diseases in America, includ ing data on dis­
ease inci dence, morbid ity, mortal ity, outcome, economic health impact, and 
prac tice patterns to inform the effec tive and effi cient planning of future research 
in urology. 

•	 The budget request for CDC includes funds to support the contin ued expan sion of 
the National Electronic Injury Surveil lance System, maintained by the Consumer 
Prod uct Safety Commis sion, to obtain national esti mates of all types and exter nal 
causes of nonfatal inju ries treated in hospi tal emergency depart ments. 

•	 The AHRQ budget requests support to conduct the Medi cal Expen di ture Panel Sur­
veys and other ongo ing data collec tion efforts and related survey activ i ties, to im-
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ple ment statis ti cal enhance ments begun in FY 2001, and to provide new 
en hance ments for the Re port to the Nation on the Quality of Health Care. 

•	 The ATSDR budget requests initial funding for the National Envi ron men tal Sur­
veil lance Project, which seeks to link envi ron men tal risk factors that are asso ci ated 
with expo sures at Superfund sites to expo sures, and antic i pates funding the next 
up date of infor ma tion in the National Expo sure Regis try on the poten tial impact of 
haz ard ous substances on human health. 

• The budget request for HRSA supports a joint project that its Mater nal and Child 
Health Bureau (MCHB) will co-sponsor with NCHS to obtain, for the first time, 
state-specific esti mates on children with special health care needs, and a joint feasi­
bil ity study on provid ing state-level esti mates of child health measures for the over-
all child popu la tion.  The MCHB is also commit ted to obtain ing national data on 
early ado les cence through the Health Behav iors of School Age Children survey 
that it co-sponsors with NICHD. 

•	 SAMHSA’s budget request includes funding for the National Treatment Outcomes 
Mon i toring System; a Longi tu di nal Survey of Youth as a compo nent of the Na­
tional Household Survey on Drug Abuse; a special Survey of the Elderly to exam­
ine the problem of substance abuse in older popu la tions; and a major design change 
in the Drug Abuse Warn ing Network (DAWN) that will expand the sample of 
emer gency depart ments in metro pol i tan areas to include some subur ban hospi tals 
and that will estab lish a senti nel hospi tal system for early report ing on emerging 
drug problems.  In addi tion, two changes are planned for the Drug and Alco hol Ser­
vices Infor ma tion System:  a new bien nial Survey of Treatment Services in Cor­
rec tional Facil ities will be added to the National Survey of Substance Abuse 
Treat ment Services, and a peri odic survey on the costs of provid ing treatment will 
be conducted among a strati fied subsample of treatment facil i ties. 

•	 The budget for VHA supports the Congres sio nally-mandated National Vietnam 
Vet erans Longi tu di nal Study and other studies of mental and physi cal health prob­
lems of veter ans. 

Safety 

The Bureau of Labor Statis tics (BLS) collects and reports data on the occur rence of 
work-related inju ries and illnesses in private indus try and on work-related fatal inju­
ries in private and public-sector estab lish ments, includ ing the self-employed. 

The Federal Emergency Manage ment Agency (FEMA) assists state and local govern­
ments in oper at ing and maintain ing the National Fire Infor ma tion Council/Na tional 
Fire Inci dent Reporting System (NFIRS). FEMA conducts the Firefighter Fatal ity 
Study, pro vides Fire Data Ana lyt i cal Services,  surveys disas ter assis tance appli cants 
to evalu ate the ef fec tive ness of disas ter deliv ery efforts, and provides data on the Ca­
pa bil ity Assess ment for Readiness program of states in 13 emergency manage ment 
func tions. 

The Occu pa tional Safety and Health Admin is tra tion (OSHA) has overall respon si bil­
ity for the national injury and illness recordkeeping system, based on employer re-
cords, which is used to deter mine the cases that are included in the annual BLS 
Oc cu pa tional Safety and Health Survey. Begin ning in FY 2001, this system includes 
sum mary data on occu pa tional inju ries and illnesses from construc tion firms with 20 
or more employ ees. 
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The Mine Safety and Health Admin is tra tion (MSHA) collects and ana lyzes current in-
for ma tion on employ ment and produc tion, as well as on acci dents, inju ries, and ill­
nesses in the mining indus try, includ ing mine, victim, and equipment charac ter is tics, 
and causal infor ma tion. The data provide current acci dent, injury, and illness infor ma­
tion to MSHA’s inspec tor ate enforce ment person nel, and to engi neer ing, edu ca tion, 
and training staff. 

The Consumer Product Safety Commis sion (CPSC) conducts data collec tion, analy sis, 
and dissem i na tion activ i ties on consumer product-related hazards and poten tial haz­
ards. As part of its statis ti cal program, CPSC maintains the National Electronic Injury 
Sur veil lance System that provides national consumer product-related injury statis tics 
based on the report ing of a sample of hospi tal emergency rooms. 

There are no major program changes or new activ i ties in safety statis tics planned for 
FY 2002; the Presi dent’s budget request includes funds to support the ongo ing statis ti­
cal programs of each of the above agencies. 

So cial and Demo graphic Statis tics 
Pe ri odic Demo graphic Statis tics 

The princi pal source of peri odic demo graphic data is the Bureau of the Census, whose 
ma jor programs in this area include the decen nial census, the Ameri can Commu nity 
Sur vey, and the intercensal esti mates program. 

Cen sus 2000: For FY 2002, the Presi dent’s budget includes funding for the Census 
Bu reau to process, tabu late, and dissem i nate the detailed results from Census 2000. 
The Census Bureau also will evalu ate Census 2000 to deter mine what worked well 
and what did not as it begins to plan a more effi cient and effec tive 2010 Census.  Part 
of the evalu a tion will involve analy sis of the effi cien cies that would be made possi ble 
through elimi na tion of the long form question naire. 

Cen sus 2010: Planning will begin in earnest in FY 2002 for Census 2010. The Cen­
sus Bureau’s primary objec tive is to reduce the growth rate of costs without sacri fic­
ing accu racy. The primary strategy during the initial years of the decen nial cycle will 
be to structure planning and oper a tional testing to address the most costly or er­
ror-prone aspects of Census 2000, thereby ensur ing the highest return for the funds in-
vested early in the Census 2010 cycle.  Meeting this objec tive requires substan tial 
changes in how the Census Bureau will conduct the next census.  Social, demo-
graphic, and economic changes, such as shifts in the compo si tion of the Nation’s labor 
force and changing living arrange ments, will further alter the conduct of Census 2010. 

The FY 2002 budget request provides funding for three key compo nents of the plan­
ning for Census 2010, enabling the Census Bureau to: 

•	 de velop a re-engineered design process that will allow the Census Bureau to test 
fully all major ele ments of the decen nial census design; 

•	 sup port the Long Form Transi tional Data base program to assess the quality, reli­
abil ity, and stabil ity of long form data collected annu ally by the Ameri can Commu­
nity Survey (ACS) method and to ensure full imple men ta tion of the ACS in 2003; 
and 
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•	 re-engineer the Census Bureau geographic data base and asso ci ated address list sys­
tem known as MAF/TIGER, by replac ing the system with one that uses Global Po­
si tioning System (GPS) technol ogy and satel lite mapping imag ery to update and 
im prove the address infor ma tion collected for Census 2000, thereby increas ing
enu mer a tor effi ciency, facil i tat ing identi fi ca tion of dupli cate addresses, and reduc­
ing non-response follow-up costs. 

Amer i can Commu nity Survey:  The Ameri can Commu nity Survey (ACS) collects 
cur rent, small-area data histor i cally gathered on the decen nial census long form. In 
FY 2002, the Census Bureau plans to continue the tests neces sary to imple ment the 
Amer i can Commu nity Survey nation wide in 2003. Funding requested for FY 2002 
will cover the costs of project manage ment; data collec tion and edit ing; statis ti cal 
weight ing and esti ma tion; tabu la tion of the data into summary tables, tabu lar and nar­
ra tive profiles; and data dissem i na tion for the 31 compar i son sites. The ACS data 
sched uled for release during FY 2002 will provide evi dence that the annual esti mates 
for states and other geographic areas with popu la tions of 250,000 or more are stable. 
In combi na tion with the devel op ment of the Census Long Form Transi tional Data base 
de scribed above, the Ameri can Commu nity Survey will enable a “short form only” 
Cen sus 2010; the data collected throughout the decade in the ACS will meet the re-
quire ments previ ously served by the decen nial long form. Thus, the ACS will greatly 
sim plify data collec tion and process ing systems for Census 2010, while improv ing 
data products. 

Intercensal Demo graphic Esti mates: This program devel ops updated popu la tion esti­
mates in years between decen nial censuses for states, counties, metro pol i tan areas, 
and urban places, for vari ous uses in funding and planning, such as distri bu tion of 
Fed eral program funds and planning for local transpor ta tion and health care services. 

Cur rent Demo graphic Statis tics 

The Census Bureau’s current demo graphic statis tics program provides infor ma tion on 
the number, geographic distri bu tion, and social and economic charac ter is tics of the 
pop u la tion includ ing offi cial esti mates of income and poverty, and infor ma tion col­
lected under reim burs able programs on health, crime victim iza tion, housing, voting, 
con sumer expen di tures, travel, and child care. The program also supports tests of new 
ap proaches and concepts for demo graphic surveys. 

The Defense Manpower Data Center (DMDC) in the Depart ment of Defense (DOD) 
has respon si bil ity for statis ti cal activ i ties support ing manpower, person nel and finan­
cial functions such as the DOD Person nel Survey Program, the Enlist ment and School 
Testing Programs, the Market Research Program, the Actu ary Program, and Oper a tion 
Mon goose, a finan cial fraud and abuse detec tion program. 

The Direc tor ate for Infor ma tion Oper a tions and Reports (DIOR) in the Depart ment of 
De fense (DOD) has respon si bil ity for collect ing and inte grat ing data on active duty 
mil i tary person nel casu al ties, the DOD civil ian work force, and worldwide active duty 
mil i tary and civil ian person nel employ ment, and for produc ing workforce strength 
and distri bu tion statis tics for DOD, the Congress, and other Federal agencies. 

The Admin is tra tion for Children and Families (ACF) collects infor ma tion to evalu ate 
its programs for children and youth, such as Head Start, Tem po rary Assis tance for 
Needy Families, child support enforce ment, adoption assis tance, foster care, child 
care, and child abuse programs. 
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The Food and Nutri tion Service (FNS) conducts surveys, program evalu a tions, and 
stud ies to evalu ate the Food Stamp, Child Nutri tion, and other food assis tance pro-
grams which it admin is ters. 

The Agri cul tural Research Service (ARS) moni tors and assesses food consump tion 
and related behav ior of the U.S. popu la tion by conduct ing surveys and provid ing in-
for ma tion from them for food and nutri tion-related programs and public policy deci­
sions. 

The Office of the Assis tant Secre tary for Planning and Evalu a tion (OASPE) funds 
stud ies on policy issues related to programs in the Depart ment of Health and Human 
Ser vices (HHS). 

The Office of Popu la tion Affairs (OPA) in HHS supports data collec tion efforts and 
stud ies related to fertil ity and repro duc tive behav ior. 

The statis ti cal activ i ties of the Depart ment of Vet erans Affairs (VA)’s Office of Policy 
and Planning (OPP) include devel op ing esti mates and projec tions of the veteran popu­
la tion, collect ing infor ma tion on the socio eco nomic charac ter is tics of veter ans, sur­
vey ing users and non-users of VA bene fit programs, evalu at ing VA pro grams, and 
con duct ing actu ar ial studies. 

The Vet erans Bene fits Admin is tra tion (VBA) under takes surveys to measure veter ans
sat is fac tion. 

The Agency for Inter na tional Devel op ment (AID) collects and ana lyzes data to assist 
de vel op ing countries in planning and evalu at ing popu la tion and health programs and 
pro grams for socio eco nomic devel op ment. 

The Equal Employ ment Oppor tu nity Commis sion (EEOC) collects data from public 
and private employ ers and union and labor orga ni za tions about the compo si tion of 
their workforces by sex, race, and ethnic ity. These data are used to carry out EEOC’s 
en force ment activ i ties under Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and are also 
used by other Federal, state, and local agencies charged with enforce ment of equal 
em ploy ment oppor tu nity laws. The EEOC also collects and compiles data for the an­
nual Federal Equal Employ ment Oppor tu nity Statis ti cal Report of Discrim i na tion 
Com plaints. 

The National Science Founda tion’s (NSF) Divi sion of Science Resources Statistics 
(SRS) conducts surveys that measure the number and demo graphic charac ter is tics of 
in di vid u als trained as, or working as, scien tists and engi neers, and partic i pates in in­
ter na tional collab o ra tions to yield compa ra ble measures of the same items. The divi­
sion also collects data on the Nation’s invest ments in research and devel op ment, along 
with inter na tional compar i sons of these measures.  In addi tion, NSF provides funding 
in support of bio log i cal sciences research data bases and social science research and 
stud ies, such as the Panel Study of Income Dynam ics, the General Social Survey, and 
the National Election Studies, as well as surveys and data collec tion method ol o gies to 
as sess the state of U.S. edu ca tion and the impact of NSF programs on curric u lums in 
sci ence and mathe mat ics. 

The Social Secu rity Admin is tra tion (SSA) collects, tabu lates, and publishes data on 
the Old-Age, Survi vors, and Disabil ity Insur ance and the Supple men tal Secu rity In-
come programs and their bene fi ciary popu la tions.  SSA also performs actu ar ial and 
de mo graphic research to assess the impact of program changes or alter na tives. 
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Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in current demo graphic statis tics planned 
for FY 2002 are: 

• The budget request for FNS provides funds for enhance ments in program assess­
ment, for devel op ment of compre hen sive measures of program perfor mance to in-
form and foster outcome-based planning and manage ment, and for oper a tional
im prove ments in food and nutri tion assis tance programs. 

• The budget request for OPA in cludes funds for data collec tion for the sixth cycle of 
the National Survey of Family Growth. 

• The AID budget requests funds to measure the impact of AID programs on key in­
di ca tors; this work provides core data needed for program planning, moni tor ing, 
and evalu a tion. 

•	 In creases requested for EEOC’s statis ti cal programs will provide support to imple­
ment the 1997 standards for data on race and ethnic ity, to imple ment the Govern­
ment Paper work Elimi na tion Act within the EEOC, and to produce the Special 
EEO File based on the Census 2000 for use in moni tor ing and enforc ing civil rights 
laws in the area of employ ment. 

•	 The budget request for SRS repre sents a program decrease.  SRS will maintain its 
core survey activ i ties and under take rede sign efforts for two surveys: the Survey of 
Pub lic Atti tudes Toward and Under stand ing of Science and Tech nol ogy, and the 
Sur vey of Scien tific and Engi neering Research Facil ities.  The scope of the person­
nel/workforce surveys will be reduced, and other activ i ties will be curtailed. 

•	 The budget request for the VA’s OPP will enable it to accom mo date full function al­
ity of actu ar ial data devel op ment activ i ties, includ ing veteran popu la tion esti mates 
and projec tions; to conduct a new survey of a selected groups of veter ans; and to 
col lect data on veter ans and under take program evalu a tions. 

•	 The budget request for VBA supports contin u ing and new surveys of veter ans and 
ben e fi cia ries who receive VBA bene fits and use its services; the surveys cover VA 
com pen sa tion and pension, edu ca tion, loan guaranty, voca tional reha bil i ta tion and 
em ploy ment services, and insur ance programs. 

•	 The SSA budget request reflects an increase to fund a major portion of the National 
Study of Health and Activ ity, which will exam ine indi vid u als in the working-age
pop u la tion (ages 18-69) who are severely enough impaired to be eli gi ble for Social 
Se cu rity disabil ity bene fits but who are not receiv ing them. The study will provide 
a founda tion for disabil ity research and policy analy sis. 

Crime and Justice Statis tics 

The Bureau of Justice Statis tics (BJS) is the statis ti cal arm of the Depart ment of Jus­
tice. BJS collects, ana lyzes, publishes, and dissem i nates statis ti cal infor ma tion on 
crime, crimi nal offend ers, victims of crime, and the oper a tion of justice systems at all 
lev els of govern ment.  BJS provides techni cal and finan cial support to state govern­
ments in devel op ing capa bil i ties in crimi nal justice statis tics and improv ing their 
crim i nal history records and infor ma tion systems. 

The Bureau of Prisons (BoP) conducts studies on topics includ ing staff miscon duct, 
in sti tu tion social climate, prison impact assess ments, diver sity manage ment, inmate 
pro grams, inmate classi fi ca tion, inmate miscon duct, and privat iza tion.  BoP also pro­
duces prison popu la tion projec tions and reports on selected research topics. 
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The Drug Enforce ment Admin is tra tion (DEA) produces data related to the enforce­
ment of Federal drug laws. 

The Federal Bureau of Inves ti ga tion’s (FBI) Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) pro-
gram collects data on the inci dence of crimi nal acts as reported by 16,000 local law 
en force ment agencies nation wide and includes the follow ing statis ti cal programs: the 
Na tional Inci dent-Based Reporting System,  Federal Crime Reporting,  Hate Crime 
Sta tis tics Collec tion,  and Law Enforce ment Offi cers Killed and Assaulted.  Data are 
col lected on the follow ing cate go ries that comprise the Crime Index:  murder, forcible 
rape, robbery, aggra vated assault, burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehi cle theft, and ar­
son. Addi tionally, statis ti cal infor ma tion on arrests, property loss, and other factors 
rel e vant to crimi nal activ ity is produced. 

The Immi gra tion and Natu ral iza tion Service (INS) provides data on immi grants, refu­
gees, tempo rary visi tors (non-immigrant), naturalizations, and appre hen sion and re­
moval of ille gal aliens to meet demands for data stemming from the Immi gra tion 
Re form and Control Act of 1986, the Immi gra tion Act of 1990, and the Ille gal Immi­
gra tion Reform and Indi vid ual Respon si bil ity Act of 1996. 

Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in crime and justice statis tics planned for 
FY 2002 are: 

• The budget request for BJS includes funds to: 

—ini ti ate a cybercrime statistics program to measure changes in the inci dence,
mag ni tude, and conse quences of electronic or cybercrime; 

—en hance the National Crime Vic tim iza tion Survey (NCVS) to convert to auto-
mated data collec tion and to enable produc tion of a measure of victim iza tion of 
the disabled popu la tion in the United States; 

—de sign and field a statis ti cal series to gather admin is tra tive data from law en-
force ment agencies and to conduct a supple ment to the NCVS (in alter nate 
years) on the nature and conse quences of routine traffic stops; and 

—im ple ment a volun tary report ing system of deaths of persons while in law en-
force ment custody, as required by the Deaths in Custody Act of 2000. 

• The INS budget request includes an increase in funds to produce reports on the for­
eign-born popu la tion based on data collected in Census 2000 and to support the 
New Immi grant Survey. 

Ed u ca tion Statis tics 

The National Center for Edu ca tion Statis tics (NCES) in the Depart ment of Edu ca tion
col lects, ana lyzes, and publishes statis tics on edu ca tion in the United States; conducts 
stud ies on inter na tional compar i sons of edu ca tion statis tics; and provides leader ship in 
de vel op ing and promot ing the use of standard ized termi nol ogy and defi ni tions for the 
col lec tion of those statis tics. 

The National Science Founda tion’s (NSF) Divi sion of Science Resources Statis tics 
(SRS) collects, publishes, and ana lyzes statis tics on the Nation’s science and engi neer­
ing higher edu ca tion system and those who partic i pate in it. SRS measures science 
and engi neer ing enroll ments and degrees and devel ops infor ma tion on other aspects of 
higher edu ca tion through the use of outside data. NFS’s Direc tor ate for Edu ca tion and 
Hu man Resources supports inter na tional assess ments of student knowledge and cur-
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ric u lum, as well as contex tual studies and indi ca tors that moni tor progress under NSF 
ed u ca tional programs. 

Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in edu ca tion statis tics planned for FY 2002 
are: 

•	 The budget request for NCES supports two special data collec tion initia tives.  The 
first restores the sample size of the domes tic Adult Liter acy and Life Skills Study, 
to be taken in FY 2002, to 13,000 adults. The second special project is the Decen­
nial Census School District Project, which will convert Census 2000 data to statis­
tics based on school districts and incor po rate them into an inte grated demo graphic 
and geographic mapping data base. 

•	 The NCES budget request also includes a major increase for enhanc ing the Na­
tional Assess ment of Edu ca tional Progress (NAEP) program in support of the Pres­
i dent’s “No Child Will Be Left Behind” policy initia tive.  NAEP data repre sent the 
only source of nation ally repre sen ta tive measures for assess ing and report ing prog­
ress toward the National Edu ca tional Goal of ensur ing student compe tency over 
sub ject matter.  The NAEP program functions targeted for increases include the 
2002 field test oper a tions; prepa ra tion for NAEP 2003; item pool devel op ment and 
anal y sis for NAEP 2004 and 2005; techni cal and staff resources support to the 
states; technol ogy devel op ment; and program manage ment, research, and evalu a­
tion activ i ties. 

Trans por ta tion Statis tics 

The Bureau of Transpor ta tion Statis tics (BTS) compiles, ana lyzes, and makes acces si­
ble infor ma tion on the Nation’s transpor ta tion systems; collects infor ma tion on 
intermodal transpor ta tion and other areas, as needed; and enhances the quality and ef­
fec tive ness of the Depart ment of Transpor ta tion’s (DOT) statis ti cal programs through 
re search, devel op ment of guidelines, and promo tion of improve ments in data acqui si­
tion and use. 

The Federal Avia tion Admin is tra tion (FAA) collects data on avia tion safety. 

The Federal Highway Admin is tra tion (FHWA) collects, ana lyzes, and dissem i nates 
data on the Nation’s highway system, includ ing financ ing, travel, fuel consump tion, 
ve hi cle regis tra tions, highway system extent and safety, drivers licenses, and personal 
travel charac ter is tics. 

The Federal Motor Carrier Safety Admin is tra tion (FMCSA) collects and ana lyzes data 
on motor carri ers, and on commer cial vehi cle drivers and crashes. 

The Federal Railroad Admin is tra tion (FRA) collects and dissem i nates data on the Na­
tion’s railroad system, includ ing traffic, safety, and acci dent reports, such as 
intermodal safety data for the geographic infor ma tion system, and infor ma tion on 
grade crossings and inspec tions. 

The Federal Transit Admin is tra tion (FTA) maintains the primary data base for statis­
tics on the transit indus try, known as the National Transit Data base.  These data, 
which must be reported by every FTA formula grant recip i ent, are used to report to the 
Con gress on the perfor mance of the transit indus try, to make transit service and in-
vest ment planning deci sions, and to appor tion FTA formula funds. The FTA also col­
lects and ana lyzes data related to safety, drug and alco hol testing results of safety 
sen si tive person nel, and a number of other areas. 
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The Mari time Admin is tra tion (MARAD) collects and maintains data on domes tic and 
in ter na tional transpor ta tion, vessel charac ter is tics and itiner ar ies, port facil ities, ship-
build ing and repair, ship values, finan cial reports and vessels’ oper at ing expenses, 
ship ping activ i ties, and mari time employ ment, and publishes annual reports on the 
U.S. shipbuild ing and repair indus try and an Intermodal Equipment Inven tory. 

The National Highway Traffic Safety Admin is tra tion (NHTSA) collects infor ma tion 
on motor vehi cle related acci dents and fatal i ties and highway safety. 

The Office of the Secre tary of Transpor ta tion (OST) collects, ana lyzes, and publishes 
data in support of the depart ment’s programs and policy initia tives.  Statis ti cal activi­
ties include moni tor ing compe ti tion in the airline and mari time indus tries, support ing 
in ter na tional nego ti a tions on avia tion matters, and maintain ing systems to provide 
grant infor ma tion and finan cial assis tance awards for DOT. 

The Research and Special Programs Admin is tra tion (RSPA) collects data to moni tor 
trans por ta tion of hazard ous mate ri als. 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engi neers (Corps) in the Depart ment of Defense collects and 
pub lishes statis ti cal data on waterborne commerce and vessel oper a tions in water-
ways, ports, and harbors of the United States, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Vir gin Is-
lands. 

Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in transpor ta tion statis tics planned for FY 
2002 are: 

• The budget request for BTS includes funds to: 

—im ple ment the Safety Data Action Plan, a series of projects to improve the reli­
abil ity, timeli ness, and compa ra bil ity of data used for transpor ta tion safety pol-
icy and program deci sions; 

—en able the Office of Airline Infor ma tion to improve the collec tion and analy sis 
of avia tion data, espe cially related to flight delays and airline compe ti tion; 

—pro vide transpor ta tion system perfor mance infor ma tion that will contrib ute to 
solv ing highway conges tion, airline delays, and other criti cal problems; 

—con tinue devel op ing mapping functions and ana lyt i cal tools for the online 
Intermodel Transpor ta tion Data Base, a one-stop portal for transpor ta tion data; 
and 

—com plete a compre hen sive assess ment of transpor ta tion data gaps and begin to 
fill the most urgent of them. 

• The FMCSA budget request will support contin u a tion of the Large Truck Crash
Cau sa tion Study begun in FY 2001. 

• The FTA bud get request includes funds to support the transit portion of the Per­
sonal Transpor ta tion Survey. 

• The NHTSA budget request includes funds to: 

—col lect the Fatal ity Analy sis Reporting System (FARS) data through electronic 
me dia in all 50 states, Wash ing ton, D.C., and Puerto Rico, and create and de-
liver FARS system-wide training; 
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—ini ti ate new projects in the National Auto mo tive Sampling System and the Spe­
cial Crash Inves ti ga tions programs to evalu ate occu pant protec tion systems (ad­
vanced air bags) and to provide an early detec tion of alleged or poten tial vehi cle
de fects includ ing crash inves ti ga tions involv ing vehi cles with advanced safety
de vices, contin ued techni cal analy sis of event data recorder output in collab o ra­
tion with auto mo bile manu fac tur ers, and in-depth crash inves ti ga tions on chil­
dren properly installed in child safety seats in vehi cles equipped with systems 
known as Lower Anchors and Tethers for Children; and 

—sup port techno log i cal and process improve ment activ i ties to improve the timeli­
ness of responses to requests for the latest traffic safety crash infor ma tion. 

• In FY 2002, the Corps will complete re-engineering of the waterborne foreign
trans por ta tion statis tics program in partner ship with MARAD. The Corps, 
MARAD, and the Customs Service will continue imple ment ing their joint system 
for electronic filing of data on vessels enter ing and clearing U.S. ports while en-
gaged in U.S. foreign trade. 

Nat u ral Resources, Energy, and Envi ron ment Statis tics 
En vi ron ment 

The Envi ron men tal Protec tion Agency (EPA) moni tors the quality of the air; the qual­
ity of drinking, surface, and ground water; ecosys tem status; and the intro duc tion of 
toxic or hazard ous substances into the envi ron ment.  EPA conducts research and stud­
ies to provide baseline data and to evalu ate and support envi ron men tal moni tor ing 
sys tems. 

The National Oceanic and Atmo spheric Admin is tra tion (NOAA) gathers worldwide 
en vi ron men tal data about the oceans, earth, air, space, and sun and their inter ac tions to 
de scribe and predict the state of the physi cal envi ron ment.  In fulfill ment of this mis­
sion, NOAA’s National Envi ron men tal Satel lite, Data, and Infor ma tion Service main­
tains national data centers that preserve and dissem i nate the agency’s clima tic, 
ocean o graphic, and geophys i cal data and selected envi ron men tal infor ma tion col­
lected by other agencies. 

The National Aeronau tics and Space Admin is tra tion (NASA) collects remote-sensed 
data to support climate research and to describe and measure the energy and envi ron­
men tal phenom ena that may contrib ute to climate varia tion and change. 

The United States Geolog i cal Survey (USGS), through its Wa ter Resources Divi sion, 
col lects and maintains data on the quality, availabil ity, and use of the Nation’s water, 
in clud ing stream flow data for hydropower plants, groundwa ter subsis tence, erosion, 
back water, flooding, water contam i na tion, and sedi men ta tion. 

Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in envi ron men tal statis tics planned for FY 
2002 are: 

• The EPA bud get request includes funds to: 

—de velop technol o gies to help states design control strate gies to address multi ple 
air pollut ants; 

—con duct surveys of indoor air quality in commer cial buildings and schools and 
con duct a Radon Awareness Survey; 
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—in clude asthma awareness and action survey questions in the National Health 
In ter view Survey; and 

—com pile data from Superfund sites and Leaking Under ground Storage Tanks and 
pre pare statis tics on the number of confirmed releases of contam i nants into the 
en vi ron ment, and cleanups initi ated and completed. 

• The USGS budget request includes funds to: 

—con tinue enhanc ing USGS’s ability to provide real-time streamflow data for 
flood forecast ing and provide infor ma tion for flood hazard miti ga tion by allow­
ing more stream gauging stations to transmit data in real time; and 

—ap ply biomonitoring tools to identify, assess, and moni tor envi ron men tal con-
tam i nants and their effects on species and lands in major river systems through-
out the United States. 

En ergy and Minerals 

The Energy Infor ma tion Admin is tra tion (EIA) collects and dissem i nates infor ma tion 
on energy reserves, produc tion, consump tion, distri bu tion, prices, technol ogy, and re­
lated inter na tional, economic, and finan cial matters.  Cover age of EIA’s programs in­
cludes data on coal, petro leum, natu ral gas, and electric and nuclear energy.  EIA 
main tains a compre hen sive energy data base, dissem i nates energy data and analy ses 
for a wide vari ety of custom ers in the public and private sectors, maintains the Na­
tional Energy Modeling System for mid-term energy markets analy sis and forecast ing,
main tains the Short-Term Inte grated Forecasting System for near-term energy market 
anal y sis and forecast ing, conducts customer forums and surveys to maintain an 
up-to-date product and service mix, and maintains  systems support ing the electronic 
dis sem i na tion of energy data through the EIA Internet home page and CD-ROM. 

The Minerals Manage ment Service (MMS) collects data on off-shore and Federal and 
Amer i can Indian oil, gas, and miner als, as part of its respon si bil ity for manage ment of 
both the Outer Conti nen tal Shelf Lands and the Minerals Reve nue Manage ment pro-
grams. The MMS is respon si ble for resource evalu a tion and classi fi ca tion, lease man-
age ment activ i ties, and the collec tion of reve nues from miner als leasing. 

The United States Geolog i cal Survey (USGS) collects data on nonfuel miner als and 
ma te ri als, includ ing mineral resources, produc tion, demand, use, recy cling, and trade. 

Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in energy statis tics planned for FY 2002 
are: 

• By reduc ing printed publi ca tions and making greater use of the EIA web site, and 
by downsiz ing plans for inte gra tion of current infor ma tion process ing, the essen­
tially level budget request will enable EIA to: 

—con tinue a multiyear project to rede sign the 20-year old energy consump tion
sur veys to realign their cover age with the distri bu tion of resi den tial and com­
mer cial building popu la tions identi fied in Census 2000; 

—con tinue multiyear projects to overhaul electric ity and natu ral gas surveys and 
data systems to reflect changes in the Nation’s restruc tured electric ity gener a­
tion and distri bu tion systems, and in the restruc tured natu ral gas indus try; 
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—cor rect criti cal petro leum and natu ral gas data quality issues by identi fy ing the 
causes of data quality dete ri o ra tion and imple ment ing processes to improve and 
main tain the quality of energy data; and 

—com plete devel op ment of 15 regional models of the world that include calcu la­
tion of greenhouse gas emissions, while defer ring plans to inte grate the models 
into one inter na tional model. 

Soil, Forest, Fish, Wildlife, and Public Lands 

The Natu ral Resources Conser va tion Service (NRCS) in the Depart ment of Agri cul­
ture conducts soil surveys and maintains and updates a national soils data base contain­
ing physi cal land facts; admin is ters Water Supply and Snow Surveys used in water 
sup ply forecasts to manage seasonal use of water for irri ga tion, flood control, fish and 
wild life, recre ation, power gener a tion, munic i pal and indus trial water supply, and wa­
ter quality manage ment; and conducts a national resources inven tory, provid ing data 
on the status and condi tion of natu ral resources on non-Federal lands. 

The Forest Service (FS) conducts renew able resource inven to ries of forest lands and 
col lects statis tics on forest products.  These data are used to identify trends in the ex-
tent, condi tion, owner ship, quantity, and quality of timber and other forest resources. 

The National Park Service (NPS) supports research on water quality assess ment in na­
tion ally owned public lands and natu ral resources, includ ing studies of flood hazards, 
for est geomor phol ogy, and ground water of campground areas.  NPS’ Public Use Sta­
tis tics Program  gathers, compiles, and issues public use data for forecast ing future de­
mand for services, planning for resource miti ga tion activ i ties, and initi at ing marketing
strat e gies. 

The Bureau of Recla ma tion (BoR) collects and ana lyzes data to charac ter ize the water 
qual ity of reser voirs and streams affected by recla ma tion facil ity oper a tions in high 
pri or ity water sheds in the western part of United States. 

The USGS’ Bio log i cal Resources Divi sion collects and ana lyzes data on birds and fish 
to deter mine trends in envi ron men tal contam i na tion, tracks species and their habi tats, 
and studies migra tory game and nongame birds. Data from the annual breeding bird 
sur vey are used to identify species whose popu la tions are declin ing and which may 
even tu ally become candi dates for listing under the Endan gered Species Act. 

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) in NOAA focuses on domes tic com­
mer cial and recre ational fisher ies, fishery manage ment moni tor ing, and stock assess­
ments of the health of living marine resources.  NMFS is respon si ble for data on the 
vol ume and value of commer cial fish and shellfish landings; the catch by recre ational 
fish er men; employ ment of people and craft in the fisher ies; number of recre ational 
fish er men; produc tion of manu fac tured fishery products; and fishery prices. 

The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) conducts annual surveys to moni­
tor the fish and migra tory bird popu la tions, track diseases of cultured and wild fish, 
mea sure the changing status of water fowl and game bird popu la tions, and evalu ate
har vests by fisher men and hunters. 

Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in statis tics concern ing soil, forest, fish, 
wild life, and public lands planned for FY 2002 are: 

• The budget request for NRCS includes funds to acquire updated digi tal 
orthophotography maps and for data digitization to complete the comput er ized da-
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ta bases of soil survey data; to ana lyze data from the National Resource Inven tory 
and imple ment the contin u ous resource inven tory process using both remote sens­
ing and on-site inves ti ga tion; to assess grazing land resources, transitioning to use 
of new erosion models; and to study land use conver sions and water quality-related
is sues. 

• The budget request for FWS includes funds to conduct the National Survey of 
Fishing, Hunting, and Wildlife Asso ci ated Recre ation to measure fishing and hunt­
ing activ i ties and provide reli able state level data and detailed infor ma tion about 
wild life watching activ i ties. 

• The NMFS budget request includes funds for a major program improve ment, the 
cre ation of a national Fisheries Infor ma tion System that will fill data gaps, improve 
the quality of data, and provide for inte gra tion and synthe sis of fisher ies data across 
re gional programs using a national and uniform infra struc ture; and for addi tional
eco nomic data and research to deter mine impacts on local fishing commu ni ties of 
the Sustain able Fisheries Act. 

Eco nomic Statis tics 
Pe ri odic Economic Statis tics 

The princi pal source of peri odic economic statis tics is the Bureau of the Census.  The 
Cen sus Bureau conducts several peri odic censuses every five years, cover ing the years 
end ing in 2 and 7. The economic censuses include censuses of manu fac tur ing, min­
eral indus tries, construc tion indus tries, retail and wholesale trade, service indus tries, 
and transpor ta tion and other businesses.  They also provide statis tics on businesses 
owned by minor i ties and women and compa nies oper at ing at multi ple loca tions.  The 
Cen sus of Govern ments collects state and local data on public finance; public employ­
ment; and govern men tal orga ni za tion, powers, and activ i ties. 

Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in peri odic economic statis tics activ i ties 
planned for FY 2002 are: 

• FY 2002 is the third year in the six-year 2002 economic censuses funding cycle. 
The focus of activ ity will be the devel op ment of question naire content, collec tion
in stru ments, and process ing systems to be used in the 2002 Economic Censuses. 

•	 FY 2002 is the third year in the five-year funding cycle of the 2002 Census of Gov­
ern ments.  Activ ities include prepar ing for and starting data collec tion, conduct ing 
data analy ses, charting changes in the structure of state and local govern ments, de-
sign ing universe files, and initi at ing work on data dissem i na tion. 

Cur rent Economic Statis tics 

The current economic statis tics program of the Census Bureau provides infor ma tion 
on retail and wholesale trade and selected service indus tries; construc tion activ ity, 
such as housing permits and starts, the value of new construc tion, resi den tial alter­
ations and repairs, and quarterly price indi ces for single-family houses; quantity and 
value of indus trial output, such as manu fac tur ing activ i ties; shipments, inven to ries, 
and orders; capi tal expen di ture infor ma tion; e-commerce sales; foreign trade, includ­
ing imports, exports, and trade moni tor ing; and state and local govern ment activ i ties. 
The Census Bureau also maintains the Business Regis ter, formerly called the Standard 
Sta tis ti cal Estab lish ment List, that is used for statis ti cal frames and the produc tion of 
ag gre gate data on County Business Patterns. 
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The Econom ics and Statis tics Admin is tra tion in the Depart ment of Commerce 
(ESA/DOC) carries out Congres sio nally-mandated studies, such as the annual assess­
ment of foreign direct invest ment in the United States. ESA dissem i nates current eco­
nomic statis tics through a subscrip tion-based electronic system known as STAT-USA. 

The statis ti cal activ i ties of the Inter na tional Trade Admin is tra tion (ITA) in the Depart­
ment of Commerce involve data on imports, exports, produc tion, prices, foreign direct 
in vest ment in the United States, and other economic data to ana lyze domes tic and for­
eign market situ a tions.  ITA also tracks data on tourism indus tries and inter na tional 
travel to and from the United States for many private sector firms. 

The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) in the Depart ment of Commerce compiles 
sta tis ti cal infor ma tion on patent activ ity by geographic ori gin, techno log i cal subject 
mat ter, owner ship, and other charac ter is tics; samples patent and trademark cases to 
mea sure quality aspects in the process ing of appli ca tions; and under takes customer 
sur vey activ i ties. 

The Direc tor ate for Infor ma tion Oper a tions and Reports (DIOR) in the Depart ment of 
De fense collects DOD contract infor ma tion in support of national economic indi ca tors 
and the Small Business Compet i tive ness Demon stra tion Program.  DIOR also pro­
duces statis tics on DOD purchases from edu ca tional and nonprofit insti tu tions, and 
state and local govern ments. 

The statis ti cal programs of the Office of Policy Devel op ment and Research (PD&R) 
in the Depart ment of Housing and Urban Devel op ment (HUD) provide data on the 
vol ume, charac ter is tics, price, quality, and suitabil ity of housing in the United States; 
on the construc tion and perma nent financ ing required to achieve a smoothly function­
ing housing market; and on the status of the exist ing housing stock. 

The Office of Federal Housing Enter prise Oversight (OFHEO) in HUD is respon si ble 
for oversight of Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac (the Enter prises); its statis ti cal programs 
pro vide analy ses of the primary and second ary mortgage markets in support of the 
OFHEO regu la tory mission. 

HUD’s Office of Public and Indian Housing (P&IH) conducts data collec tion and 
anal y sis projects in support of its mission to admin is ter and moni tor public housing 
and housing assis tance programs. 

The Office of the Assistant Secre tary for Housing (Housing) maintains and ana lyzes 
sta tis tics on housing and property improve ment loans and on housing or property in­
sured or reha bil i tated under HUD mortgage insur ance programs, includ ing the inven­
tory of HUD-held mortgages or HUD-owned proper ties. 

The U.S. Customs Service collects and veri fies tariff and trade data, which are tabu­
lated, ana lyzed, and dissem i nated by the Census Bureau. 

The Small Business Admin is tra tion (SBA) funds and supports data bases on small 
busi nesses includ ing the Business Infor ma tion Tracking Series (BITS), conducts pol-
icy studies and economic and statis ti cal research on issues of concern to small busi­
ness, and publishes data on small business charac ter is tics and contri bu tions. 

The National Science Founda tion’s Divi sion of Science Resources Statistics collects, 
pub lishes, and ana lyzes data on the size and health of U.S. research and devel op ment 
en ter prises.  Four annual surveys provide infor ma tion on research and devel op ment 
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funded and performed by govern ment, indus try, and univer si ties, and a peri odic sur­
vey provides compa ra ble infor ma tion on the nonprofit sector. 

Ma jor program changes for current economic statis tics antic i pated in FY 2002 are: 

• The proposed budget for statis ti cal activ i ties in the tourism industries program in 
ITA’s Office of Trade Devel op ment is compa ra ble to the FY 2001 appro pri a tion, 
which repre sented a decrease in the program’s base funding.  At that level there 
was a reduc tion in the respon dent base for the In-Flight Survey of Inter na tional Air 
Trav elers to below 55,000, and a curtail ment of Federal support for the Economic 
Im pact of Inter na tional Vis i tor Spending on State Economies program.  In FY 
2002, the Office will attempt to maintain the statis ti cal reli abil ity of the In-Flight
Sur vey for balance of trade statis tics and indus try use, largely through an initia tive
be gun in FY 2001 that invites private partner ship in the base program.  In FY 2002, 
the Economic Impact of Inter na tional Vis i tor Spending on State Economies’ pro-
gram will neces sar ily be supported by non-appropriated funds or increased fees. 

•	 ITA plans to inau gu rate a new program known as “Export Statis tics Express” that 
em ploys inter ac tive technol ogy to lower dramat i cally the cost of provid ing trade 
data online to the public, while at the same time improv ing respon sive ness to re-
quests for user-customized statis tics. 

•	 The budget request for HUD includes funds to continue data collec tions includ ing 
the Survey of Fair Market Rents. This survey ensures the accu racy of published 
Fair Market Rents to assist Section 8 fami lies in renting standard quality housing
through out the geographic area where rental housing units are in compe ti tion. 

Na tional Accounts 

The Bureau of Economic Analy sis (BEA) has primary respon si bil ity for the prepa ra­
tion, devel op ment, and inter pre ta tion of the National Income and Product Accounts. 
BEA programs include the Gross Domes tic Product (GDP); the wealth accounts, 
which show the business and other compo nents of national wealth; the input-output 
ac counts, which trace the inter re la tion ships among indus trial markets; personal in-
come and related economic series by geographic area; and the U.S. balance of pay­
ments accounts and asso ci ated foreign invest ment accounts. 

Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in national accounts planned for FY 2002 
are: 

•	 BEA proposes the second phase of a plan initi ated in FY 2001 to improve the GDP 
ac counts by filling criti cal gaps in cover age and address ing the persis tent and grow­
ing measure ment error in GDP and national income.  The budget request will allow 
BEA to: 

—up date measures of output and prices for hard-to-measure goods and services; 

—de velop more compre hen sive and up-to-date measures of employee compen sa­
tion; 

—ex pand surveys of inter na tional trade in services; 

—de velop new measures of finan cial deriv a tives and new esti mates of economic 
ac tiv ity in the nonprofit sector; and 

—in te grate BEA economic accounts data with the Federal Reserve Board finan cial
ac counts. 
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•	 In addi tion, funding is requested for BEA to move into the second phase of its plan 
to improve its data process ing and dissem i na tion capa bil i ties. 

Sta tis tics of Income 

The Statis tics of Income (SOI) Divi sion in the Inter nal Reve nue Service provides an­
nual income, finan cial, and tax data, based for the most part on indi vid ual and corpo­
rate tax returns and on returns filed by most tax-exempt orga ni za tions.  SOI also 
pro vides peri odic data based on other returns, such as those filed by estates, for esti­
mat ing assets of the living top wealth holders, as well as on vari ous other tax and in-
for ma tion returns and schedules, for produc ing such esti mates as U.S. invest ments 
abroad, foreign invest ments in the United States, and gains or losses from sales of 
cap i tal assets. 

Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in statis tics of income planned for FY 2002 
are: 

•	 cap ture of data for foreign partner ships controlled by U.S. taxpay ers that are in­
cluded in SOI’s corpo ra tion and partner ship samples in the Year 2000 Controlled 
For eign Partner ship study; 

• con tin ued acqui si tion and instal la tion of hardware that will provide the capa bil ity 
to load the SOI popu la tion files online to provide for longi tu di nal analy sis of the in­
di vid ual income tax return SOI panel files; and 

•	 con tin ued expan sion of the amount of data available for electronic dissem i na tion 
through the IRS Internet home page. 

La bor Statis tics 

Four agencies in the Depart ment of Labor are respon si ble for vari ous aspects of labor 
sta tis tics. 

The Bureau of Labor Statis tics (BLS) produces statis tics on employ ment and unem­
ploy ment; consumer expen di tures; prices and living condi tions; wages and employee 
ben e fits; indus trial rela tions activ i ties; produc tiv ity and techno log i cal changes in U.S. 
in dus tries; projec tions of economic growth, the labor force, and employ ment by in­
dus try and occu pa tion; and occu pa tional inju ries and illnesses. 

The statis ti cal activ i ties of the Employ ment Standards Admin is tra tion (ESA/DOL) 
sup port surveys of occu pa tional wages in selected indus tries, to deter mine prevail ing 
wage rates and fringe bene fits for service occu pa tions in Federal procure ment activ ity. 

The statis ti cal activ i ties of the Employ ment and Training Admin is tra tion (ETA) sup-
port the collec tion and dissem i na tion of local, state, and national occu pa tional, wage, 
and other labor market infor ma tion, the admin is tra tion of employ ment and training 
pro grams, as well as the produc tion of Unem ploy ment Insur ance (UI) infor ma tion for 
ad min is tra tion of UI programs. 

The Office of the Assis tant Secre tary for Policy (OASP) in the Depart ment of Labor 
con ducts the annual National Agri cul tural Workers Survey (NAWS) that provides data 
on wage and migra tion history, type of crops worked, unem ploy ment, bene fits, hous­
ing, health care, and use of public programs.  NAWS data are used in the formula to 
cal cu late resource allo ca tions for the Job Training Partner ship Act 402 Adult Farm 
Worker Training Program. 

Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in labor statis tics planned for FY 2002 are: 
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• The budget request for BLS provides funds to: 

—change funda men tally the way the Consumer Price Index (CPI) is revised and 
up dated, by moving to contin u ous updat ing, starting with the expen di ture 
weights; 

—eval u ate whether the geographic area and housing unit samples of the CPI and 
the Consumer Expen di ture Survey can be contin u ously updated or whether they 
need to remain peri odic; 

—ex tend Producer Price Index (PPI) cover age to the construc tion sector of the 
econ omy and enhance the ongo ing expan sion of PPI cover age of the service 
sec tor; 

—con tinue to expand the Employ ment Cost Index (ECI) sample to improve the 
abil ity of the survey to measure changes in compen sa tion; increase the indus try,
oc cu pa tional, and geographic detail of published ECI data; and enhance the ca­
pac ity to link data on bene fit costs, preva lence, and plan features; and 

—con tinue to improve the statis ti cal quality of local area unem ploy ment statis tics 
used for labor market analy sis and to distrib ute funds for Federal programs, and 
ex plore methods to provide addi tional demo graphic and economic detail in 
these statis tics at the local level. 

• The Depart ment of Labor’s proposed budget invests in the e-Government service 
de liv ery strategy that ETA and its state and local partners are working on under the 
um brella of America’s Workforce Network (AWN), as speci fied by the Workforce 
In vest ment Act of 1998. The strategy will enable job-seekers and employ ers to in­
ter act directly online with Federal, state, and local govern ment players in the 
workforce invest ment system, with services centered around customer needs and 
pref er ences.  The focus of the strategy is the One-Stop Centers initia tive; the funds 
re quested for the initia tive for FY 2002 are below those appro pri ated in FY 2001. 
Re sources are requested to support five inter re lated major programs of the initia­
tive: America’s Labor Market Infor ma tion System (ALMIS), univer sal access for 
Amer ica’s Workforce Network, increas ing customer choice in labor market transac­
tions, distance learning, and technol ogy standards. 

• The budget request for ETA also provides resources for the collec tion and report ing 
of statis tics result ing from mass layoffs in affected indus tries nation wide. 

Ag ri cul ture Statis tics 

The National Agri cul tural Statis tics Service (NASS) collects, summa rizes, ana lyzes, 
and publishes agri cul tural produc tion and market ing data on a wide range of items, in­
clud ing number of farms and land in farms; acreage, yield, produc tion, and stocks of 
grains, hay, oilseeds, cotton, pota toes, tobacco, fruits, selected vege ta bles, floriculture, 
and selected specialty crops; inven to ries and produc tion of hogs, cattle, sheep and 
wool, goats and mohair, mink, catfish, trout, poultry, eggs, and dairy products; prices 
re ceived by farmers for products, prices paid for commod i ties and services, and re­
lated indexes; cold storage supplies; agri cul tural chemi cal use; and related areas of the 
ag ri cul tural economy. The Census of Agri cul ture is conducted by NASS every five 
years to collect infor ma tion on the number of farms; land use; produc tion expenses; 
value of land, buildings, and farm products; farm size; charac ter is tics of farm oper a-
tors; market value of agri cul tural produc tion sold; acreage of major crops; inven tory 
of livestock and poultry; and farm irri ga tion practices.  The census provides national, 
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state, and county data as well as selected data for Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, 
Guam, Ameri can Samoa, and the Northern Mariana Islands. 

The statis ti cal work of the Economic Research Service (ERS) includes research, com­
mod ity market projec tions and outlook analy ses, and devel op ment of economic and 
sta tis ti cal indi ca tors in the follow ing areas:  farming and farm households, commod ity 
mar kets, agri cul tural trade, food and consumer econom ics, nutri tion and feeding pro-
grams, natu ral resources and the envi ron ment, and the domes tic rural economy. 

The Foreign Agri cul tural Service (FAS) maintains a worldwide agri cul tural market in­
tel li gence and commod ity report ing service to provide U.S. farmers and traders with 
in for ma tion on world agri cul tural produc tion and trade for use in adjust ing to changes 
in world demand for U.S. agri cul tural products.  Reporting includes data on foreign 
gov ern ment poli cies, analy sis of supply and demand condi tions, commer cial trade re-
la tion ships, and market oppor tu ni ties.  In addi tion to survey data, crop condi tion as­
sess ment relies heavily on comput er ized analy ses of satel lite, mete o ro log i cal, 
ag ri cul tural, and related data. The FAS program serves as the ana lyt i cal founda tion for 
USDA’s export programs and is an impor tant source of infor ma tion  in trade policy ef­
forts. 

Ma jor program changes and new activ i ties in agri cul ture statis tics planned for FY 
2002 are: 

• The budget request for NASS includes increased funding to: 

—con tinue enhance ments to a computer secu rity archi tec ture that simul ta neously
ad dresses infor ma tion secu rity issues within NASS; and 

—un der take signif i cant prepa ra tory activ i ties for the 2002 Census of Agri cul ture, 
for which data collec tion begins in Decem ber 2002. FY 2002 is the third year 
in the five-year funding cycle for the 2002 Census of Agri cul ture. 

• The budget request for ERS reflects a decrease in funds to evalu ate USDA food as­
sis tance programs and an increase for the purchase and dissem i na tion of data on 
re tail meat prices. The Presi dent’s 2002 budget request also includes a one-time in-
crease for ERS to develop an objec tive method ol ogy for esti mat ing legit i mate eco­
nomic damages from alleged racial discrim i na tion in the admin is tra tion of USDA 
farm loan and bene fits programs, in accor dance with the framework for adju di ca­
tion of claims provided in the Court’s Consent Decree, for each of about 200 Track 
B cases of the Pigford class action lawsuit against the USDA and to provide expert
wit nesses in support of the Depart ment of Justice’s defense of USDA in this law-
suit. 
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CHAP TER 3: Long Range Plans 

This chapter describes selected ongo ing and new initia tives to improve the perfor­
mance of Federal statis ti cal programs. 

In ter agency Council on Sta tis ti cal Policy 
In 1995, the Paper work Reduc tion Act reauthorization (44 U.S.C. 3504(e)(8)) pro­
vided an explicit statu tory basis for OMB’s council of statis ti cal agency heads. 
Known as the Inter agency Council on Statis ti cal Policy (ICSP), this group enables 
OMB to obtain more direct partic i pa tion from the agencies in planning and coor di nat­
ing Federal statis ti cal activ i ties.  The members of the ICSP currently include the heads 
of the princi pal statis ti cal agencies, plus the heads of the statis ti cal units in the Envi­
ron men tal Protec tion Agency, the Inter nal Reve nue Service, the National Science 
Foun da tion, and the Social Secu rity Admin is tra tion.  Because the members have man-
age ment respon si bil ity for statis ti cal programs in their respec tive agencies, their ad-
vice and coop er a tion are essen tial for effec tive imple men ta tion of OMB statis ti cal 
pol icy deci sions and for planning improve ments in Federal statis ti cal programs. 

The ICSP is a vehi cle for coor di nat ing statis ti cal work, partic u larly when activ i ties 
and issues overlap and/or cut across agencies; for exchang ing infor ma tion about 
agency programs and activ i ties; and for provid ing advice and counsel to OMB on sta­
tis ti cal matters.  In the past year, agenda topics included estab lish ing prior i ties for fur­
ther inter agency collab o ra tion and moni tor ing progress of working groups tasked to 
ad dress these prior i ties; contin u ing efforts to elabo rate the poten tial bene fits of in ter­
agency data sharing; further enhanc ing the useful ness of the FedStats Internet site; es­
tab lish ing an inter agency steering group to guide devel op ment of the Ameri can
Com mu nity Survey; extend ing a collab o ra tive program to under take research in vari­
ous aspects of survey method ol ogy; foster ing exten sion of edu ca tional attain ment 
mea sure ment to encom pass nontra di tional creden tials; review ing recom men da tions 
for metro pol i tan area standards; devel op ing best practice guidelines for contract ing for 
Fed eral surveys; advis ing OMB on proposed Guidance on Data Quality; and consid er­
ing ways to strengthen inter ac tion with the Commit tee on National Statis tics.  In addi­
tion, the ICSP reviewed and ulti mately approved recom men da tions from its working 
group tasked to develop perfor mance measures for statis ti cal agency programs, an ini­
tia tive that should lead to the identi fi ca tion of best practices, the devel op ment of 
benchmarks for compar i son, and contin ual improve ments in the processes the agen­
cies measure. 

Sta tis ti cal Confi den ti al ity and Data Sharing 
The Congress has recog nized that a confi den tial rela tion ship between statis ti cal agen­
cies and their respon dents is essen tial.  At times, however, the specific statu tory for-
mu las devised to imple ment this princi ple in differ ent agencies have created barri ers 
to effec tive working rela tion ships among these agencies.  The devel op ment of a uni­
form confi den ti al ity policy that substan tially elimi nates the risks asso ci ated with shar­
ing statis ti cal data would permit signif i cant improve ments in data used for both public 
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and private deci sions without compro mis ing public confi dence in the secu rity of in-
for ma tion respon dents provide to the Federal Govern ment. 

Ini tia tives of OMB’s Statis ti cal Policy Office to enhance public confi dence in the 
stew ard ship of sensi tive data and to permit limited sharing of confi den tial data for ex­
clu sively statis ti cal purposes received a substan tial impe tus in the 1995 
reauthorization of the Paper work Reduc tion Act. The Act strongly endorses the prin­
ci ples embod ied in statis ti cal confi den ti al ity pledges and directs OMB to promote 
shar ing of data for statis ti cal purposes within a strong confi den ti al ity framework.  As 
a first step, OMB issued on June 27, 1997, the Federal Statis ti cal Confi den ti al ity Or­
der. This order gives addi tional weight and stature to poli cies that statis ti cal agencies 
have pursued for decades, assur ing respon dents who provide statis ti cal infor ma tion 
that their responses will be held in confi dence and will not be used against them in 
any govern ment action. 

To reap the bene fits that would attend limited sharing of data among desig nated agen­
cies for exclu sively statis ti cal purposes legis la tion is required.  Under this legis lative 
pro posal, eight Federal agencies would be desig nated as Statis ti cal Data Centers:  the 
Bu reau of Economic Analy sis, Bureau of the Census, Bureau of Labor Statis tics, Na­
tional Agri cul tural Statis tics Service, National Center for Edu ca tion Statis tics, Na­
tional Center for Health Statis tics, the Energy Consump tion Divi sion of the Energy 
In for ma tion Admin is tra tion, and the Science Resources Statistics Divi sion of the Na­
tional Science Founda tion.  A key compo nent of the proposed legis la tion is functional 
sep a ra tion—data or infor ma tion acquired by an agency for purely statis ti cal purposes 
could be used only for statis ti cal purposes and could not be shared in identi fi able form 
for any other purpose without the informed consent of the respon dent.  The proce dural
strat egy for imple ment ing the legis la tion would involve written data sharing agree­
ments between or among statis ti cal agencies. 

Leg is la tion proposed by the Admin is tra tion to achieve these bene fits was first intro­
duced on a bipar ti san basis in the House of Repre sen ta tives in 1996. Passed by the 
House on Octo ber 26, 1999, the Statis ti cal Effi ciency Act of 1999 (H.R. 2885) would 
even out statu tory protections for confi den ti al ity of statis ti cal data and permit sharing 
of data for statis ti cal purposes among desig nated agencies.  Enact ment of this legis la­
tion would provide the means to enhance the effi ciency of the Federal statis ti cal sys­
tem, reduce report ing burden on the public, and strengthen the quality and useful ness 
of the Nation’s Federal statis tics for economic and social policy deci sions. 

A compan ion legis la tive proposal would make comple men tary changes to provi sions 
set forth in the “Statis ti cal Use” section of the Inter nal Reve nue Code. These changes 
would repre sent the first major revi sion of these poli cies in more than 20 years, reduc­
ing the amount of sensi tive tax infor ma tion that will change hands to support statis ti­
cal programs while substan tially increas ing the effec tive ness of that support.  This 
ob jec tive would be achieved by carefully defin ing statis ti cal needs and taking advan­
tage of the effi cien cies that can be achieved by modern sampling methods.  The com­
ple men tary proposal has been endorsed by the Treasury Depart ment and previ ously
sub mit ted to the Congress. 

In addi tion to pursu ing legis la tive approaches, in 1997 the inter agency Confi den ti ality 
and Data Access Commit tee (CDAC) was estab lished under the auspices of the Fed­
eral Commit tee on Statis ti cal Method ol ogy. This inter agency group discusses com­
mon techni cal and non-technical issues involv ing data access, confi den ti al ity, and 
dis clo sure limi ta tion.  The group has several products that are available on its web site 
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(www.fcsm.gov/cdac/in dex.htm).  It has published a “Checklist on the Disclo sure Po-
ten tial of Proposed Data Releases,” which includes a series of questions designed to 
as sist agencies in deter min ing the suitabil ity of releas ing public-use microdata files or 
ta bles that present data collected from indi vid u als and/or orga ni za tions under an as­
sur ance of confi den ti al ity.  Most recently, CDAC published a brochure enti tled “Con­
fi den ti al ity and Data Access Issues Among Federal Agencies,” which provides an 
over view of disclo sure limi ta tion and restricted access proce dures that vari ous govern­
ment agencies follow to protect the confi den ti al ity of the data that they collect.  In ad­
di tion, CDAC members continue to present a short course enti tled “Privacy, 
Con fi den ti al ity and the Protec tion of Data - A Statis ti cal Perspec tive.” 

One-Stop Shopping for Federal Statis ti cal Data 
It is diffi cult for the general public, and even frequent data users such as social science 
re search ers, to know about and to access the entire range of infor ma tion produced by 
the Federal statis ti cal system.  With widespread adoption of the Internet’s World Wide 
Web, indi vid ual statis ti cal agencies have made tremen dous progress in devel op ing 
easy access to their data. Data users access ing infor ma tion electron i cally from one 
Fed eral agency are learning about related statis tics available from other agencies, 
thanks to cross-agency links that many agencies now provide.  Noting these successes, 
the Inter agency Council on Statis ti cal Policy agreed that a coor di nated inter agency ef­
fort promised even broader and simpler access to the full range of Federal statis tics. 

In mid-1997, building on the founda tion of the Federal Statis tics Briefing Rooms 
(www.whitehouse.gov/news/fsbr.html), the Inter agency Council on Statis ti cal Policy
re leased FedStats. This inter agency web site (www.fedstats.gov) permits easy access 
via an initial point of entry to the wide array of Federal statis tics available to the pub­
lic. FedStats provides a central ized set of links to the Internet sites that indi vid ual 
agen cies have devel oped for dissem i nat ing Federal statis tics. The site’s primary objec­
tive is to help users find the infor ma tion they need without having to know and under-
stand in advance how the decen tral ized Federal statis ti cal system is orga nized or 
which agency or agencies may produce the data they are seeking.  Since its incep tion, 
FedStats has logged more than 5 million user sessions and has garnered enthu si as tic 
pub lic support.  The site has been well received by such media as The Wall Street 
Jour nal, The Wash ing ton Post, the Asso ci ated Press wire service, Fed eral Computer 
Week, ABCNews.com, Lycos, and USA TODAY Online. In June 2001, Yahoo Internet 
Life Maga zine named FedStats one of the fifty most useful sites on the Internet for the 
third time. 

The Inter agency Council on Statis ti cal Policy’s Task Force on One-Stop Shopping for 
Fed eral Statis tics contin ues to upgrade and expand FedStats’ cover age of Federal sta­
tis ti cal sources. Search capa bil i ties have been enhanced by index ing nearly all the 
agency web sites. The task force has added sections on FedStats’ poli cies on privacy 
and on acces si bil ity to the site for persons with disabil i ties, devel oped a Kids Page to
pro vide links to statis ti cal agencies’ Kids Pages, provided sophis ti cated users with a 
set of Data Access Tools, and launched MapStats to facil i tate searching for the range 
of Federal data available for a given U.S. geographic area (states, counties, Congres­
sio nal Districts, and Federal judi cial districts).  During 2002, the task force will con­
tinue to respond to user requests for a broader scope of subjects, more detailed data on 
those subjects, and easier overall access to the data as well as begin work to create an 
in no va tive section to increase the statis ti cal liter acy of site visi tors and develop  the 
abil ity to custom ize user searches. 
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Mean while, the Federal statis ti cal commu nity is explor ing new technol o gies and un­
der tak ing research in collab o ra tion with the National Science Founda tion’s Digi tal 
Gov ern ment Research Program (for more infor ma tion on the research see 
(www.diggov.org) to achieve a much broader vision for the future.  New technol o gies 
and methods being devel oped as a result of more than a dozen research grants will one 
day help FedStats further improve its services to users of Federal statis ti cal data. 

Fed eral Commit tee on Sta tis ti cal Method ol ogy 
The Federal Commit tee on Statis ti cal Method ol ogy (FCSM) is an inter agency com­
mit tee estab lished in 1975 that is dedi cated to improv ing the quality of Federal statis­
tics and the effi ciency and effec tive ness of statis ti cal practice among Federal agencies. 
Mem bers are selected by OMB and include Exec u tive Branch statis ti cians, econo­
mists, and manag ers.  Approx i mately two dozen indi vid u als from a dozen agencies 
cur rently serve on the FCSM. The commit tee’s major goals are to: 

• com mu ni cate and dissem i nate infor ma tion on statis ti cal practice among all Federal 
sta tis ti cal agencies; 

• rec om mend the intro duc tion of new method ol o gies in Federal statis ti cal programs 
to improve data quality; and 

• pro vide a mecha nism for statis ti cians in differ ent Federal agencies to meet and ex-
change ideas. 

The FCSM carries out a broad agenda of activ i ties that extend beyond the work of its 
three perma nent subcom mit tees:  the Confi den ti al ity and Data Access Commit tee, the 
House hold Survey Nonresponse Working Group, and the Inter agency Group on Estab­
lish ment Nonresponse. Currently, for exam ple, FCSM and the Inter agency Council 
on Statis ti cal Policy (ICSP) are cosponsoring the Collab o ra tive Research on Survey
Meth od ol ogy  program that is managed by the National Science Founda tion.  In addi­
tion, FCSM and the ICSP are cosponsoring a subcom mit tee that will exam ine the de-
sign and use of customer satis fac tion surveys by Federal statis ti cal agencies. 

Over the years, FCSM has published 32 Statis ti cal Policy Working Papers that present 
the final reports of subcom mit tees and proceed ings from FCSM semi nars and confer­
ences. The papers are available through FCSM’s web site (www.fcsm.gov). In No­
vem ber 2000, FCSM hosted a statis ti cal policy semi nar on “Inte grating Federal 
Sta tis ti cal Infor ma tion and Processes.”  The FCSM’s statis ti cal policy semi nars alter­
nate with bien nial research confer ences.  FCSM’s second research confer ence will be 
held in Novem ber 2001. 

Col lab o ra tive Research on Survey Method ol ogy 
Ba sic research on survey measure ment issues, data collec tion proce dures, and techno-
log i cal issues related to survey design has the poten tial to bene fit greatly the Federal 
sta tis ti cal system as it prepares to meet future challenges in gather ing rele vant and re­
li able data. The National Science Founda tion’s Divi sion of Social and Economic Sci­
ences, in collab o ra tion with a consor tium of Federal statis ti cal agencies, supported a 
spe cial compe ti tion in FY 2001 for research that furthers the devel op ment of new and 
in no va tive approaches to surveys.  This is the second such compe ti tion, follow ing one 
in FY 1999. 
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Al though propos als submit ted for this compe ti tion could address any aspect of survey 
meth od ol ogy, prior ity was given to basic research propos als that have broad impli ca­
tions for the field in general and the greatest poten tial for creat ing funda men tal knowl­
edge of value for the Federal statis ti cal system.  Because method olog i cal problems 
of ten require knowledge and exper tise from multi ple disci plines, this funding oppor tu­
nity encour aged collab o ra tions among the rele vant sciences, includ ing the social, be­
hav ioral, and economic sciences, statis tics, and computer science. 

The initial projects funded under this collab o ra tion have focused on the devel op ment 
and testing of a computer tool that critiques survey questions, cogni tive issues in the 
de sign of web surveys, an analy sis of seam effects in panel surveys, and the devel op­
ment of statis ti cal methods for small area esti ma tion.  In June 2001, the inves ti ga tors 
re ported on their progress in each of these projects at a semi nar open to the Federal 
sta tis ti cal commu nity. The selec tion process for propos als submit ted in the second 
com pe ti tion should be completed no later than Septem ber 2001, and the selec tions are 
ex pected to be announced soon thereaf ter.  A final round of propos als that should be 
sub mit ted by Novem ber 30, 2001, will be evalu ated in FY 2002. 

De cen nial Census 
Dur ing FY 2002 and FY 2003, the Census Bureau will continue to dissem i nate de-
tailed demo graphic infor ma tion from the Census 2000 long form. The Bureau will 
also continue to evalu ate Census 2000 in order to begin planning a 2010 Census that 
is more effi cient and effec tive. 

The major activ i ties to be imple mented in 2002 will focus on the three inter de pen dent
com po nents of the 2010 Census plan. These compo nents include: (1) estab lish ing a 
re-engineered design process that will allow full testing of the major ele ments of the 
cen sus design, (2) using the Long Form Transi tional Data base program to assess the 
qual ity, reli abil ity, and stabil ity of the Ameri can Commu nity Survey (ACS) data as 
part of the transi tion to replac ing the long form in the 2010 Census, and (3) replac ing 
the anti quated, inter nally-developed system for updat ing the geographic data base and 
ad dress list, known as the Master Address File (MAF)/Topo logically Inte grated Geo­
graphic Encoding and Refer encing system (TIGER).  The ulti mate objec tive of the 
2002 activ i ties is to test and simplify data collec tion. 

The Long Form Transi tional Data base program will provide a measure of the quality 
and usabil ity of long form socio eco nomic data collected inde pend ently of the decen­
nial census through the ACS. The ACS question naire collects the same socio eco­
nomic data as the decen nial long form, with the data updated annu ally. Comple tion of 
data collec tion for the Long Form Transi tional Data base program is antic i pated by 
De cem ber 2002. Major objec tives for this data collec tion effort are to show that high 
re sponse rates can be achieved in non-decennial years and that annual esti mates for 
states and geographic areas with popu la tions of 250,000 or more are stable.  The Long 
Form Transi tional Data base program is a criti cal part of the transi tion to using the 
ACS to replace the long form in Census 2010, thereby simpli fy ing data collec tion and 
pro cess ing for the decen nial enumer a tion. 

Re-engineering the MAF/TIGER program by replac ing the current system for upgrad­
ing the data base with a system that uses Global Posi tioning System (GPS) technol ogy 
and satel lite mapping imag ery will provide better address and street loca tion infor ma­
tion. Coupled with the adoption of a modern computer process ing envi ron ment that 
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will support commer cially available software, these enhance ments will provide the 
ba sis for achieving many of the 2010 re-engineering goals. During FY 2002, the de­
cen nial program also will include oper a tions to update the address lists in areas most 
in need. These oper a tions will comple ment and enhance the MAF/TIGER re-
engineering program and enable the Census Bureau to keep the master address file up 
to date throughout the decade. 

Re de signing the decen nial census to collect only short form data, and taking advan­
tage of the oppor tu ni ties presented by an updated geographic data base and address list 
pro gram, will together produce more rele vant data and increased accu racy in Census 
2010, at reduced cost and oper a tional risk. FY 2002 re-engineering activ i ties will in­
clude (1) devel op ing a Census 2010 design framework and strategy, (2) explor ing the 
use of small hand-held devices for data collec tion oper a tions, (3) employ ing exter nal
ex perts to help explore a common computer archi tec ture to serve as the founda tion for 
sup port ing the inter change of data from all computer systems used at the Census Bu­
reau, (4) conduct ing multi ple, special purpose tests, many of which will focus on tech­
nol o gies and methods to enhance data collec tion strate gies, and (5) begin ning to 
iden tify emerging special popu la tions and devel op ing more refined  methods for enu­
mer at ing them. Completing these activ i ties will serve as a founda tion for an oper a­
tional plan that subse quently will be tested. 

Amer i can Commu nity Survey 
Un der the Contin u ous Measure ment program, testing neces sary to develop the Ameri­
can Commu nity Survey (ACS) began in 1996 in four sites and was expanded in 1999 
to 31 sites. The results of testing indi cate that the goal of provid ing timely annual in-
for ma tion about the economic, demo graphic, and housing charac ter is tics of the U.S. 
pop u la tion to Federal, state, and local deci sion makers is within reach. With contin­
ued Congressional support, the ACS is scheduled to be imple mented nation wide in 
2003. Begin ning in 2004, commu nity profiles will be provided every year for geo­
graphic areas with popu la tions greater than 65,000. By 2008, commu ni ties of all 
sizes—even those below 20,000 popu la tion—will have profiles based on multiyear 
es ti mates that will be updated  every year. The ACS is expected to elimi nate the need 
for the long form in the 2010 Census (the current source for this detailed infor ma tion), 
thereby focus ing that effort solely on counting the popu la tion.  During 2002, data will 
con tinue to be collected in the 31 sites to allow inten sive analy sis for the smallest geo­
graphic areas, such as census tracts, that require accu mu la tions of several years of 
data. 

Sam ple Rede sign for De mo graphic Surveys 
The Demo graphic Surveys Sample Rede sign provides new, updated, and coor di nated 
sam ples for seven major ongo ing household surveys (includ ing  the Current Popu la­
tion Survey, the Consumer Expen di tures Survey, the Ameri can Housing Survey, and 
the Survey of Income and Program Partic i pa tion) follow ing each decen nial census.  In 
close collab o ra tion with other Federal statis ti cal agencies, the Census Bureau selects 
new samples for these ongo ing household surveys to reflect the shifts in the loca tion 
and charac ter is tics of people that have occurred since the 1990 Census. 

FY 2002 is a criti cal year for complet ing the infra struc ture neces sary to select and 
field new samples for the seven surveys begin ning in 2004. The samples are selected 
in two stages. First, a sample of geographic areas (usually a county or group of coun-
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ties) is selected, called the “primary sampling units” (PSUs). Then, within the sample 
PSUs, a sample of households is selected.  In 2002, major activ i ties include program­
ming for PSU strati fi ca tion and selec tion, creat ing lists of housing units within PSUs, 
de vel op ing auto mated address list systems, and prepar ing field proce dures and train­
ing mate rial.  Only by select ing new, updated samples for the major ongo ing house-
hold surveys – based upon the popu la tion changes identi fied through Census 2000 – 
will the public be able to maintain confi dence in the major Federal socio eco nomic in­
di ca tors produced from these surveys, such as monthly unem ploy ment figures and an­
nual income and poverty measures. 

The Demo graphic Surveys Sample Rede sign is a collab o ra tive effort of the Census 
Bu reau and other Federal statis ti cal agencies for which the Census Bureau serves as 
the data collec tion agent. The portion of the sample rede sign work that can be linked 
to a specific survey is funded by the sponsor ing agency as part of the reim burs able 
cost of the survey. The portion of rede sign work common to all surveys (includ ing 
those sponsored by the Census Bureau) that cannot be uniquely identi fied with a par-
tic u lar survey is funded in the budget of the Census Bureau.  Thus, the approach com­
bines central funding with user fees for survey-specific rede sign activ i ties. 

In ter agency Forum on Child and Family Statis tics 
In 1994, OMB’s Office of Infor ma tion and Regu la tory Affairs joined six agencies in 
cre at ing the Inter agency Forum on Child and Family Statis tics.  The forum, which 
now has partic i pants from 20 Federal agencies as well as partners in private research 
or ga ni za tions, fosters coor di na tion, collab o ra tion, and inte gra tion of collec tion and re-
port ing of Federal data on child and family issues and condi tions.  In April 1997, the 
Pres i dent formally estab lished the forum through Exec u tive Order No. 13045. He 
called on its members to develop prior i ties for collect ing enhanced data on children 
and youth, improve the report ing and dissem i na tion of infor ma tion on the status of 
chil dren to the policy commu nity and the general public, and produce more complete 
data on children at the state and local levels. 

Amer ica’s Children: Key National Indi ca tors of Well-Being, 2001 is the fifth report in 
an annual series prepared by the forum agencies.  The report, released in July, presents 
24 key indi ca tors on impor tant aspects of children’s lives, includ ing their economic 
se cu rity, health, behav ior and social envi ron ment, and edu ca tion.  These indi ca tors are 
easy to under stand by broad audi ences, objec tively based on substan tial research con­
nect ing them to reli able data on child well-being, balanced so that no single area of 
chil dren’s lives domi nates the report, measured regu larly so that they can be updated 
to show trends over time, and repre sen ta tive of large segments of the popu la tion rather 
than one partic u lar group. The report also presents data on eight contex tual measures 
that describe the changing popu la tion, family charac ter is tics, and context in which 
chil dren are living. 

The 2001 report updates infor ma tion displayed in previ ous reports, while maintain ing
com pa ra bil ity with previ ous volumes and incor po rat ing several improve ments.  A no­
ta ble addi tion in Amer ica’s Children 2001 is an indi ca tor showing the propor tion of 
stu dents who take advanced aca demic courses in high school. Students taking such 
courses have higher test scores, and are more likely to enroll and succeed in college. 
Amer ica’s Children 2001 again includes special features depict ing data that are not 
avail able with suffi cient frequency to be consid ered as regu lar key indi ca tors, but nev­
er the less provide impor tant infor ma tion on child well-being. There are two special 
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fea tures in the 2001 report, one exam in ing the rising preva lence of asthma among 
chil dren, and the other showing employ ment of youth during the school year and the 
fol low ing summer. 

To further the reach of its efforts, the forum’s award-winning website 
(www.childstats.gov) con tin ues to respond to thousands of requests for data on child 
and family well-being that cut across the domains of its member agencies.  It includes 
Amer ica’s Children: Key National Indi ca tors of Well-Being, 2001, and its related 
links, other forum re ports, infor ma tion about the overall structure of the forum, and 
news on current activ i ties.  Inter na tional data have been posted that enable users to 
com pare the well-being of children in the United States to that of children in other 
coun tries on many of the report’s indi ca tors.  Several forum agencies coop er ated in 
this effort, includ ing the Bureau of Labor Statis tics, the National Center for Health 
Sta tis tics, and the National Center for Edu ca tion Statistics. In addi tion, links to re­
lated sites provide addi tional inter na tional data on child well-being, and the search ca­
pa bil ity of the related sites page was expanded to allow users to search for data 
re sources by agency, level of geog ra phy, and subject. 

Dur ing FY 2002, forum agencies will work to close criti cal data gaps, partic u larly in 
ar eas such as the measure ment of child disabil ity, the role of fathers in children’s 
lives, and the measure ment of posi tive behav iors asso ci ated with improved child de­
vel op ment.  In addi tion, forum commit tees will continue to work on data needs related 
to father hood; marriage, divorce, and cohab i ta tion; the compa ra bil ity of background 
vari ables; and ways to present the status of children’s mental health. 

In ter agency Forum on Aging-Related Sta tis tics 
In 1986, the National Insti tute on Aging, in coop er a tion with the National Center for 
Health Statis tics and the Bureau of the Census, estab lished the Federal Inter agency 
Fo rum on Aging-Related Statis tics to foster collab o ra tion among Federal agencies that 
pro duce or use statis ti cal data on the older popu la tion.  Over a period of several years, 
the forum played a key role in improv ing aging-related data by encour ag ing coop er a­
tion and data sharing among agencies, further ing profes sional collab o ra tion across 
dis ci plines, and compil ing aging-related statis ti cal data in a central ized loca tion.  The 
meet ings of the forum helped to promote a number of impor tant devel op ments, in­
clud ing the estab lish ment of the Health and Retire ment Study and the Survey of As-
sets and Health Dynam ics Among the Oldest Old; the addi tion of questions on aging 
to exist ing surveys such as the Survey of Income and Program Partic i pa tion, the Lon­
gi tu di nal Studies of Aging, and the Panel Study of Income Dynam ics; the accep tance 
of more standard ized age cate go ries; and the collec tion and presen ta tion of statis tics 
on more narrowly defined age and race cate go ries. 

In response to changes in the Federal statis ti cal system, this forum was reor ga nized in 
1998. In addi tion to the origi nal three core agencies — Bureau of the Census, Na­
tional Center for Health Statis tics, and National Insti tute on Aging — the orga niz ing
mem bers of the Forum now include senior offi cials from the Admin is tra tion on 
Aging, Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, Bureau of Labor Statis tics, Cen­
ters for Medicare and Medicaid Services, Office of Manage ment and Budget, Office 
of the Assis tant Secre tary for Planning and Evalu a tion in HHS, and Social Secu rity 
Ad min is tra tion. 
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The Forum has spent the past year promot ing and dissem i nat ing its first chartbook, 
Older Ameri cans 2000: Key Indi ca tors of Well-Being.  This chartbook of indi ca tors of 
well-being among the popu la tion age 65 and over in the United States includes ap­
prox i mately 30 indi ca tors concern ing older Ameri cans’ eco nomic condi tion, health 
sta tus, health risks and behav iors, and health care. Future chartbooks are scheduled to 
be published on a peri odic basis, every three to five years. In addi tion to this activ ity, 
work ing groups have been formed to focus on (1) the complex issues surround ing the 
pro duc tion and use of inte grated data, and (2) the problems asso ci ated with defin ing 
dif fer ent types of long-term care facil i ties and measur ing the transi tions that occur 
into and between these “insti tu tion al ized” resi dences. 

Es tab lishing Compa ra bil ity in Measures of Edu ca tional
At tain ment 

Anal y ses of social and economic issues often use edu ca tional attain ment as an explan­
a tory variable.  The impor tance of edu ca tion in shaping life expe ri ences and outcomes 
has been well docu mented in rela tion to health status, labor force expe ri ence, earn­
ings, crimi nal activ ity, and partic i pa tion in demo cratic processes as well as vari ous 
sup port programs.  The impor tance accorded this measure is demon strated by its in­
clu sion in virtu ally all Federal social surveys. 

Sur veys sponsored by Federal agencies currently do not ask edu ca tional attain ment 
ques tions in the same way. There are, in many cases, differ ences that appear to be mi­
nor but are in fact ana lyt i cally signif i cant and result in diffi cul ties when compar ing 
data across surveys.  For exam ple, some surveys ask about years of school completed, 
some ask about degrees attained, and others ask a combi na tion of the two. 

Con sis tency among survey questions on edu ca tional attain ment would permit greater 
com pa ra bil ity of analy ses, thereby enhanc ing under stand ing of rela tion ships between 
ed u ca tion and other variables across all areas of research and analy sis.  While there 
may be some need for contin u ing differ ences among edu ca tional attain ment measures, 
ac cess to a series of recom mended, standard ways to inquire about differ ent aspects of 
ed u ca tional attain ment should improve the useful ness of data. 

To address this oppor tu nity for improved collab o ra tion highlighted by the Inter agency 
Coun cil on Statis ti cal Policy, OMB has estab lished the Federal Inter agency Commit-
tee on Measures of Edu ca tional Attain ment.  Chaired by the National Center for Edu­
ca tion Statis tics, the commit tee has been chartered to review vari ous measures for 
col lect ing and report ing data on edu ca tional attain ment that are used by Federal statis­
ti cal agencies.  More specif i cally, this commit tee was asked to assem ble differ ent 
mea sures used by the agencies, includ ing descrip tions of why questions are asked in 
par tic u lar ways; outline specific legis la tive and program matic needs for such infor ma­
tion; synthe size results of evalu a tions and other studies that support partic u lar mea­
sures; and review measures being used and/or devel oped by inter na tional agencies. 

Dur ing FY 2000, the commit tee presented its recom men da tions for standard measures 
of edu ca tional attain ment, endors ing the Census 2000 question on edu ca tional attain­
ment as the core question for use in the broadest possi ble range of Federal surveys 
that collect this variable.  At the same time, the commit tee advised that “one question 
does not fit all surveys,” and summa rized several key differ ences among agency needs 
for data and modes of survey admin is tra tion.  In the course of its work, the commit tee 
de ter mined that the emerging area of nontra di tional edu ca tion (such as certif i cates 

45 



and licenses) should be a prior ity for further research.  The commit tee devel oped  a 
pro gram of research on measur ing nontra di tional edu ca tional achievements, and the 
ICSP approved this plan in June 2000. 

Through out FY 2001, the commit tee contin ued its work review ing the use, meaning 
and measure ment of edu ca tion and training certif i ca tions.  A draft report describ ing 
the review is near comple tion.  The commit tee is begin ning to plan its work for the
com ing year. The next phase, cogni tive research, is being supported by the Bureau of 
La bor Statis tics.  The likely focus is on two types of popu la tions:  experts repre sent­
ing edu ca tion and training insti tu tions and accred it ing agencies, and indi vid u als who 
may have completed some type of work-related certif i ca tion.  The ulti mate goal of 
this research is the devel op ment of a brief set of questions that could be appended to 
gen eral-purpose surveys to deter mine if an indi vid ual has completed any labor 
force-related certif i ca tion. 

Im proving Surveys of Health and Health Care 
In creas ingly complex public health and health policy issues require more sophis ti­
cated statis ti cal systems to ensure that the right infor ma tion is provided at the right 
time, and in a form that can be used for deci sion making.  To remain effec tive, current 
data systems must meet the challenge of maintain ing current oper a tions while retool­
ing to meet new data needs and utilize more fully new technol ogy and methods.  Ef­
forts to strengthen core data systems and surveys to address prior i ties include the 
fol low ing: 

•	 The National Center for Health Statis tics (NCHS) is working with states and with 
the Centers for Disease Control and Preven tion’s (CDC) National Electronic Dis­
ease Surveil lance System on a multiyear, funda men tal re-engineering of the Na­
tion’s vital statis tics system.  The vision for this system involves a fully auto mated, 
web-based system with initial record ing of birth and death certif i cates via elec­
tronic systems in hospi tals and funeral homes that would permit secure, encrypted 
Internet transmis sion to state author i ties and NCHS for record ing, process ing, and 
trans la tion into aggre gate statis tics.  Such a system could greatly improve timeli­
ness by elimi nat ing manual steps and outdated paper systems; yield major advances 
in the quality of health infor ma tion by helping physi cians and others more easily
en ter the appro pri ate infor ma tion and by building quality control checks into the 
sys tem; and make the system more flexi ble in respond ing to needs for new infor­
ma tion. 

• The fourth National Health and Nutri tion Exam i na tion Survey (NHANES) began 
field oper a tions as a contin u ous survey in March 1999. NHANES liter ally takes 
the pulse of America, and is one of the primary tools for moni tor ing the health of 
the Ameri can people.  NHANES and compan ion surveys set the agenda for preven­
tion by docu ment ing health condi tions, showing the rela tion ships between risk fac­
tors and illness, and identi fy ing oppor tu ni ties for preven tion programs. 

Ef forts are also being under taken to respond to the need for new approaches to provid­
ing infor ma tion needed to devel op , moni tor , assess , and evalu at e key public health, 
health policy, and welfare policy changes. For example: 

• Data on racial and ethnic popu la tions are of criti cal concern to ongo ing public 
health programs, and have been given new empha sis through the Healthy People 
2010 Objec tives for the Nation.  NCHS is devel op ing the Commu nity Health and 
Nu tri tion Exam i na tion Survey (C-HANES) as one new approach to obtain data on 
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ra cial and ethnic popu la tions; this poten tial series of special studies could be tied to 
the more compre hen sive NHANES and allow for compar i sons across racial and 
eth nic groups. 

• NCHS and the Agri cul tural Research Service are proceed ing with plans to inte grate 
and link the NHANES and the Agri cul ture Depart ment’s Continuing Survey of 
Food Intake by Indi vid uals.  This inte gra tion will be based in part on the dietary in-
take inter views that will take place in NHANES mobile exam i na tion centers, and in 
part on telephone inter views.  With this inte grated approach, NCHS and ARS can 
ef fi ciently meet the needs for data on popu la tion groups, and accom plish a long-
stand ing goal of the National Nutri tion Moni toring System. 

•	 In 2002, NCHS will use its State and Local Area Inte grated Telephone Survey 
(SLAITS) capa bil ity to field an asthma question naire in four states, and field test a
ques tion naire on child health that will be sponsored by the Health Resources and 
Ser vices Admin is tra tion in 50 states and the District of Colum bia in 2003. Over a 
lon ger term, SLAITS can be used for system atic moni tor ing of a vari ety of current 
is sues at the state level to inform national and state policy. 

Per haps more than any other sector of the economy, the health care deliv ery system is 
un der go ing funda men tal changes. The ways health practi tio ners are orga nized, affil i­
ated, and financed, and the rules and incen tives under which they work, are changing. 
NCHS and others are system at i cally evalu at ing surveys of the health care deliv ery 
sys tem to ensure that they continue to provide rele vant data in a period of rapid 
changes in the orga ni za tion of the health care indus try, as well as in the state-of-the-art 
in medi cine.  Signif i cant devel op ment work is under way, rely ing on expert input 
from a broad range of sources. Updating these surveys will likely involve the suspen­
sion of field oper a tions and inter rup tions in data conti nu ity in order to rein vest avail-
able resources. 

Strengthening Economic Statis tics 
The Economic Statis tics Initia tive sup ported by the Presi dent’s FY 2002 budget seeks 
to improve the quality of statis tics in rapidly changing areas of the economy where ac­
cu rate infor ma tion is most needed. Full imple men ta tion of the initia tive will signif i­
cantly improve data provided by the Federal statis ti cal system and will better inform 
the national debate on the economic challenges facing the United States. 

The Bureau of Economic Analy sis (BEA) began this effort in the mid-1990’s by re-
view ing the perfor mance of the Gross Domes tic Product (GDP) and other economic 
ac counts data and by formu lat ing a Strate gic Plan for maintain ing and improv ing its 
na tional, regional, and inter na tional accounts.  The scheduled improve ments included 
up dated measures of output and prices; more compre hen sive and accu rate measures of 
in vest ment, savings, and wealth; and improved cover age of inter na tional trade and fi­
nance. 

Al though imple men ta tion of the initia tive was slowed by the lack of funding, BEA 
has made signif i cant improve ments in the economic accounts in recent years by elimi­
nat ing programs, such as the Leading Indi ca tors, and real lo cat ing resources.  BEA has 
in tro duced chain-weighted indexes of real GDP and prices, quality-adjusted measures 
of output and prices for certain high-tech products, improved esti mates of the real 
value of unpriced banking services, the treatment of business and govern ment expen­
di tures on software as invest ment, the treatment of govern ment purchases of equip­
ment and structures symmet ri cally with private invest ment, improved measures of 
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de pre ci a tion, broader cover age of inter na tional trade in services, and new measures of 
port fo lio invest ment abroad. In addi tion to resum ing the regu lar prepa ra tion of annual 
in put-output accounts and the capi tal flow tables, BEA has worked with the Bureau of 
Trans por ta tion Statis tics to develop the transpor ta tion satel lite accounts and with the 
In ter na tional Trade Admin is tra tion to develop the travel and tourism satel lite ac­
counts. 

BEA will continue to make improve ments in its economic accounts.  After many years 
with out funding for statis ti cal improve ments, BEA’s FY 2001 appro pri a tion included 
funds to incor po rate e-business into the economic accounts.  However, much of the 
FY 2001 increase must be used to cover increases in employee compen sa tion, rent, 
and other manda tory costs that were not fully funded. In addi tion, because of bud-
get-related delays in earlier planned improve ments, BEA must first update and im­
prove the GDP and related accounts and upgrade its infor ma tion technol ogy (IT) 
sys tems to estab lish the neces sary statis ti cal and IT infra struc ture for further improve­
ments. Under BEA’s plan for improv ing its economic accounts, the statis ti cal im­
prove ments being addressed in FY 2001 focus on updated output and price measures 
for such areas as telecom mu ni ca tions equipment and services, life insur ance, secu ri­
ties brokers, pharmaceuticals, and nonprofit hospi tals; new measures of compen sa tion 
through non-qualified stock options; and new measures of inter na tional trade in com­
puter software.  IT improve ments under way include design ing and construct ing  a 
new GDP produc tion process ing system, improv ing data-user access through the BEA 
web site, provid ing an electronic report ing option for selected BEA surveys, and up-
grad ing desktop workstations. 

With the funding requested for FY 2002, BEA plans to move ahead with the second 
phase of these long overdue statis ti cal and IT improve ments.  BEA will work to im­
prove the accu racy and reli abil ity of its economic accounts esti mates by filling critical 
gaps in cover age and address ing the measure ment error in the GDP and national in-
come accounts.  Statis ti cal improve ments will include updated measures of output and 
prices for addi tional telecom mu ni ca tions goods and services, casu alty insur ance, in-
vest ment advice and portfo lio manage ment, selected medi cal equipment and medi cal
ser vices, and edu ca tional services; new measures of employee compen sa tion, such as 
wages and sala ries of super vi sory and nonproduction workers, bonuses, and pensions; 
ex panded surveys of inter na tional trade in services; new measures of finan cial deriv a­
tives; new esti mates of economic activ ity in the nonprofit sector; and the inte gra tion 
of BEA economic accounts data with the Federal Reserve Board finan cial accounts. 

IT improve ments will include fully imple ment ing the new GDP core process ing sys­
tem, imple ment ing new process ing systems for compo nent accounts, creat ing an en­
hanced GDP central data base and inte grated compo nent data bases, further improv ing 
data-user access to BEA data via the Internet, devel op ing an electronic report ing op­
tion for addi tional BEA surveys, and upgrad ing the IT infra struc ture.  These statis ti cal 
and IT improve ments are neces sary to ensure that BEA can provide govern ment and 
busi ness deci sion makers with the accu rate, timely, and reli able economic measures 
they require and that BEA’s esti mates are easily acces si ble to all data users. 

Mea suring Electronic Commerce 
Elec tronic commerce, or e-business, is not only creat ing new businesses but also fun­
da men tally changing the way business is conducted by rede fin ing exist ing business 
prac tices and products, changing distri bu tion channels, modi fy ing market ing and pric-
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ing strate gies, and reshap ing the loca tions and workings of business activ ity.  While 
the use of e-business is widely acknowl edged and discussed, it has not been properly 
re flected in offi cial economic statis tics, leading to less rele vant and poten tially mis­
lead ing offi cial statis tics. 

Im por tant unan swered questions include how big is the digi tal economy, how does it 
re ally work, how does it affect partic i pat ing businesses, how might it change affected 
in dus tries, how does it alter economic statis tics, and how will it develop in the future? 
To address these questions, the Census Bureau, the Bureau of Economic Analy sis, and 
the Bureau of Labor Statis tics are working together to measure digi tal-business. 

The FY 2001 budget for the Census Bureau included funds to initi ate an e-business 
mea sure ment program.  The Census Bureau began releas ing quarterly esti mates of 
e-commerce in the retail sector in 2000 with fourth quarter 1999 data; the multi-sector 
re port E-Stats E-commerce 1999 was released in March 2001. The report, available at 
www.cen sus.gov/estats, covers manu fac tur ing, merchant wholesale trade, retail trade, 
and selected service indus tries.  In addi tion, in June 2001, the Census Bureau released 
the first offi cial measures of manu fac tur ing plants’ exist ing and planned use of se­
lected e-business processes. 

Al though the Census Bureau program provides for some offi cial measures of 
e-commerce sales and e-business activ ity, more infor ma tion is needed. The 2002 Eco­
nomic Census will include questions on e-commerce sales, as well as on supply-chain 
ac tiv i ties.  The 2002 Census of Govern ments also will include inqui ries on e-business 
ac tiv i ties. 

Up dating the Consumer Price Index 
The Consumer Price Index (CPI) is the princi pal source of infor ma tion concern ing 
trends in consumer prices and infla tion in the United States. Both the private and pub­
lic sectors use this measure exten sively for economic analy sis and policy formu la tion 
as well as to esca late contract values between indi vid u als and orga ni za tions.  The CPI 
also has a signif i cant impact on the finances of the Federal Govern ment because it is 
used to adjust payments to Social Secu rity recip i ents, to Federal and mili tary retir ees, 
and for a number of enti tle ment programs such as food stamps and school lunches. In 
ad di tion, the CPI is used to adjust indi vid ual income tax brackets and other tax param­
e ters for changes due to infla tion.  Because of the exten sive use and impact of the CPI 
on the U.S. economy, it is essen tial to maintain the currency of this economic indi ca­
tor. 

His torically, major revi sions of the CPI have been under taken about every ten years. 
Such revi sions comprised numer ous activ i ties:  replac ing samples of geographic areas 
and housing units; updat ing consumer expen di ture weights, item classi fi ca tion struc­
tures, and publi ca tion designs; insti tut ing new survey methods; and modern iz ing and 
re plac ing computer systems.  In the past, the Bureau of Labor Statis tics received funds 
for these activ i ties through large peri odic budget incre ments. 

The Presi dent’s FY 2002 budget provides resources for BLS to develop and evalu ate a 
plan, for both the CPI and the Consumer Expen di tures Survey programs, to update 
and revise samples of geographic areas and housing units contin u ously instead of rely­
ing primar ily on data from the decen nial census.  The plan for carry ing out these ac­
tiv i ties, to be produced by 2003, will include esti mates of the resources required for 
its full imple men ta tion. 
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For some time, the BLS has been taking actions to improve the accu racy and timeli­
ness of the CPI. The goal in moving to contin u ous updat ing is to produce a more 
up-to-date CPI and smooth out the large peri odic budget fluctu a tions asso ci ated with 
pre vi ous revi sion programs.  Another goal is to reduce the age of the CPI market bas­
ket. 

Be gin ning in Janu ary 2002, the CPI consumer expen di ture weights will be updated bi­
en ni ally. Popu la tion weights for the geographic areas compris ing the CPI also will be 
up dated every two years. In addi tion, the samples of outlets and items priced for the 
in dex will be updated more frequently and BLS will put in place a new, more rapid 
pro cess for updat ing the items in a signif i cant propor tion of the index’s cate go ries. 
Item samples for these cate go ries will be reselected within exist ing stores and estab­
lish ments midway between each four-year outlet sample rota tion.  All of these actions 
will further improve the timeli ness and accu racy of the index. 

The technol ogy under ly ing the produc tion of the CPI also will be updated.  Initial 
work will focus on rede sign of a major compo nent—the Commod i ties and Services 
(C&S) process ing system—which has not been revised for more than a decade.  The 
goals for revis ing the system will be to improve reli abil ity and increase flexi bil ity. 
The new system will accom mo date alter na tive electronic report ing modes such as 
scan ning technol ogy, the SABRE data base of airline fares, and the Internet. It also 
will facil i tate the timely imple men ta tion of improved esti ma tion formu las and permit 
al ter na tive aggre ga tions of price and expen di ture data. Finally, it will provide a C&S 
re search data base for more effi cient and accu rate analy sis of method olog i cal improve­
ments aimed at increas ing index accu racy and reli abil ity. 

Also in FY 2002, BLS will begin to account better for changes in ongo ing CPI pro­
duc tion costs result ing from index improve ments put in place in the CPI revision ef­
fort which is now nearing comple tion.  This effort intro duced a new electronic data 
col lec tion process for the housing compo nent of the CPI, along with a completely re-
de signed computer system for process ing and review ing collected housing data, and 
for esti mat ing rent and rental equiva lence measures.  It also intro duced 36 new geo­
graphic areas and expanded the geographic size of the exist ing areas based on new 
OMB statis ti cal areas.  Finally, the revision insti tuted a new computer-assisted tele­
phone data collec tion method ol ogy for the quarterly Telephone Point of Purchase Sur­
vey. 

Late in FY 2002, BLS plans to intro duce a new measure of change in consumer prices 
as a supple ment to the exist ing CPI. This new index uses a “super la tive” formula to 
re flect better consum ers’ re sponses to changes in rela tive prices. Unlike the regu lar 
CPI, the new super la tive index will be subject to revi sion in the years following its 
ini tial issu ance, in order to accom mo date the more current expen di ture data. 

Ex panding Service Sector Price, Output, and Produc tiv ity
Mea sures 

The service sector has become the domi nant compo nent of the U.S. economy. This 
has created a criti cal need for accu rate statis ti cal indi ca tors for the service sector, in­
clud ing addi tional measures of output and produc tiv ity. 

The Producer Price Index (PPI) is the princi pal source of infor ma tion on infla tion in 
the business sector.  Because the PPI measures price change at the first link in a long 
chain of transac tions leading to final demand in the U.S. economy, it is closely moni-
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tored by both public and private sector policymakers as a leading indi ca tor of infla­
tion. The PPI also is used exten sively by businesses to adjust billions of dollars worth 
of long-term sales and purchase contracts for the effects of infla tion.  In addi tion to 
sup port ing business and govern men tal deci sion-making, PPI data are criti cal inputs to 
the devel op ment of other sensi tive economic indi ca tors, includ ing esti mates of Gross 
Do mes tic Product and of indus trial produc tiv ity. 

Fed eral and private users of the PPI, and of price statis tics in general, have stated the 
crit i cal need for program cover age to continue to expand in the service sector as well 
as be extended to the construc tion sector of the U.S. economy. The lack of price in­
dexes for these impor tant produc tion sectors may be compro mis ing the measure ment 
of real growth in the economy. To address these needs in FY 2002, the Bureau or La­
bor Statis tics (BLS) plans to extend PPI cover age for the first time to the construc tion
sec tor of the U.S. economy, and enhance the ongo ing expan sion of PPI cover age of 
the service sector.  The expan sion will help provide for the sampling and collec tion of 
in for ma tion on price changes for the outputs of service and nonres i den tial construc­
tion sector indus tries.  Increasing the cover age of the service sector in produc tiv ity 
sta tis tics will aid policymakers and research ers in ana lyz ing and under stand ing the 
ser vice sector overall. 

In addi tion, BLS plans to develop practi cal solu tions to diffi cult concep tual issues in 
the measure ment of service sector output and produc tiv ity. Analy sis of concep tual is-
sues may allow exist ing data to be utilized more effec tively in indus try produc tiv ity 
stud ies.  By evalu at ing the data that are available for possi ble use in produc tiv ity sta­
tis tics for all service-producing indus tries lacking such statis tics, BLS will deter mine 
where appro pri ate data are not available.  This evalu a tion may lead to the collec tion of 
needed data by govern ment agencies. 

BLS also seeks to develop new indus try labor and multifactor produc tiv ity series in 
the service produc ing sector, and proposes to construct a new data set of unit labor 
cost measures for service sector indus tries.  The new multifactor produc tiv ity mea­
sures will provide infor ma tion on the substi tu tion of capi tal for labor and the substitu­
tion of inter me di ate inputs, such as mate ri als and energy, for labor in the produc tion of 
ser vices.  These measures will supply fresh insights on techno log i cal progress in the 
ser vice sector and will lead to the vital improve ment of service sector output and pro­
duc tiv ity esti mates. 

En hancing the Employ ment Cost Index Compo nent of the 
Na tional Compen sa tion Survey 

The Employ ment Cost Index (ECI) is the princi pal Federal economic indi ca tor that 
pro vides the Nation’s most compre hen sive measure of changes in employer costs for 
all compen sa tion (includ ing wages, sala ries, and employer-provided bene fits).  The 
in dex is used widely by wage and salary admin is tra tors to moni tor and adjust wages 
and bene fits.  Both employ ers and employ ees use the ECI as the only indi ca tor of its 
kind for tracking changes in labor compen sa tion costs. Policy makers, partic u larly at 
the Federal Reserve Board, as well as ana lysts in both the private and public sectors, 
have increas ingly turned to the ECI as a measure of trends in labor costs and, there-
fore, of infla tion ary pressures.  As a result, users of the ECI have demanded survey 
data of greater preci sion, so that labor cost trends can be more accu rately measured 
and signif i cant trends recog nized more quickly. 
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In FY 2002, the Bureau of Labor Statis tics will continue its work to expand the ECI 
sam ple to improve the ability of the survey to measure changes in compen sa tion; in-
crease the indus try, occu pa tional, and geographic detail of published data; and en­
hance the capac ity to link data on the costs, preva lence, and features of employee 
ben e fit plans. The expan sion will allow BLS to produce more precise indi ces of the 
changes in employer wage and bene fit costs by major indus try and major occu pa tional 
groups and to produce better annual esti mates of employer compen sa tion cost levels. 

Im proving Local Area Unem ploy ment Statis tics 
The Workforce Invest ment Act of 1998 requires the Secre tary of Labor to oversee the 
na tion wide employ ment statis tics system.  The law identi fies as the first prior ity
meet ing custom ers’ needs for compa ra ble data across states and local areas.  In FY 
2002, the Bureau of Labor Statis tics (BLS) will continue to improve the statis ti cal 
qual ity of local area unem ploy ment statis tics used for labor market analy sis and to 
dis trib ute funds for Federal programs.  In addi tion, BLS will explore methods to pro-
vide addi tional demo graphic and economic detail at the local level. The project will 
en able BLS and the states to produce more accu rate labor force esti mates with smaller 
re vi sions, improve the target ing of program funds, and increase the quality and quan­
tity of current labor market infor ma tion for states and local areas. 

In au gu rating a Time Use Survey 
The Bureau of Labor Statis tics (BLS) is contin u ing work to inau gu rate a new survey 
to measure how Ameri cans spend their time at work, fulfill ing family respon si bil i ties, 
and at leisure.  At present, there are no ongo ing nation ally repre sen ta tive surveys of 
time use. Occa sional surveys in the past have not provided the breadth of infor ma tion 
on social, demo graphic, and labor force charac ter is tics of indi vid u als that the new 
BLS survey will provide.  The BLS survey will permit a broader assess ment of na­
tional well-being and national produc tion than is presently possi ble, as well as com­
par i sons across demo graphic groups and with other countries.  This survey will 
ex pand under stand ing of the nonmarket activ i ties of working Ameri cans to assess the 
con tri bu tion those activ i ties make to national well-being, fami lies, and quality of life. 
The program also will provide time-diary esti mates of time spent in market work, 
which will be used to assess the quality of exist ing esti mates of hours of work. 

A time use survey will contrib ute to knowledge in many areas, such as time spent car­
ing for the young and the old, house cleaning, home repair, shopping, and skills acqui­
si tion, as well as multitasking and varia tions in time use between single-parent and 
two-parent fami lies.  The availabil ity of national time use data also will facil i tate com­
par i sons of time use patterns in the United States with patterns in other countries, as 
well as compar i sons of augmented measures of national output that account for home 
pro duc tion. 

In te grating Surveys of Employ ment-Re lated Health Insur ance 
Fed eral surveys that collect data on employ ment-based health cover age are used to 
mea sure the growth and structure of the economy, to assess changes in the compen sa­
tion of employ ees, and to address public health policy concerns.  Several agencies 
cur rently sponsor or conduct surveys that collect data on employ ment-based health 
cov er age.  While these statis tics provide a wide vari ety of infor ma tion about health in-
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sur ance, includ ing availabil ity, options, usage, bene fits, costs, funding methods, im­
pacts, and partic i pat ing enti ties, it has become clear that substan tially improved 
co or di na tion of these data collec tions is essen tial.  Improved coor di na tion will align 
sur vey data ele ments, concepts, and defi ni tions to facil i tate analy ses of employer pro­
vided health bene fits and other forms of nonwage compen sa tion across series.  Coor­
di nating surveys also has the poten tial to reduce respon dent burden and conserve 
funds by elimi nat ing redun dant requests for infor ma tion. 

The Inter-Departmental Commit tee on Employ ment-Related Health Insur ance Sur­
veys was created in spring 1998, under the auspices of the Inter agency Council on 
Sta tis ti cal Policy, to address these issues.  Led by the Agency for Healthcare Research 
and Quality (AHRQ), the Bureau of Labor Statis tics (BLS), and the National Center 
for Health Statis tics (NCHS), the commit tee now has members from a dozen agencies. 
The commit tee’s early products include a compre hen sive compi la tion of Federal and 
ma jor non-Federal sources of health insur ance statis tics; a detailed compar i son of two 
pri mary Federal sources of infor ma tion on employ ment-related health insur ance, 
AHRQ’s Medi cal Expen di ture Panel Survey—In sur ance Compo nent (MEPS-IC) and 
BLS’ National Compen sa tion Survey (NCS); and a report that identi fies and 
prioritizes gaps between needed and available data on employ ment-related health in­
sur ance issues, and recom mends ways to reduce these gaps. 

The commit tee plans to continue meeting on a peri odic basis to imple ment recom men­
da tions and extend coor di na tion among the member agencies.  For exam ple, a glos­
sary of health insur ance terms is being devel oped, and the feasi bil ity of a coor di nated 
ex trac tion of health plan infor ma tion for both MEPS-IC and NCS is being explored in 
depth. The advan tages of a single extrac tion include resource savings, support of com­
mon defi ni tions, and single inter pre ta tion of bene fits plan data. The commit tee plans 
to evalu ate improve ments in statis tics on health bene fits and other forms of nonwage 
com pen sa tion, not only in their own right, but also with refer ence to their role as com­
po nents of broader statis ti cal measures, includ ing the Employ ment Cost Index, the 
Na tional Health Accounts, and the National Income and Product Accounts.  Lastly, 
the commit tee is inves ti gat ing ways to commu ni cate and dissem i nate infor ma tion 
about its activ i ties and recom men da tions to other inter ested parties. 

Re-engineering the Agri cul ture Statis tics Program 
The National Agri cul tural Statis tics Service (NASS) is making progress on efforts to 
re-engineer its program, from devel op ment of data collec tion instru ments and instruc­
tions to data process ing, analy sis, data warehous ing, and the design and release of data 
prod ucts.  Transfer of the Census of Agri cul ture program to NASS provided the impe­
tus for the Project to Re-engineer and Inte grate Statis ti cal Methods (PRISM). An 
in-depth program review that will deter mine the content, scope, cover age, and fre­
quency of the annual statis tics program as well as the 2002 Census of Agri cul ture is 
near ing comple tion.  Systems are being devel oped to standard ize process ing across all 
fu ture NASS surveys and censuses and to make use of emerging technol o gies such as 
forms scanning, opti cal charac ter recog ni tion, and web-based data collec tion.  The 
PRISM effort will increase NASS’s cover age of the agri cul tural indus try, improve ef­
fi ciency, and reduce respon dent burden.  The initia tive will also permit NASS to be 
more respon sive to emerging data needs in areas such as genetic engi neer ing, the 
chang ing structure of agri cul ture, expanded small area and spatial statis tics, the in­
creas ing demand for and scope of envi ron men tal statis tics, and use of electronic com­
merce in the agri cul tural sector. 
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North Ameri can Indus try Classi fi ca tion System 
The North Ameri can Indus try Classi fi ca tion System (NAICS) repre sents an inter na­
tional effort—by the Instituto Nacional de Estadística, Geografía e Informatíca 
(INEGI) of Mexico; Statis tics Canada; and the United States, through the Office of 
Man age ment and Budget’s Economic Classi fi ca tion Policy Commit tee—to foster 
com pa ra bil ity in the indus trial statis tics produced by the three countries.  NAICS is 
the first indus try classi fi ca tion system devel oped in accor dance with a single principle 
of aggre ga tion; that is, units that use simi lar produc tion processes are grouped to­
gether in the classi fi ca tion.  NAICS also reflects, in a much more explicit way, the 
enor mous changes in technol ogy and in the growth and diver si fi ca tion of services that 
have marked recent decades.  NAICS replaces the 1987 Standard Indus trial Classi fi ca­
tion (SIC) and is being adopted by Federal statis ti cal agencies that collect or publish 
data by indus try. It is also expected to be widely used by state agencies, trade asso ci a­
tions, businesses, and other orga ni za tions. 

NAICS imple men ta tion began with the 1997 data year in Canada and the United 
States, and the 1998 data year in Mexico.  U.S. agencies will imple ment NAICS from 
1999 to 2004. For exam ple, among the first major data programs to use the new sys­
tem are the Census of Agri cul ture 1997, with the Febru ary 1999 data release; the 1997 
eco nomic censuses, with advance statis tics released in March 1999; and the 1997 For­
eign Direct Invest ment Benchmark Survey. For most current economic surveys con­
ducted by the Census Bureau, NAICS data are being  intro duced over several years: 
for manu fac tur ing data, with the 1998 refer ence year; for services data, 1999; and for 
eco nomic indi ca tor data, such as Monthly Retail Sales, 2001. At the Census Bureau, 
NAICS-related work will continue beyond 2001 as vari ous programs convert to 
NAIAS through 2002. In addi tion, the Census Bureau will backcast retail, wholesale, 
and manu fac tur ing data to 1992. 

The Bureau of Labor Statis tics (BLS) is contin u ing work on replac ing the SIC system 
with NAICS 2002 by recoding each workplace in its estab lish ment list using the new 
clas si fi ca tion system.  States are doing this recoding as part of the BLS Federal/state 
co op er a tive statis tics program; work will be completed in late 2001. NAICS-related 
work at BLS will continue beyond 2001 as vari ous programs convert to NAICS 
through 2006. Data series may not always be revised for years before the respec tive 
pro gram’s imple men ta tion of NAICS United States; instead, bridges will be devel­
oped to permit compar i sons of pre-and post-NAICS data. States must dual code the 
1.25 million new business births in 2002 to both the SIC and NAICS system during 
the transi tion period.  Also, in that time period, work on the 2007 NAICS revi sions 
will be under way. 

INEGI, OMB, and Statis tics Canada have put in place a process to ensure that the im­
ple men ta tion of NAICS is compa ra ble across all three countries.  In addi tion, the three 
coun tries are review ing and updat ing NAICS contin u ously to ensure that new activ i-
ties are promptly recog nized and to extend NAICS to the 5-digit indus try level in 
those sectors where agreement is now at only the sector, subsector, or indus try group 
level. The first update for NAICS is the 2002 revi sion, which extends compa ra bil ity 
for the three countries to the Construc tion sector.  NAICS 2002 also recog nizes 
changes occur ring as a result of the growth of the Internet by reor ga niz ing and recog­
niz ing new indus tries in the Infor ma tion, Wholesale, and Retail Trade sectors.  BLS 
will publish data based on a NAICS 2002 basis.  The Census Bureau also will use 
NAICS 2002 to collect data for the 2002 economic censuses. 
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North Ameri can Product Classi fi ca tion System 
In a Febru ary 1999 Fed eral Regis ter notice, OMB proposed the devel op ment of a 
com pre hen sive classi fi ca tion system for products produced by NAICS indus tries. 
Like NAICS, this initia tive is a joint effort by Canada, Mexico, and the United States. 
The long term objec tive of the North Ameri can Product Classi fi ca tion System is to 
de velop a market oriented/de mand based system for products that is not indus­
try-of-origin based but can be linked to the NAICS indus try structure; is consis tent 
across the three NAICS countries; and promotes improve ments in the identi fi ca tion 
and classi fi ca tion of products across inter na tional classi fi ca tion systems, such as the 
Cen tral Product Classi fi ca tion System of the United Nations. 

Given the dynamic and intan gi ble nature of many service products, OMB’s Economic 
Clas si fi ca tion Policy Commit tee antic i pated that concep tual and data collec tion issues 
in volved in devel op ing appli ca ble measures for them would require inno va tive, com­
pre hen sive efforts to ensure that the result ing classi fi ca tions are concep tu ally sound, 
fea si ble to imple ment, and rele vant.  Conse quently, the overall initia tive is being im­
ple mented in three phases. Phase 1, completed in 2001, devel oped product classi fi ca­
tions for 121 indus tries in four NAICS service indus tries.  Phase 2 will complete the 
prod uct classi fi ca tion system for virtu ally all of the NAICS service indus tries.  Phase 
3 will complete the classi fi ca tion for remain ing service indus tries and for all goods-
pro duc ing sectors of the economy. The results of Phases 2 and 3 are expected to be 
in cor po rated in the 2007 economic censuses and related programs. 

Stan dard Occu pa tional Classi fi ca tion System 
In 1994, OMB chartered the Standard Occu pa tional Classi fi ca tion Revi sion Policy 
Com mit tee (SOCRPC) to take a fresh look at the concepts, method ol o gies, proce­
dures, and uses of occu pa tional classi fi ca tions for statis ti cal purposes.  The SOCRPC 
was charged with revis ing and modern iz ing the SOC and inte grat ing the structure of 
the SOC and the Dic tio nary of Occu pa tional Titles in time to incor po rate the new 
SOC classi fi ca tions in the analy sis of Census 2000 data. The revi sion was intended to 
pro duce a pragmatic occu pa tional classi fi ca tion system that will support economic 
anal y sis, strengthen the ties between edu ca tion and work force data, unify Federal 
agency occu pa tional classi fi ca tion usage, and foster inter na tional compa ra bil ity. 

All Federal agencies that collect occu pa tional data will use the new system; simi larly, 
all state and local govern ment agencies are strongly encour aged to use this national 
sys tem to promote a common language for cate go riz ing occu pa tions.  The new SOC 
sys tem replaces the Occu pa tional Employ ment Statis tics classi fi ca tion system, for­
merly used by the Bureau of Labor Statis tics for gather ing occu pa tional infor ma tion. 
It also replaces the Census Bureau’s 1990 occu pa tional classi fi ca tion system.  In addi­
tion, the new SOC will serve as the framework for infor ma tion being gathered through 
the Depart ment of Labor’s Occu pa tional Infor ma tion Network, which has replaced the 
Dic tio nary of Occu pa tional Ti tles. 

OMB issued the final deci sions for the revised Standard Occu pa tional Classi fi ca tion 
(SOC) in Septem ber 1999. Staff at several Federal agencies contrib uted to the SOC 
Man ual which OMB published in Octo ber 2000. 

OMB has estab lished a new commit tee, the SOC Policy Commit tee, to ensure that the 
suc cess ful efforts of the SOC Revi sion Policy Commit tee continue, and that the SOC 
re mains rele vant while meeting the needs of agencies using occu pa tional data. The 
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com mit tee consults peri od i cally to perform SOC mainte nance functions, such as re-
view ing the recom mended placement of new occu pa tions and updates to occu pa tional 
def i ni tions.  The commit tee is also facil i tat ing a smooth transi tion to the revised SOC 
and promot ing its consis tent imple men ta tion across Federal agencies.  The next major 
re view and revi sion of the SOC is expected to begin in 2005. 

Met ro pol i tan and Micropolitan Sta tis ti cal Area Defi ni tions 
OMB recently completed a thorough review of the concepts and methods under ly ing 
the defi ni tions of metro pol i tan areas that are used for statis ti cal purposes.  Initially, a 
set of research papers commis sioned by the Bureau of the Census and an open confer­
ence addressed a series of issues, includ ing whether the Federal Govern ment should 
de fine metro pol i tan and nonmetropolitan areas, the geographic units to be used in de-
fin ing areas, the crite ria to be used to aggre gate the geographic units in defin ing statis­
ti cal areas, whether there should be hier ar chies or multi ple sets of areas in the 
clas si fi ca tion system, the kinds of enti ties that would receive offi cial recog ni tion in a 
new system, whether a system should reflect statis ti cal rules only or allow a role for 
lo cal opinion, frequency of updat ing, and terri to rial cover age. 

The review focused on research and evalu a tion related to alter na tive approaches to de-
fin ing metro pol i tan and nonmetropolitan areas.  As part of this work, OMB convened 
a commit tee compris ing repre sen ta tives of Federal statis ti cal agencies to review the 
un der ly ing concepts and recom mend revi sions, if any, to the 1990 standards.  The 
met ro pol i tan area standards review included publi ca tion on Decem ber 21, 1998, of a 
Fed eral Regis ter Notice (63 FR 70526 - 70561) that outlined the review task, ad-
dressed general defini tional issues, and presented four alter na tive approaches to defin­
ing metro pol i tan and nonmetropolitan areas.  In addi tion, a Janu ary 1999 semi nar and 
open forum on “Metro pol i tan and Nonmetropolitan Areas for a New Decade,” offered 
op por tu nity for public discus sion and comment on the alter na tives, as have meetings 
with a number of profes sional and stakeholder groups. A second Fed eral Regis ter 
No tice (64 FR 56628-56644) published on Octo ber 20, 1999, solic ited public com­
ment on an initial set of changes recom mended by the Metro pol i tan Area Standards 
Re view Commit tee. In a third Fed eral Regis ter Notice (65 FR 51060-51077), pub­
lished on August 22, 2000, OMB solic ited public comment on the Review Commit-
tee’s final report and recom men da tions for revised standards. 

In a Decem ber 27, 2000 Fed eral Regis ter Notice (65 FR 82228-82238), OMB an­
nounced the adoption of Standards for Defining Metro pol i tan and Micropolitan Statis­
ti cal Areas. The new standards are less compli cated, more transpar ent, and easier to 
un der stand.  Urban ized areas of 50,000 popu la tion or more will be used to qualify 
met ro pol i tan statis ti cal areas.  For the first time, micropolitan statis ti cal areas with ur­
ban clusters of at least 10,000 but less than 50,000 popu la tion will be identi fied, 
thereby extend ing the classi fi ca tion to include more of the Nation’s terri tory and pop-
u la tion.  OMB plans to announce in 2003 defi ni tions of the statis ti cal areas that will 
be based on the new standards and Census 2000 data. 

Clas si fi ca tion of Data on Race and Ethnic ity 
In the Fed eral Regis ter for Octo ber 30, 1997 (62 FR 58781 - 58790), OMB an­
nounced “Standards for Maintaining, Collecting, and Presenting Federal Data on 
Race and Ethnic ity.” These standards super seded the standards origi nally adopted in 
1977. The 1997 standards reflect a change in data collec tion policy whereby Federal 
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agen cies are now required to offer respon dents who wish to do so the option of select­
ing one or more of the five racial cate go ries included in the standard (Ameri can Indian 
or Alaska Native, Asian, Black or Afri can Ameri can, Native Hawai ian or Other Pa­
cific Islander, and White). As a result of the change in policy for collect ing data on 
race, the cate go ries used to present these data in agency analy ses and publi ca tions 
must simi larly reflect this change. 

As a follow-on to the adoption of the 1997 standards, the Tab u la tion Working Group 
of the Inter agency Commit tee for the Review of the Standards for Data on Race and 
Eth nic ity devel oped a report released by OMB on Febru ary 17, 1999, enti tled Draft 
Pro vi sional Guidance on the Imple men ta tion of the 1997 Standards for the Collec tion 
of Federal Data on Race and Ethnic ity. The guidance focused on three areas:  collect­
ing data using the revised standards, tabu lat ing data collected under the revised stan­
dards, and building bridges to compare data collected under the revised and old 
stan dards.  On Janu ary 16, 2001 (66 FR 3830-3831), OMB announced the availabil ity 
of a substan tially updated version of the provi sional guidance that reflects further re-
search and delib er a tions of the Tab u la tion Working Group (for a copy of the guidance 
see www.whitehouse.gov/omb/inforeg/in dex.html – Go to “Statis ti cal Policy”). 

Since the draft provi sional guidance was issued, addi tional research and analy ses have 
been completed and discus sions with stakeholders within and outside govern ment 
have been held to develop vari ous imple men ta tion plans. Initially, work focused on 
de sign ing the data tabu la tion and presen ta tion plans for Census 2000 data products. 
In addi tion, in response to requests from agencies respon si ble for moni tor ing and en­
forc ing civil rights laws, OMB led an inter agency group to develop guidance (OMB 
Bul le tin 00-02, dated March 9, 2000 available at www.whitehouse. 
gov/omb/inforeg/in dex.html – Go to “Statis ti cal Policy”) that addresses the collec tion 
of aggre gate data on race when agencies request infor ma tion from businesses, 
schools, and other enti ties, and the allo ca tion by agencies of responses, whether indi­
vid ual or aggre gate, for use in civil rights moni tor ing and enforce ment.  This guidance 
en sures that agencies can continue to moni tor compli ance with laws that offer 
protections for those who histor i cally have expe ri enced discrim i na tion, and that re-
port ing burden is mini mized for those report ing aggre gate data to Federal agencies. 
OMB’s provi sional guidance will continue to evolve as data from Census 2000 and 
other infor ma tion collec tions employ ing the 1997 standards become available.  Cur­
rently, several research projects are under way that will provide methods for data users 
to make meaning ful compar i sons of data collected under the 1977 standards with data 
that are collected under the 1997 standards. 

Def i ni tion of Income and Poverty 
In 1995, the National Research Council (NRC) released its panel report on the mea­
sure ment of income and poverty, Mea suring Poverty:  A New Approach. The report 
rec om mends that the offi cial U.S. poverty thresholds be changed to comprise a budget 
for the three basic cate go ries of food, clothing, and shelter (includ ing utili ties), and a 
small addi tional amount to allow for other needs, such as household supplies, personal 
care, and nonwork-related transpor ta tion. 

In attempt ing to demon strate the poten tial of the NRC approach, there are signif i cant 
sta tis ti cal issues that need to be addressed.  These include the availabil ity and reli abil­
ity of the data required to imple ment the NRC recom men da tions; the recom men da tion 
to change the primary vehi cle for poverty data collec tion from the March supple ment 
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of the Current Popu la tion Survey to the Survey of Income and Program Partic i pa tion; 
the cover age of the Consumer Expen di ture Survey which is limited in its appli ca bil ity 
to the expen di ture patterns of persons in poverty; and the scope of data devel op ment 
work needed to imple ment the NRC recom men da tions for making geographic adjust­
ments, refin ing cost-of-housing indi ces, and measur ing medi cal expen di tures. 

In light of such issues, OMB’s Statis ti cal Policy Office formed a working group under 
the auspices of the Inter agency Council on Statis ti cal Policy to under take a thorough 
re view of available options for improv ing the measure ment of income and poverty. 
The working group has identi fied research currently under way on the issues raised in 
the NRC report, as well as issues still needing atten tion.  Using the initial research 
find ings, the working group has coor di nated closely with the Census Bureau to advise 
its devel op ment of exper i men tal poverty measures that incor po rate rele vant NRC rec­
om men da tions.  The Census Bureau issued an initial report, Ex per i men tal Poverty 
Mea sures, 1991-1997, present ing alter na tive exper i men tal poverty measures in June 
1999 as a construc tive first step in the devel op ment of improved measures of income 
and poverty. This report was followed by three special studies issued in July and Sep­
tem ber 1999 and Septem ber 2000, an update of the NRC-based poverty esti mates for 
the period 1990-1999 using new data, and a dozen Pov erty Measure ment Working Pa­
pers. (These docu ments are available on the Census Bureau’s web site at (www.cen­
sus.gov/hhes/www/povmeas.html.) A second exper i men tal poverty measures report 
that will provide addi tional alter na tive measures based on account ing for some ex­
penses in the thresholds and using refined expen di ture data sources is scheduled for 
re lease in Fall 2001. The report will focus on data for 1999. Over the next few years, 
pov erty experts and the public will continue to have an oppor tu nity to scruti nize, com­
ment upon, and suggest ways to improve the exper i men tal measures. 
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Ap pendices 

Ap pen dix A. Direct Funding, Reim burs able Programs, and Purchases, FY 2002 

(In millions of dollars) 

Reimbursements Purchases 

State/ Other State/ OtherDepartment/Agency Direct Local Private Federal Local Private FederalFunding Govt’s Sector Agencies Govt’s Sector Agencies 

AG RI CUL TURE 
ARS ............................ 4.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 — 
ERS............................. 67.2 0.0 0.0 0.8 4.0 5.9 5.8 
FAS ............................. 33.9 0.0 0.0 2.1 0.0 0.0 1.9 
FNS............................. 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 
FS................................ 29.0 2.7 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 
NASS .......................... 114.0 3.0 0.0 6.9 18.0 0.0 4.6 
NRCS.......................... 114.8 3.4 0.0 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 

COM MERCE 
BEA ............................ 56.6 0.0 0.2 0.6 0.0 0.0 1.3 
Cen sus......................... 563.4 0.0 6.5 184.2 0.0 0.0 1.2 
ESA............................. 5.9 0.0 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.0 0.1 
ITA .............................. 3.4 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.9 0.9 
NOAA......................... 72.0 0.2 3.6 2.4 4.5 4.0 0.0 
PTO............................. 5.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

DE FENSE 
Corps........................... 4.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.9 
DIOR .......................... 2.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
DMDC ........................ 7.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

ED U CATION 
NCES .......................... 198.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 2.0 180.0 10.0 

EN ERGY 
EH............................... 23.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.8 
EIA ............................. 75.5 0.0 0.0 1.2 1.0 18.9 0.6 

HHS 
ACF ............................ 19.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 
AHRQ......................... 149.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 49.5 6.5 
ATSDR ....................... 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.2 1.0 0.1 
CDC (w/o NCHS)...... 195.7 0.0 0.0 8.4 49.9 50.2 5.9 
CMS............................ 15.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 15.4  — 
HRSA ......................... 20.5 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 3.5 
IHS.............................. 3.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
NCHS ......................... 127.0 0.0 0.3 35.5 15.2 68.2 32.8 
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Ap pen dix A. Direct Funding, Reim burs able Programs, and Purchases, 
FY 2002–Continued 

(In millions of dollars) 

Reimbursements Purchases 

State/ Other State/ OtherDepartment/Agency Direct Local Private Federal Local Private FederalFunding Govt’s Sector Agencies Govt’s Sector Agencies 

NIH ....................... 540.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 50.7 44.1 
OASPE.................. 24.7 0.0 0.0 6.0 0.0 21.7 6.0 
OPA....................... 2.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.5 1.0 
SAMHSA.............. 158.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 49.3 104.9 0.6 

HUD 
Housing ................. 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 
OFHEO ................. 6.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 
PD&R.................... 26.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.8 22.8 
P&IH ..................... 4.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 

IN TE RIOR 
FWS ...................... 8.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 4.3 
MMS ................ 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
NPS ....................... 1.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.6 
BoR ....................... 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.3 
USGS .................... 74.4 70.1 2.9 42.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 

JUS TICE 
BJS ........................ 37.7 0.0 0.0 2.2 4.3 4.1 26.1 
BoP........................ 8.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
DEA ...................... 2.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
FBI ........................ 6.7 0.0  — 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
INS ........................ 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.4 

LA BOR 
BLS ....................... 476.0 0.0 1.5 12.0 93.0 17.0 74.0 
ESA ....................... 3.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.7 0.0 
ETA ....................... 141.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 134.0 0.0 6.0 
MSHA ................... 4.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.9 0.5 
OASP .................... 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.6 0.0 
OSHA.................... 29.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 

TRANS PORTATION 
BTS ....................... 43.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 22.7 0.3 
FAA....................... 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 2.4 
FHWA ................... 22.0 3.1 0.0 0.0 8.0 14.3 0.5 
FMCSA ................. 7.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 1.2 4.9 
FRA....................... 2.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.5 0.3 
FTA ....................... 5.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.3 1.9 
MARAD................ 1.9 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.1 
NHTSA ................. 26.6 0.0 0.0 6.2 7.8 18.6 2.2 
OST ....................... 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
RSPA ..................... 7.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.8 0.0 
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Ap pen dix A. Direct Funding, Reim burs able Programs, and Purchases, 
FY 2002–Continued 

(In millions of dollars) 

Reimbursements Purchases 

Department/Agency Direct State/ Other State/ Other 
Local Private Federal Local Private FederalFunding Govt’s Sector Agencies Govt’s Sector Agencies 

TREA SURY 
Customs ................ 13.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
SOI (IRS).............. 30.9  — 0.1 1.6 0.0 0.3 0.1 

VET ERANS AFFAIRS 
VHA ...................... 87.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 
VBA ...................... 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
OPP ....................... 8.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.6 0.5 

OTHER AGENCIES 
AID ....................... 20.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.3 3.7 
CPSC..................... 7.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 
EEOC .................... 2.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 
EPA ....................... 197.6 0.0 0.0 0.7 4.7 10.1 2.1 
FEMA ................... 2.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 
NASA.................... 15.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
NSF ....................... 87.4 0.0 0.0 3.2 0.0 84.3 6.3 

SRS ................... 19.8 0.0 0.0 3.2 0.0 14.6 4.3 
SBA....................... 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 
SSA ....................... 27.4 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.0 18.0 1.6 

TOTAL ....................... 4110.5 82.6 15.3 326.2 399.0 826.6 313.1 

Note: Compo nents may not sum to totals because of rounding.  The symbol “—” indi cates that the amount re-
ported by the agency was less than $50,000. 
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Ap pen dix B. Princi pal Statis ti cal Agency Staffing Levels 

This report histor i cally has focused on the budget ary resources Federal agencies devote to statis­
ti cal activ i ties.  To add some perspec tive, this appen dix provides infor ma tion on the staff ing lev­
els of the princi pal statis ti cal agencies.  Each agency was asked to report its total number of staff 
or appoint ments, as well as the number of full-time perma nent staff, the number of other than 
full-time perma nent staff, and the combined number of statis ti cians and mathe mat i cal stat is ti­
cians. Agencies were asked to report their actual on-board strength, meaning actual posi tions 
or appoint ments, not their full-time equiva lent (FTE) levels.  This distinc tion is impor tant, be-
cause one FTE can repre sent multi ple staff posi tions or appoint ments.  For exam ple, a monthly
sur vey may require one FTE, which could actu ally repre sent 12 posi tions or appoint ments who 
each worked one month. (Contrac tors and consul tants are not Federal staff and are not included 
in the staffing counts.) 

In for ma tion on staffing levels in the princi pal statis ti cal agencies is presented below. 

Prin ci pal Statis ti cal Agency Staffing Levels 

Agency Staff  FY 2000  FY 2001  FY 2002 

Cen sus* To tal...................................................... 5,814 7,462 7,462 
Full-time perma nent ..................... 2,279 3,708 3,708 
Other than full-time perma nent . 3,535 3,754 3,754 
Statis ti cians ..................................... 1,327 1,430 1,398 

BLS To tal...................................................... 2,589 2,745 2,792 
Full-time perma nent ..................... 2,161 2,341 2,376 
Other than full-time perma nent . 428 404 416 
Statis ti cians ..................................... 151 170 179 

NASS To tal...................................................... 1,011 1,027 1,085 
Full-time perma nent ..................... 982 998 1,056 
Other than full-time perma nent . 29 29 29 
Statis ti cians ..................................... 580 589 622 

NCHS To tal...................................................... 584 586 606 
Full-time perma nent ..................... 487 501 516 
Other than full-time perma nent . 97 85 90 
Statis ti cians ..................................... 204 202 212 
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Prin ci pal Statis ti cal Agency Staffing Levels—Continued 

Agency Staff  FY 1999  FY 2000  FY 2001 

ERS To tal...................................................... 495 510 510 
Full-time perma nent ..................... 439 454 454 
Other than full-time perma nent . 56 56 56 
Statis ti cians ..................................... 4 4 4 

BEA To tal...................................................... 414 438 446 
Full-time perma nent ..................... 398 422 430 
Other than full-time perma nent . 16 16 16 
Statis ti cians ..................................... 5 5 5 

EIA To tal...................................................... 374 374 374 
Full-time perma nent ..................... 354 359 359 
Other than full-time perma nent . 20 15 15 
Statis ti cians ..................................... 61 55 55 

BTS To tal...................................................... 59 138 162 
Full-time perma nent ..................... 57 137 161 
Other than full-time perma nent . 2 1 1 
Statis ti cians ..................................... 13 39 54 

NCES To tal...................................................... 108 106 127 
Full-time perma nent ..................... 108 106 127 
Other than full-time perma nent . 0 0 0 
Statis ti cians ..................................... 70 68 78 

BJS To tal...................................................... 64 67 67 
Full-time perma nent ..................... 58 62 62 
Other than full-time perma nent . 6 5 5 
Statisticians ..................................... 40 42 42 

*Notes: Bureau of the Census figures do not include decennial census staffing.  In FY 2000, the de­
cen nial staff included 2,968 full-time perma nent and 629,419 other than full-time perma nent 
employess. In FY 2001 these numbers were 2,653 and 1,804, respec tively, and in FY 2002 these lev­
els will be 1,426 and 649, respec tively. 
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Glos sary of Depart ments and Agencies Ab bre vi a tions 

ACF Ad min is tra tion for Children and Families (HHS)

AHRQ Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality (HHS)

AID Agency for Inter na tional Devel op ment

ARS Ag ri cul tural Research Service (Agri cul ture)

ATSDR Agency for Toxic Substance and Disease Regis try (HHS)

BEA Bu reau of Economic Analy sis (Commerce)

BJS Bu reau of Justice Statis tics (Justice)

BLS Bu reau of Labor Statis tics (Labor)

BoP Bu reau of Prisons (Justice)

BoR Bu reau of Recla ma tion (Inte rior)

BTS Bu reau of Transpor ta tion Statis tics (Transpor ta tion)

CDC Cen ters for Disease Control and Preven tion (HHS)

Cen sus Bu reau of the Census (Commerce)

CMS Cen ters for Medicare and Medicaid Services (HHS)

Corps Army Corps of Engi neers (Defense)

CPSC Con sumer Product Safety Commis sion


Cus toms United States Customs Service (Treasury)

DEA Drug Enforce ment Admin is tra tion (Justice)

DIOR Di rec tor ate for Infor ma tion Oper a tions and Reports (Defense)

DMDC De fense Manpower Data Center (Defense)

DOC De part ment of Commerce


DOD De part ment of Defense


DOE De part ment of Energy


DOL De part ment of Labor

DOT De part ment of Transpor ta tion


EEOC Equal Employ ment Oppor tu nity Commis sion


EH Of fice of Envi ron ment, Safety and Health (Energy)

EIA En ergy Infor ma tion Admin is tra tion (Energy)

EPA En vi ron men tal Protec tion Agency


ERS Eco nomic Research Service (Agri cul ture)

ESA/DOC Eco nom ics and Statis tics Admin is tra tion (Commerce)

ESA/DOL Em ploy ment Standards Admin is tra tion (Labor)

ETA Em ploy ment and Training Admin is tra tion (Labor)

FAA Fed eral Avia tion Admin is tra tion (Transpor ta tion)

FAS For eign Agri cul tural Service (Agri cul ture)
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FBI Fed eral Bureau of Inves ti ga tion (Justice) 
FEMA Fed eral Emergency Manage ment Agency 
FHWA Fed eral Highway Admin is tra tion (Transpor ta tion) 
FMCSA Fed eral Motor Carrier Safety Admin is tra tion (Transpor ta tion) 
FNS Food and Nutri tion Service (Agri cul ture) 
FRA Fed eral Railroad Admin is tra tion (Transpor ta tion) 
FS For est Service (Agri cul ture) 
FTA Fed eral Transit Admin is tra tion (Transpor ta tion) 
FWS United States Fish and Wildlife Service (Inte rior) 
HHS De part ment of Health and Human Services 
Housing Of fice of the Assis tant Secre tary for Housing (HUD) 
HRSA Health Resources and Services Admin is tra tion (HHS) 
HUD De part ment of Housing and Urban Devel op ment 
IHS In dian Health Service (HHS) 
INS Im mi gra tion and Natu ral iza tion Service (Justice) 
IRS In ter nal Reve nue Service (Treasury) 
ITA In ter na tional Trade Admin is tra tion (Commerce) 
MARAD Mar i time Admin is tra tion (Transpor ta tion) 
MMS Min erals Manage ment Service (Inte rior) 
MSHA Mine Safety and Health Admin is tra tion (Labor) 
NASA Na tional Aeronau tics and Space Admin is tra tion 
NASS Na tional Agri cul tural Statis tics Service (Agri cul ture) 
NCCAM Na tional Center for Comple men tary and Alter na tive Medi cine 

(HHS) 
NCES Na tional Center for Edu ca tion Statis tics (Edu ca tion) 
NCHS Na tional Center for Health Statis tics (HHS) 
NCI Na tional Cancer Insti tute (HHS) 
NEI Na tional Eye Insti tute (HHS) 
NESDIS Na tional Envi ron men tal Satel lite, Data, and Infor ma tion Ser­

vice (Commerce) 
NHLBI Na tional Heart, Lung, and Blood Insti tute (HHS) 
NHTSA Na tional Highway Traffic Safety Admin is tra tion (Transpor ta­

tion) 
NIA Na tional Insti tute on Aging (HHS) 
NIAAA Na tional Insti tute on Alco hol Abuse and Alco hol ism (HHS) 
NIAID Na tional Insti tute of Allergy and Infec tious Diseases (HHS) 
NIAMS Na tional Insti tute of Arthri tis and Musculoskeletal and Skin 

Dis eases (HHS) 
NICHD Na tional Insti tute of Child Health and Human Devel op ment 

(HHS) 
NIDA Na tional Insti tute on Drug Abuse (HHS) 
NIDCD Na tional Insti tute on Deafness and Other Commu ni ca tion Dis­

or ders (HHS) 
NIDCR Na tional Insti tute of Dental and Craniofacial Research (HHS) 
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NIDDK Na tional Insti tute of Dia be tes and Diges tive and Kidney Diseases 
(HHS) 

NIEHS Na tional Insti tute on Envi ron men tal Health Sciences (HHS) 
NIGMS Na tional Insti tute of General Medi cal Sciences (HHS) 
NIH 
NIMH Na tional

Na tional Insti tutes of Health (HHS) 
Insti tutes of Mental Health (HHS) 

NINDS Na tional Insti tute of Neuro log i cal Disor ders and Stroke (HHS) 
NMFS Na tional Marine Fisheries Service (Commerce) 
NOAA Na tional Oceanic and Atmo spheric Admin is tra tion (Commerce) 
NPS Na tional Park Service (Inte rior) 
NRCS Nat u ral Resources Conser va tion Service (Agri cul ture) 
NSF Na tional Science Founda tion 
OASP Of fice of the Assis tant Secre tary for Policy (Labor) 
OASPE Of fice of the Assis tant Secre tary for Planning and Evalu a tion 

(HHS) 
OD Of fice of the Direc tor, NIH (HHS) 
OFHEO Of fice of Federal Housing Enter prise Oversight (HUD) 
OMB Of fice of Manage ment and Budget (Exec u tive Office of the Presi­

dent) 
OPA Of fice of Popu la tion Affairs (HHS) 
OPP Of fice of Policy and Planning (VA) 
OSHA Oc cu pa tional Safety and Health Admin is tra tion (Labor) 
OST Of fice of the Secre tary of Transpor ta tion (Transpor ta tion) 
PD&R Of fice of the Assis tant Secre tary for Policy Devel op ment and Re-

search (HUD) 
P&IH Of fice of Public and Indian Housing (HUD) 
PTO Pat ent and Trademark Office (Commerce) 
RSPA Re search and Special Programs Admin is tra tion (Transpor ta tion) 
SAMHSA Sub stance Abuse and Mental Health Services Admin is tra tion 

(HHS) 
SBA Small Business Admin is tra tion 
SOI Sta tis tics of Income Divi sion (Treasury) 
SRS Di vi sion of Science Resources Statis tics (NSF) 
SSA So cial Secu rity Admin is tra tion 
USDA United States Depart ment of Agri cul ture 
USGS United States Geolog i cal Survey (Inte rior) 
VA De part ment of Vet erans Affairs 
VBA Vet erans Bene fits Admin is tra tion (VA) 
VHA Vet erans Health Admin is tra tion (VA) 
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Se lected Federal Statis ti cal World Wide Web Sites 

(As of July 2001) 

FedStats—“One-Stop Shopping” 
www.fedstats.gov 

Ex ec u tive Office of the Presi dent (EOP) 

Of fice of Manage ment and Budget (OMB) 
www.whitehouse.gov/OMB/ 

Fed eral Statis tics Briefing Rooms 
www.whitehouse.gov/news/fsbr.html 

Fed eral Commit tee on Statis ti cal Method ol ogy 
www.fcsm.gov/ 

De part ment of Agri cul ture (USDA) 
www.usda.gov/ 

ARS—Ag ri cul tural Research Service 
www.ars.usda.gov/ 

Food Survey Research Group 
www.barc.usda.gov/bhnrc/foodsurvey/home.thm 

ERS—Eco nomic Research Service 
www.ers.usda.gov/ 

FAS—For eign Agri cul tural Service 
www.fas.usda.gov/ 

FNS—Food and Nutri tion Service 
www.fns/usda.gov/ 

FS—For est Service 
www.fs.fed.us/ 

For est Inven tory and Analy sis 
fia.fs.fed.us 

Na tional Agri cul tural Statis tics Service 
www.usda.gov/nass/ 
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NRCS—Nat u ral Resources Conser va tion Service 
www.nrcs.usda.gov/ 
(Go to “Techni cal Resources”) 

De part ment of Commerce (DOC) 
www.doc.gov/ 

BEA—Bu reau of Economic Analy sis 
www.bea.doc.gov/ 

Bu reau of the Census 
www.cen sus.gov/ 

ESA—Eco nom ics and Statis tics Admin is tra tion 
www.esa.doc.gov/ 

ITA—In ter na tional Trade Admin is tra tion 
www.ita.doc.gov/ 

Tour ism Indus tries 
Tinet.ita.doc.gov 

Of fice of Trade and Economic Analy sis 
www.ita.doc.gv/td/in dus try/otea 

NOAA—Na tional Oceanic and Atmo spheric Admin is tra tion 
www.noaa.gov/ 

NMFS—Na tional Marine Fisheries Service 
www.nmfs.noaa.gov/ 

Fish eries Statis tics and Econom ics 
www.st.nmfs.gov/st1 

NESDIS—Na tional Envi ron men tal satel lite, Data, and Infor ma tion
Ser vice 

www.nesdis.noaa.gov/ 

PTO—Pat ent and Trademark Office 
www.uspto.gov/web/of fices/ac/ido/oeip/taf.in dex.html 

De part ment of Defense 
www.defenselink.mil/ 

Corps—Army Corps of Engi neers 
www.wrsc.usace.army.mil/ndc/wcsc.htm 
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DIOR—Di rec tor ate for Infor ma tion Oper a tions and Reports 
www.dior.whs.mil 

DMDC—De fense Manpower Data Center 
www.dmdc.osd.mil/ 
(Go to DMDC Profile 2000) 

De part ment of Edu ca tion 
www.ed.gov/ 

NCES—Na tional Center for Edu ca tion Statis tics 
www.nces.ed.gov/ 

De part ment of Energy 
www.en ergy.gov/ 

EIA—En ergy Infor ma tion Admin is tra tion 
www.eia.doe.gov/ 

EH—Of fice of Envi ron ment, Safety and Health 
tis.eh.doe.gov/por tal/home.htm 

De part ment of Health and Human Services (HHS) 
www.dhhs.gov/ 

OASPE—Of fice of the Secre tary 
aspe.dhhs.gov/datacncl/in dex.htm 

ACF—Ad min is tra tion for Children and Families 
www.acf.dhhs.gov/ 

AHRQ—Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality 
www.ahrq.gov/ 
(Go to “Data & Surveys”) 

ATSDR—Agency for Toxic Substance and Disease Regis try 
atsdr1.atsdr.cdc.gov/ 

CDC—Cen ters for Disease Control and Preven tion 
www.cdc.gov/

(Go to “Data and Statis tics”)


CMS—Cen ters for Medicare and Medicaid Services 
www.hcfa.gov/ 
(Go to “Publi ca tions”) 
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HRSA—Health Resources and Services Admin is tra tion 
www.hrsa.gov/ 
(Go to “Data and Statis tics”) 

IHS—In dian Health Service 
www.ihs.gov/ 

NCHS—Na tional Center for Health Statis tics 
www.cdc.gov/nchs/ 

NIH—Na tional Insti tutes of Health 
www.nih.gov/

(Go to “Health Infor ma tion” or “Scien tific Resources”)


OPA—Of fice of Popu la tion Affairs 
www.hhs.gov/opa/ 

SAMHSA—Sub stance Abuse and Mental Health Services Admin is tra tion 
www.samhsa.gov/ 
(Go to “Statis tics Data”) 

De part ment of Housing and Urban Devel op ment (HUD) 
www.hud.gov/ 

Housing 
www.hud.gov/of fices/hsg/in dex.cfm 

OFHEO—Of fice of Federal Housing Enter prise Oversight 
www.ofheo.gov 

PD&R—Of fice of the Assis tant Secre tary for Policy Devel op ment and Re-
search 

www.huduser.org/ 

P&IH—Of fice of Public and Indian Housing 
www.hud.gov/of fices/pih/in dex.cfm 

De part ment of the Inte rior 
www.doi.gov/ 

BoR—Bu reau of Recla ma tion 
www.usbr.gov/main.in dex.html 

FWS—United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
www.fws.gov/ 
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Di vi sion of Federal Aid 
fa.r9.fws.gov/ 

MMS—Min erals Manage ment Service 
www.mms.gov/ 

NPS—Na tional Park Service 
www.nps.gov 
(For public use statis tics: www1.nature.nps.gov/stats/ 

USGS—United States Geolog i cal Survey 
www.usgs.gov/ 

De part ment of Justice 
www.usdoj.gov/ 

BJS—Bu reau of Justice Statis tics 
www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/ 

BoP—Bu reau of Prisons 
www.bop.gov/ 

DEA—Drug Enforce ment Admin is tra tion 
www.usdoj.gov/dea/ 
(Go to “Statis tics”) 

FBI—Fed eral Bureau of Inves ti ga tion 
www.fbi.gov/ 
(Go to “Uniform Crime Reports”) 

INS—Im mi gra tion and Natu ral iza tion Service 
www.ins.usdoj.gov/graph ics/aboutins/sta tis tics/in dex.htm 

De part ment of Labor (DOL) 
www.dol.gov 
(Go to “Statis tics & Data”) 

BLS—Bu reau of Labor Statis tics 
www.bls.gov/ 

ESA—Em ploy ment Standards Admin is tra tion 
www.dol.gov/esa 

ETA—Em ploy ment and Training Admin is tra tion 
www.doleta.gov/ 

Amer ica’s Labor Market Infor ma tion System 
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www.doleta.gov/almis.de fault.asp 
www.lmi-net.org/ 

MSHA—Mine Safety and Health Admin is tra tion 
www.msha.gov/ 

OASP—Of fice of the Assis tant Secre tary for Policy 
www.dol.gov/dol/asp/ 

Na tional Agri cul tural Workers Survey 
www.dol.gov/dol/asp/pub lic/pro grams/agworker/naws.htm 

OSHA—Oc cu pa tional Safety and Health Admin is tra tion 
www.osha.gov/ 
(Go to “Statis tics & Inspec tion Data”) 

De part ment of Trans por ta tion (DOT) 
www.dot.gov 

BTS—Bu reau of Transpor ta tion Statis tics 
www.bts.gov/ 

FAA—Fed eral Avia tion Admin is tra tion 

FHWA—Fed eral Highway Admin is tra tion 
www.fhwa.dot.gov 

FMCSA—Fed eral Motor Carrier Safety Admin is tra tion 
www.fmcsa.dot.gov/ 

Anal y sis and Infor ma tion Online 
ai.volpe.dot.gov 

FRA—Fed eral Railroad Admin is tra tion 
www.fra.dot.gov/site/in dex.htm 

Of fice of Safety Analy sis 
Safetydata.fra.dot.gov/OfficeofSafety/ 

FTA—Fed eral Transit Admin is tra tion 
www.fta.dot.gov/ 
(Go to “National Transit Library”) 

MARAD—Mar i time Admin is tra tion 
www.marad.dot.gov/ 
(Go to “Publi ca tions and Statistics”) 
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NHTSA—Na tional Highway Traffic Safety Admin is tra tion 

Na tional Center for Statis tics and Analy sis 
www.nhtsa.dot.gov/peo ple/ncsa/ 

RSPA—Re search &Special Program Administration 
www.rspa.dot.gov/ 

De part ment of the Trea sury 
www.ustreas.gov 

IRS—In ter nal Reve nue Service 
www.irs.ustreas.gov/ 

SOI—Sta tis tics of Income 
www.irs.ustreas.gov/tax_stats/in dex.html 

United States Customs Service 
www.cus toms.treas.gov/ 

De part ment of Vet erans Affairs (VA) 
www.va.gov/ 

Agency for Inter na tional Devel op ment (AID) 
www.info.usaid.gov/ 

Con sumer Product Safety Commis sion (CPSC) 
www.cpsc.gov/ 
(Go to “About Us;” then go to “CPSC National Injury Infor ma tion Clearing-
house”) 

En vi ron men tal Protec tion Agency (EPA) 
www.epa.gov/ 
(Go to “Infor ma tion Sources,” then go to Data bases & Software” 

Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC) 
www.eeoc.gov/ 
(Go to “Statis tics”) 

Fed eral Emergency Manage ment Agency (FEMA) 
www.fema.gov/ 
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Na tional Aeronau tics and Space Admin is tra tion (NASA) 
www.nasa.gov/ 

Na tional Science Founda tion (NSF) 
www.nsf.gov/ 
(Go to “Science Statis tics”) 

Small Business Admin is tra tion (SBA) 
www.sba.gov/advo/stats/ 

So cial Secu rity Admin is tra tion (SSA) 
www.ssa.gov/ 

(Go to “Policy, Research, & Statis tics”) 
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