
FY 2017 Budget Update

Marty Rubenstein
CFO/Head BFA
National Science Foundation

May 16, 2016
EPSCoR Project Directors’ and 

Project Administrators’ Meeting



2

Main Topics

 FY 2017 Budget Request

 FY 2017 Congressional Action

 Discretionary Caps

 Outlook



NSF FY 2017 Budget Request

Account Amount Percent Amount Percent
Research & Related Activities $6,010 $6,079 $70 1.2% $346 $6,425 $416 6.9%

EPSCoR 160 162 2 1.3% 9 171 11 6.7%
Education & Human Resources 879                899                        20 2.3% 54 953 74 8.4%
Major Research Equipment & 
   Facilities Construction

198                193                        -5 -2.6% - 193 -5 -2.6%

Agency Operations & Award 
   Management

357                373                        16 4.5% - 373 16 4.5%

National Science Board 4                    4                             * 0.2% - 4 * 0.2%
Office of Inspector General 15                  15                          * 0.3% - 15 * 0.3%
Total, NSF $7,463 $7,564 $101 1.3% $400 $7,964 $501 6.7%
Totals may not add due to rounding.
Notes:  * denotes amounts <$500K; FY 2016 Estimate includes a $27 million transfer to AOAM.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
What this shows:
This shows the FY 2017 Budget Request to Congress compared to the FY 2016 proposed current plan (estimate).  

Why this is important:
The FY 2017 Budget Request has two components:
A discretionary component, which is what NSF typically sees.  This is only a 1 percent increase over FY 2016.
A mandatory component.  This is most commonly associated with entitlement programs (Social Security, Medicare, etc.).  Mandatory is not subject to discretionary caps.  
New mandatory funding adds $400 million in the R&RA and EHR accounts
With the new mandatory funding, the budget request increases almost 7 percent over FY 2016.

EPSCoR funding is broken out as a separate line in this chart.
You can see that EPSCoR funding follows the bottom line of the agency.

Note: In FY 2016, NSF has transferred $27 million from R&RA, EHR, and MREFC to cover NSF HQ relocation costs that were not covered by the AOAM appropriation.
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Congressional Action to Date

 FY 2017 Budget Hearings in the House

• House Appropriations, Subcommittee Commerce, Science, Justice March 16, 2016

• House Committee on Science, Space & Technology March 22, 2016

 Senate markup on April 21, 2016

 Congress not considering Administration’s proposal for new mandatory funding

Presenter
Presentation Notes
What this shows:
This shows the various Congressional actions that have occurred related to the FY 2017 appropriations.  

Why this is important:
While the House has held two hearings, it has not marked-up the appropriations bill.

On the other hand, the Senate did not hold an NSF appropriation hearing, but it marked-up the bill on April 21st.  The results are on the next slide.

It is important to note that Congress is not considering the Administration’s proposal for new mandatory funding.




Senate Markup

Account Amount Percent Amount Percent
Research & Related Activities $6,010 $6,079 $6,034 24             0.4% -$46 -0.8%

EPSCoR 160 162 160 -                - -2 -1.3%
Education & Human Resources 879                  899                  880                  1                0.1% -19 -2.1%
Major Research Equipment & 
   Facilities Construction

198                  193                  247                  48             24.3% 53 27.7%

Agency Operations & Award 
   Management

357                  373                  330                  -27 -7.6% -43 -11.5%

National Science Board 4                      4                      4                      -                - * -0.2%
Office of Inspector General 15                    15                    15                    * 0.3% -                -

Total, NSF $7,463 $7,564 $7,510 $46 0.6% -$54 -0.7%
Totals may not add due to rounding.
Notes:  * denotes amounts <$500K; FY 2016 Estimate includes a $27 million transfer to AOAM.

National Science Foundation  
FY 2017 Senate Markup: Comparison to FY 2017 Request (Discretionary) and FY 2016 Estimate

(Dollars in Millions)
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
What this shows:
This shows the Senate mark-up compared to FY 2016 and FY 2017 discretionary by Account.  

If you look at the Total line– there is only an increase of $46 million, less than a 1% increase from the FY 2016 Estimate to the FY 2017 Senate mark-up.

As you can see, EPSCoR remains flat compared to FY 2016.  
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Senate Appropriations:  Noteworthy Items

 Third Regional Class Research Vessel

 GAO review of projects funded via MREFC account

• Based on GAO review of NASA projects

 NSB report re: facilities O&M

 AOAM funding insufficient to cover relocation to Alexandria

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Why this is important:
This slide highlights information in the Senate mark-up.  The mark-up calls for:
 
A Third Regional Class Research Vessel (NSF requested 2 RCRVs)
GAO review of projects funded via MREFC account—this review will be based on GAO review of NASA projects
NSB report re: facilities O&M
 
It’s important to note that in the FY 2017 Senate mark-up, the AOAM funding is insufficient to cover the costs of the NSF headquarters relocation to Alexandria.
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Discretionary Caps

Senate working 
with new caps 
(for FY 2017, 0.4% over 
FY 2016)

House considering 
returning to old 
caps (for FY 2017, 3% 
lower than new caps)
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$1.0T

$1.1T

+5%
+3%

Presenter
Presentation Notes
What this shows: 
This shows the impact in FY 17 of last year’s budget agreement that increased the caps on discretionary spending.  

In FY 17, the caps are 3 percent higher than they were previously.  That’s good news.

The not-so-good news is that the caps for FY 17 are basically equal to the caps for FY 16.  That’s why discretionary spending is so constrained for this coming year.

Why this is important:
Unfortunately, there is still uncertainty regarding these caps for FY 17.  

The Senate adhered to these new caps, and it’s why they are already marking up bills.

There is still uncertainty in the House, however.  There has been talk of previous caps.

It looks like the House appropriations committee will work with the new caps when it drafts its bills.  But, floor action could be complicated if this issue remains unresolved.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
What this shows:
This shows funding levels for 25 years comparing:
Total NSF
R&RA
EHR
EPSCoR

Why this is important:
This chart shows that EPSCoR funding has paralleled R&RA, EHR, and NSF funding overall.
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Outlook

Uncertainty – Potential Outcomes….

• Appropriations enacted by Oct. 1

-- OR --

Continuing resolution until after election or inauguration


	FY 2017 Budget Update
	Main Topics
	NSF FY 2017 Budget Request
	Congressional Action to Date
	Senate Markup
	Senate Appropriations:  Noteworthy Items
	Discretionary Caps
	Slide Number 8
	Outlook

