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 eNews 

 

Federal Tax Reform. U.S. House tax-writing committee Chairman Dave Camp (R-Mi.) is 

expected to unveil proposed federal tax reform legislation next week. Although Chairman Camp 

is unlikely to seek any action by his committee this year, the comprehensive draft will offer a 

blueprint for federal tax reform—and will provide some indication of the how state and local 

governments would be affected. In a note to his majority colleagues on the House Ways and Means 

Committee this week, he wrote:  

As we travel around our districts, we see first-hand that real families are struggling – they 

haven’t seen a pay raise in years, many have lost hope and stopped looking for a job and kids 

coming out of college are buried under a mountain of debt and have few prospects for a 

good-paying career.  We’ve already lost a decade, and before we lose a generation, 

Washington needs to wake up to this reality and start debating real policies and offering 

concrete solutions to strengthen the economy and help hardworking taxpayers.  As we all 

know, tax reform is one way we can do that…We also know that many in Washington are 

scared by the prospects of tax reform; they don’t want to look special interests in the eye and 

say the game is up.  Well, it is.  We simply cannot afford the business as usual mentality that 

keeps Washington comfortable, but complacent.  We have to get beyond the talking points 

and the political posturing.  The American people are fed up and it is time for Washington to 

put the needs of hardworking taxpayers first…Together, we have seriously and thoughtfully 

considered the implications and the benefits of tax reform.  And, after much work by all of 

you, the staff (including the staff of the Joint Committee on Taxation) – not to mention 

several discussion drafts, countless hearings, meetings and invaluable input from job creators 

and families across the country – it is time to make a choice.  We can choose to have a real 

discussion about what tax reform can mean for American families and employers or we can 

choose to cower to special interests and maintain the status quo… 

Clearly, I choose the former.  That is why next week I will release a comprehensive 

discussion draft to overhaul our tax code to make it: (1) simpler and fairer for families and 

employers, and (2) strengthen our economy – meaning higher wages and more take home 

pay for the American worker. 

As we have discussed, critical to understanding how tax reform can affect families and job 

creators is having a modern, up-to-date economic analysis that captures the dynamic 

effect.  Only then can we know the real, positive impact tax reform can have on our 

economy, and more importantly, on family budgets.  On that front, there is an important 

update.  While the Joint Committee on Taxation is the sole scorer of tax bills, and will 

provide a dynamic analysis of the plan, earlier today CBO Director Elmendorf stated that he 
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is willing to provide a dynamic analysis of tax reform.  This is something he did for 

Democrats on the Senate immigration bill.  I view this as a positive step.  The debate used to 

be about getting a dynamic score; now we will have a choice of multiple scores.  

Federal Subsidies or Reciprocal Immunity? Mayhap not by random chance, the release of Chairman 

Camp’s federal tax reform proposal this week will come on the heels of a report released this week by the 

Congressional Research Service that reports that tax-exempt interest from public purpose state and local 

government municipal bonds last year was estimated to be the fourth largest federal corporate tax 

expenditure. The Congressional Research Service report did not provide any report on the cost of the 

exclusions of U.S. Treasury bonds to state and local governments for 2013, but reported to Congress that 

the exclusion for the state and local tax-exempt bonds last year was projected to lead to a corporate 

income tax revenue loss of $9.3 billion in fiscal 2013, which began Oct. 1, 2012 and ended Sept. 30, 

2013—or the equivalent of 6.2% of the total revenue losses associated with corporate tax revenue 

expenditures. Corporations that purchase and hold municipal bonds issued by states and local 

governments include banks and property and casualty insurance companies. The corporate income tax 

revenue loss from the tax exclusion for state and local bonds was estimated to be less than: the losses 

from the deferral of active income of controlled foreign corporations; the depreciation of equipment in 

excess of the alternative depreciation system; and the deduction for income attributable to domestic 

production activities. In total, corporate tax expenditures were projected to increase the federal deficit by 

$149.5 billion in fiscal 2013, but “individual tax expenditures result in nearly eight times the revenue loss 

to the federal government...relative to corporate tax expenditures,” according to the report. The individual 

income tax revenue loss from the exemption of interest from public purpose state and local government 

bonds was estimated to be $26.5 billion for fiscal 2013, according to Congress’ Joint Tax Committee. 
Why it matters: With the release this upcoming week of Chairman Camp’s draft federal tax reform 

proposal and potential federal tax reform legislation next year, Congressional efforts to reduce individual 

and corporate income tax rates will lead them to scour the Joint Tax Committee’s menu of options to 

reduce or eliminate federal tax expenditures as a means to offset revenue losses associated with reduced 

rates. The new report is seen by some as offering a piggy bank with which to “pay for” cutting federal 

corporate and individual income taxes. 

Unfunded Federal Mandate Lifted—federal preemption extended. The U.S. Treasury resumed sales 

of State and Local Government Series (SLGS) nonmarketable Treasury securities at high noon last 

Tuesday, after such sales were suspended the first week of February to avoid triggering U.S. default. The 

securities, called “slugs,” are sold to states and local governments in order to facilitate their compliance 

with federal tax laws and arbitrage rules when they have money to invest from their issuance of tax-

exempt bonds. Part of the price of avoiding federal default, however, was a third preemption of promises 

to state and local governments related to Build America Bonds (BABs) and other direct subsidy bond 

programs.  In an interesting so-called “pay for,” Congress voted for, and the President signed into law an 

extension of the federal sequester for Build America Bonds and Medicare to 2024 from 2023 to raise $6 

billion, marking the third time Congress has scaled back payments to state and local governments. State 

and local governments have never scaled back or interfered in any way—in contrast—with the federal 

exemption from state and local taxes. The situation, moreover, could worsen. Incoming Senate Finance 

Committee Chairman Ron Wyden (D-Ore.) and Rep. Richard Neal (D-Mass.) of the House Select 

Revenues Subcommittee both have traditionally supported these direct subsidy programs which have been 

frequently subject to sequester over the traditional exemption from federal taxation intended by the 

forefathers as part of the concept that no level of government in the United States ought to be taxing the 

essential activities of another. Furthermore, actions such as these could cause general market disruption, 

as investors may be concerned that leaders in Congress are willing to diminish or eliminate tax-exempt 

bonds for bond programs that are not proven investments, or in the case of tax credit bonds, even desired 

by investors. More importantly, these types of products could be more costly for state and local 

governments to issue. While direct subsidy bonds may be seen as another tool in the toolbox, and could 
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be a reaction for certain issuers, in general the issuer community has consistently stated that any other 

type of financing instrument brought forward by Congress to “help” state and local governments should 

not come at the detriment of tax-exempt bonds. While Chairmen Wyden and Camp may come forward in 

the coming weeks and months with various proposals that could hurt the tax-exempt bond market, the 

likelihood of Congress enacting these measures in an election year is slim.   
 

Restoring State & Local Tax Equity. The House Judiciary Committee has tentatively scheduled a 

hearing on state and local online sales and use taxes for March 4
th
, although the hearing will not focus on 

either the Senate-passed legislation (The Marketplace Fairness Act, S. 743) or any current House 

proposals.  

State & Local Finance 
Municipal Fiscal Conditions & Income Inequality. Alan Berube, a Senior Fellow and Deputy Director 

of the Metropolitan Policy Program at the Brookings Institute this week wrote that the issue 

of income inequality is front and center in America’s big cities today, noting that the issue 

featured prominently in a series of municipal 

elections last November―foremost among which was 

in New York City, where Mayor de Blasio won a 

landslide election after campaigning to address what he called a 

“Tale of Two Cities.” Mr. Berube noted similar themes from 

Mayors Marty Walsh, Ed Murray, and Betsy Hodges—respectively 

from Boston, Seattle, and Minneapolis—and added that he 

anticipated the issue would be front and center this year in municipal 

elections in cities like Chicago and Washington, D.C., writing; 

“Inequality may be the result of global economic forces, but it matters in a local sense. A city where the 

rich are very rich, and the poor very poor, is likely to face many difficulties. It may struggle to maintain 

mixed-income school environments that produce better outcomes for low-income kids. It may have too 

narrow a tax base from which to sustainably raise 

the revenues necessary for essential city services. 

And it may fail to produce housing and 

neighborhoods accessible to middle-class 

workers and families, so that those who move up or 

down the income ladder ultimately have no choice 

but to move out.” His report focuses on big cities, 

noting that the “latest U.S. Census Bureau data 

confirm that, overall, big cities remain more unequal 

places by income than the rest of the country. 

Across the 50 largest U.S. cities in 2012, the 

95/20 ratio was 10.8, compared to 9.1 for the 

country as a whole. The higher level of inequality in 

big cities reflects that, compared to national 

averages, big-city rich households are somewhat richer ($196,000 versus $192,000), and big-city poor 

households are somewhat poorer ($18,100 versus $21,000)…However, some cities are much more 

unequal than others. The big cities with the highest 95/20 ratios in 2012 were Atlanta, San Francisco, 

Miami, and Boston. In each of these cities, a household at the 95th percentile of the income distribution 

earned at least 15 times the income of a household at the 20th percentile. In Atlanta, for instance, the 

richest 5 percent of households earned more than $280,000, while the poorest 20 percent earned less than 

$15,000. In another six cities (Washington, D.C., New York, Oakland, Chicago, Los Angeles, and 

Baltimore), the 95/20 ratio exceeded 12. Overall, 31 of the 50 largest U.S. cities exhibited a higher level 

of income inequality than the national average.” 

http://www.billdeblasio.com/issues
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Interesting, Mr. Berube notes: “Nor are all unequal cities created equally. For example, compare San 

Francisco and Miami, which have similar 95/20 ratios. San 

Francisco’s ratio is high because its wealthy households have very 

high incomes, considerably higher than in any other major city 

($353,000 at the 95th percentile). Miami’s ratio is high primarily 

because its poor households have very low incomes, third-

lowest among the 50 largest cities ($10,000 at the 20th percentile). 

Miami has a lot of very poor residents and neighborhoods, but 

manages to retain several very wealthy enclaves. In San 

Francisco, skyrocketing housing costs may increasingly preclude 

low-income residents from living in the city altogether. Compared to 

cities with high levels of inequality, cities with relatively 

low levels of income inequality are much more similar to one another. 

Most are Southern and Western cities with expansive borders, and 

either include many “suburban” neighborhoods alongside a traditional urban core, or are themselves 

overgrown suburbs like Mesa, Arizona and Arlington, Texas (what UNLV’s Rob Lang calls 

“boomburbs”). Upper-end incomes in these cities range from $150,000 to $200,000, while lower-end 

incomes mostly register between $19,000 and $24,000.” Nevertheless, his research finds that these trends 

are “neither profound nor uniform: Overall, the 95/20 ratio across the 50 largest cities rose from 10.0 in 

2007 to 10.8 in 2012. Not surprisingly, San Francisco experienced the largest increase in its ratio from 

2007 to 2012. Income for its typical 20th-percentile household dropped $4,000 during that period, while 

income for its typical 95th- percentile household soared by 

$28,000. No other city saw nearly as large an increase in its rich 

households’ incomes…Only 18 other cities among the top 50 

registered statistically significant increases in their inequality 

ratios over those five years. Interestingly, most were not 

places where the rich made astronomical gains, but where 

low-income households suffered most from the recession and 

weak recovery. Many are Southern and Western cities—including 

Sacramento, Charlotte, Tucson, Fresno, and Albuquerque—

where house-price collapses reduced work opportunities for 

poor households. Inequality was also up in places like Cleveland, 

Indianapolis, and Milwaukee, where poverty deepened as 

local manufacturing industries declined during the recession.  In those cities, however, inequality has not 

become a leading political issue.” Inequality increased across cities despite the fact that rich households 

were less rich in 2012 than in 2007. In most cities (39 of 50), 95th-percentile incomes declined over the 

five-year period. But 20th-percentile incomes were also down, in most cities by larger proportions than 

incomes at the top. For instance, rich households in Jacksonville in 2012 earned nearly $19,000 (11 

percent) less than five years prior. At the same time, incomes among the city’s poor households dropped 

nearly $8,000 (31 percent). In Jacksonville and many other cities, inequality rose not because the rich got 

richer while the poor got poorer—but because the rich became somewhat poorer while the poor 

got much poorer.” Finally, he writes: “[T]he contemporary causes and consequences of inequality in cities 

vary greatly across the national map. Mayors who want to promote both economic diversity and economic 

mobility in their cities should take note.  

Applications for U.S. home mortgages fell this week, with both purchase and refinancing 

applications down, according to the Mortgage Bankers Association, which reported its 

seasonally adjusted index of mortgage application activity, which includes both refinancing and 

home purchase demand, fell 4.1% to 380.9 in the week ended February 14. The interest rate on fixed 30-

year mortgages averaged 4.50% last week, up 5 basis points from the previous week. The MBA's 

seasonally adjusted index of refinancing applications fell 2.7%. The gauge of loan requests for home 

http://www.brookings.edu/research/books/2007/boomburbs


5 
 

purchases, a leading indicator of home sales, fell 6.3% to hit its lowest level since September 2011. The 

data comes a day after the National Association of Home Builders reported that U.S. homebuilder 

confidence suffered its largest one-month drop ever in February. 

State Taxation: To Reform or Not to Reform. With state economies (and, ergo, revenues) recovering 

from the Great Recession, at least 16 Governors have raised the issue of state tax reform in their state of 

the state addresses. Moody’s notes: “The growing attention to tax reform, which typically includes a 

reduction in tax rates, reflects the recent growth in anti-tax sentiment and expectations that revenue 

growth will be around to help balance foregone revenues.” Moody’s also notes that the increased 

revenues could provide opportunities for increased state spending in education and public infrastructure 

investment – with governors likely to focus on those three core state functions, instead of committing to 

new spending initiatives.  

Public Sector Wages. The aftermath of the Great Recession has led to outright wage declines for the vast 

majority of American workers in recent years, resulting in a full decade of essentially stagnant wages. 

Though you might expect public-sector wages to have weathered the recession and its aftermath better 

than private-sector wages, the opposite appears true: While the decline in real public-sector wages started 

later, it was steeper and ultimately more damaging. According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics’ 

Employment Cost Index, public-sector wages have fallen by about 1.3 percent in inflation-adjusted terms 

since 2007, where private-sector wages have been essentially flat (an increase of 0.3 percent). See: 

Monique Morrissey at the Economic Policy Institute 

 

Is Detroit Contagious? Insurers of some of the Motor City’s outstanding $410 million of general 

obligation bonds – who would be stuck with the payments under Detroit Emergency Manager Kevyn 

Orr’s draft plans to declare some of Detroit’s GO bonds as unsecured debt – this week asked U.S. 

Bankruptcy Judge Steven Rhodes to find that the Motor City’s pledge of Detroit tax revenue to pay off 

the voter-approved bond issues is a binding obligation under Michigan law―not, as Mr. Orr contends, 

merely a promise. The three bond insurance firms, National Public Finance Guarantee, Assured Guaranty 

Municipal Corp., and Ambac filed their suits last October in the wake of default by the Motor City on a 

$9.4 million interest―the first GO bond default under Mr. Orr’s appointment by Michigan Governor 

Rick Snyder as the city’s Emergency Manager. The insurers claim bondholders and the insurers have a 

statutory lien on Detroit’s property-tax revenue specifically earmarked for the bonds, arguing to the 

federal court that the Motor City instead is using that 

tax money for general purposes, telling the court: 

“Nothing in Chapter 9 or elsewhere in chapter 9 

municipal bankruptcy law allows the city to disregard the 

state law restrictions imposed on the restricted bond 

taxes and use the funds for unauthorized purposes.” 

Detroit’s position in the bankruptcy has been that it 

must treat its GO bonds as secured only if a legal lien 

exists, but that, under Michigan law, there is no 

lien—rather the city had only made a “promise.”  In 

response, Detroit argues that the federal law, chapter 9 

of the U.S. Bankruptcy Code, trumps Michigan’s law 

during the pendency of Detroit’s municipal 

bankruptcy, and that the insurers lack standing to enforce Michigan’s laws with regard to the enforcement 

of municipal bond payments. To all of which the Wizard of municipal finance, Marvelous Matt Posner of 

Municipal Market Advisors writes: “The impact would be felt most sharply by local governments 

soliciting fresh capital from municipal market lenders…In this light, we are bewildered that other states 

and local governments outside of MI have not publicly weighed in or filed related briefs with the court,” 

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001egj_DO4UY6gPiv7AGQdbv1t7TQVr9KOtcL32vG7Nl-HvLEZ3xnEQg9tLAB5scQ_a9wuAbehdLfGH-4z07UItp9XTxQDqLeedk5iucq3DT81uJ8mNNmAnxPDo_eDGQmY3mhqV1RZ3KCRuc5BUFSC6NNGTdNEG-fGSvoanAb3fG_yGO7XZ5VMR5crL0kLSO6RuGPFLjN1gS797m4sduGSLWu4MaUgPtja8&c=t9SnjeFk--Dc8hE2mRQs2Z_8eF1TQQNyI9hfllPRzCrr1fo5_dwW7w==&ch=8Kp-40yF5_sA1yuJi3DQtN94uFeoS3N4w5Jf8ZSy3faYBChB09Zscw==
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noting that the outcome of this litigation in federal court could have a far-reaching impact on the $3.7 

trillion municipal market, where general obligation bonds made up some 60% of the issues sold in the last 

decade. As Mr. Posner additionally notes, the outcome here could reduce investor interest in not only any 

future Detroit borrowings, but also ‘in debt from other Michigan municipalities, forcing them to pay 

higher interest rates. And it could trigger similar concerns for municipal borrowers in other states.’ As my 

much admired colleague Natalie Cohen, the head of muni research at Wells Fargo Securities, notes, 

investors always have considered the full faith and credit pledge by cities, school districts, and other 

issuers to pay off those bonds “sacrosanct,” but Detroit’s effort to declare some of its GO bonds to be 

unsecured debt could change that assumption. A key issue in the litigation involves the insurers’ claim 

that Detroit’s bondholders and the insurers have a statutory lien on Detroit’s property-tax revenue 

specifically earmarked for the bonds, arguing to the federal court that the Motor City instead is using that 

tax money for general purposes, telling the court: “Nothing in Chapter 9 or elsewhere in chapter 9 

municipal bankruptcy law allows the city to disregard the state law restrictions imposed on the restricted 

bond taxes and use the funds for unauthorized purposes.” Detroit’s position in the bankruptcy has been 

that it must treat its GO bonds as secured only if a legal lien exists, but that, under Michigan law, there is 

no lien—rather the city had only made a “promise.” Detroit argues that the federal law, chapter 9 of the 

U.S. Bankruptcy Code, trumps Michigan’s law during the pendency of Detroit’s municipal bankruptcy, 

and that the insurers lack standing to enforce Michigan’s laws with regard to the enforcement of 

municipal bond payments. The Grand Poobah of municipal bankruptcy wisdom, Jim Spiotto, warns that a 

win in court for the Motor City could be a pyrrhic victory, because it could mean significantly higher 

interest rates for the city farther down the road—in effect, imposing much higher borrowing costs as the 

city seeks to recover: “Either your (market) access or costs or both will be impaired, and you’ll be paying 

more.” And, Mr. Spiotto adds, muni investors would be forced to sort through which states have laws and 

history that support the treatment of GO bonds as secured debt. Michigan governments likely could see 

costs rise, too. Ergo, the outcome of the dispute could have a far-reaching impact on the $3.7 trillion 

municipal market, where general obligation bonds made up some 60 percent of the issues sold in the last 

decade.  

 

Figure 1  Illustration by David P. Hayes 

 

The Great Recession & Impact of State & Local Benefits. Monique Morrissey of the Economic Policy 

Institute this week wrote about the impact of the Great Recession on public-sector wages, noting that 

while the decline in real public-sector wages started later, it was steeper and ultimately more damaging, 

noting that according to the Bureau of Labor Statistics’ Employment Cost Index, public-sector wages 

have fallen by about 1.3 percent in inflation-adjusted terms since 2007, where private-sector wages have 

been essentially flat (an increase of 0.3 percent)―and adding that, unlike in previous recoveries, state and 

local government austerity has been a major drag on job growth and the broader economy. She wrote that 

the number of public sector jobs declined by almost 3 percent in the three years following the recession, 

while the number of private-sector jobs grew (albeit anemically), adding that . The fact that public-sector 
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wages have lagged behind those in the private-sector exacerbates 

government’s drag on the economy. Moreover, she noted that the 

recent divergence between public- and private-sector wage growth 

cannot easily be dismissed as a corrective to rapid public-sector wage 

growth, since the two series grew in tandem from 2001—the start of the 

series—to 2007. She writes that the disparity could be attributed to 

rising benefit costs, as the costs of wages and benefits together has 

grown slightly faster in the public sector than in the private sector since 

2007 (1.4 percent versus 1.0 percent in real terms). Some of this, she 

notes, can be attributed to increasing employer contributions to 

public-sector pensions in the wake of the 2007-08 stock market 

downturn, which also battered 401(k) account balances, but did 

not result in increasing employer contributions to these accounts.  

Pensionary Challenges. Moody’s this week in a new report, “Without Pension Relief, Bankrupt 

California Cities Risk Return to Insolvency,” warned that if the municipalities of Stockton—which had its 

plan of adjustment to exit from municipal bankruptcy last November 18
th
, and San Bernardino—whose 

filing, like Detroit’s, has been challenged in the U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals—do not overhaul their 

pension liabilities, the burden of these rising obligations will challenge their recoveries after bankruptcy. 

In its brief, Moody’s directs its attention to Vallejo, which exited bankruptcy in 2011, but still faces steep 

fiscal deficits, as an example of what may happen if pension reform is not addressed: “In California, 

particularly for municipalities with pensions under the California Public Employees Retiree System, or 

CalPERS, bondholders will likely continue to pay a steep price if bankruptcies remain venues for 

restructuring debt obligations but pension liabilities remain untouched,” according to author Gregory 

Lipitz.  Unlike Stockton, whose plan of adjustment has been approved by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court, San 

Bernardino has yet to finalize and submit its plan of adjustment—in which the city could seek to reduce 

its pension obligations. In its report, Mr. Lipitz writes that the city could use the recent decision of U.S. 

Bankruptcy Judge Steven Rhodes from the Detroit bankruptcy case ruling that the Motor City’s pension 

liabilities are contracts and can be modified in Chapter 9. Notwithstanding that the ruling is non-binding 

on federal bankruptcy judges in California and limited by aspects of Michigan law, San Bernardino could 

use the decision as non-binding precedent. According to Moody’s, CalPERS asserts that it cannot be 

impaired through Chapter 9 bankruptcy because it is an arm of the state, and the relationship between it 

and California local governments is meaningfully different from the relationship between Detroit and its 

pension plans. Mr. Lipitz notes that Stockton has not sought to alter vested pension benefits, instead 

focusing Chapter 9 on debt haircuts, changes to retiree health care benefits, salary controls, increases in 

employee pension contributions, and lower pension benefit tiers for new employees, similar to the 

approach by Vallejo: “Vallejo substantially restructured its compensation structure, including significant 

cuts to retiree health care benefits, but by failing to address its pension liabilities it remains vulnerable to 

increasing annual payments.” Moody’s opines that Vallejo now faces the risk of a second municipal 

bankruptcy if its finances continue to degrade. In its budget message this year, Vallejo stated it has a 

“well below fiscally prudent reserve level” of 5% of expenditures and that by FY 2015 its budget deficit 

could reach $8.9 million without corrective measures. (https://www.moodys.com/research/Without-

Pension-Relief-Bankrupt-California-) 

Pensionary Tug of War.  The State of Rhode Island has been immersed in an exceptional pensionary 

challenge for a number of years, and now has a compromise proposal to scale back some of its 2011 

provisions on retirement ages, the length of time between cost-of-living increases, and entry into a new 

401(k)-style plan. The new proposal needs approval from rank-and-file union members and, ultimately, 

the state’s General Assembly to take effect. That challenge is proving as rocky as the state’s coastline—

and especially difficult on the intergovernmental front. Governor Chafee and Treasurer Gina Raimondo, 

seeking a compromise to avert the cost and risk of litigation, and union leaders have been seeking to gain 

https://www.moodys.com/research/Without-Pension-Relief-Bankrupt-California-
https://www.moodys.com/research/Without-Pension-Relief-Bankrupt-California-
http://s1.epi.org/files/2014/snapshot-2014-02-05-public-sector-wages.png
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some concessions, rather than pursue a court battle that could take years. Under the proposed settlement, 

the state’s unfunded pension liability could rise by $232 million, to nearly $5.1 billion, with the state’s 

share of the increase pegged at $123 million, and the state’s cities and towns likewise at $109 million, 

according to figures released last week. The draft settlement would also raise the required state 

contribution from $280 million to $293 million in the fiscal year that begins on July 1, 2015, and mandate 

the city and town contribution to rise from $206 million to $217 million. Randall Edgar of the Journal 

State House Bureau, writing about the public pension reform proposal this week quotes Mayor Allan 

Fung of Cranston as stating that the state’s proposed settlement, reached after a year of closed-door 

discussions, “once again puts the pension problem ‘on the backs of the cities and towns,’ [while Rhode 

Island] Treasurer Gina Raimondo contends it’s better to lose 5 percent of the pension-overhaul savings 

than to risk an uncertain outcome in court.”  In Providence, the first-year cost would be $1.2 million. In 

Cranston, it would be nearly $1 million. In Pawtucket, it would top $700,000. Each of Rhode Island’s 39 

cities and towns would be affected — either through municipal employees who are in the state retirement 

system, or through teachers, or both. Dan Beardsley, Executive Director of the Rhode Island League of 

Cities and Towns and the only member of the state Retirement Board to vote against the proposal last 

week, has expressed concern that despite the increased – e.g. equal liability assessed – cities and towns 

were not even offered the opportunity to have at least had “one or two people present” for the 

negotiations.  

Innovation 

Regional Innovation. The greatest federal investment in infrastructure in the nation began under former 

President Lincoln, whom we honored earlier this week, and carried through former President Eisenhower; 

but under former President Reagan, the great federal disinvestment in the nation’s public infrastructure 

commenced with the eliminations of grants to state and local governments under the Clean Water Act and 

General Revenue Sharing. Thus while every state is mandated to comply with the federal Clean Water 

standards, those costs are born by state and local governments. So this week’s innovation is Lady Bird—

not the former First Lady, but rather an 

extraordinary mechanical earthworm (see 

illustration below) that is in the process of 

devouring some two million cubic yards of soil as 

part of the regional process amongst local 

governments in the Washington, D.C. 

metropolitan region to build an enormous pipeline 

to convey up to two billion gallons of outflows 

from toilets and sewers that currently go 

directly into the Potomac River. The aim of 

this extraordinary regional project is to someday restore the waters of the Potomac, Anacostia, and Rock 

Creek waterflows into the Chesapeake Bay closer to pure. To bore the tunnel, the regional system is using 

her ladyship, a marvel of technology: Lady Bird is 443 feet long and almost six times the weight of the 

Statue of Liberty, that inches through the depths. Under parts of Maryland and D.C., but—despite the 

deep and dank and dark recesses of the underground stays within a few millimeters of its intended path, to 

what will be a $2.6 billion 13-mile long sewer tunnel. The goal of all this enormous expense—and 

innovation—is to comply with federal orders from the EPA and U.S. Justice Department— along with 

New York, Philadelphia, and Seattle — to stop dumping combined sewer overflow into rivers. So, before 

Lady Bird is through, she will have removed enough soil and muck to fill 205,820 huge dump trucks—

working 24 hours a day, six days a week. As Lady Bird ingests forward, she is followed by a process 

whereby massive curved slabs of concrete — they call them “stones” — have arrived on a small rail car 

that trolleys back and forth from the tunnel mouth to be stacked in the order in which they will be put in 

place. When they arrive, an electric device that looks like something you might see in an automatic 
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carwash swoops down from above, presses its big rubber gasket against the stone’s face and literally 

sucks it up. Stone in hand, the machine then rumbles to the leading edge of the tunnel, where a crew of 

five in hard hats uses levels and laser guidance to ease each piece into place. The slabs are connected in 

front and back by big plastic dowels and on top and bottom by arms that are driven into place by a worker 

with a compressor-fired rivet gun. Once the precise placement is achieved, the suction machine scoots 

back to get the next slab until the six-foot, 80,000-pound ring is complete. Moreover, as Ms. Lady Bird 

oozes forward through the tunnel on wheels, she lays track in her wake for the rail car that feeds stones to 

the growing tunnel. 

State & Local Leadership  

This week’s State & Local Leader of the Week is Jack Belcher, the Chief Information Officer (CIO) of 

Arlington County, Virginia, who serves both as the Department Director for the Department of 

Technology Services and as the County’s enterprise resource for technology guidance and consultancy. 

The responsibility of the CIO is to understand the business needs of both the County Government and the 

residents of Arlington County and to identify technology solutions to best meet the 

needs of both constituencies. Mr. Belcher came to Arlington County from the 

International Monetary Fund, where he led the effort to streamline the creation, review, 

dissemination and publication of Fund information. Prior to that he served at the United 

States Securities and Exchange Commission, where he led the efforts to begin 

the modernization of the Commission’s internal mission system infrastructure. The 

majority of his professional experience, however, was with the U.S. House of 

Representatives, where he was recognized by Federal Computer Week as one 

of the TOP 100 Federal Executives for his innovative work in deploying electronic mail 

and Internet access to the Congress. As Arlington County’s CIO he has demonstrated continued 

excellence and innovation and has proven an invaluable asset to the community. On September 11th, his 

office provided direct technological support for the County’s First Responders and the County’s 

Emergency Operations Center (EOC), which coordinated the response to the September 11
th
 attack on the 

Pentagon. Within forty minutes of the first attack on the World Trade Center, the EOC was up and 

operational providing necessary coordination for all first responders. Consequently, he and his staff were 

recognized for their assistance and innovation in extending wireless connectivity to the Pentagon. Before 

coming to the County Government, he was recognized as one of the Volunteers of the Year for his civic 

efforts. He holds both a Master's degree and Doctorate from Georgetown University. Currently Mr. 

Belcher, in the wake of his ascension from the federal to local government, is embarked upon an 

innovative effort to recruit young graduates with high tech expertise in an effort to rejigger the staid 

process of filing permits and waiting in lines to obtain permits, pay parking tickets, etc.—or, as he 

describes it, to move local government so that it is as customer friendly and responsive as the private 

sector. 

Quotes of the Week 

 “It’s about helping reduce and mitigate pension cuts and the impact on retirees, especially those 

most vulnerable. A settlement will help resolve the bankruptcy process faster, help ensure the city 

stays on its path to revitalization and save millions in taxpayer dollars - and would be in the best 

interest of Detroiters, Michiganders, and others across the country. ” ~ Michigan Governor Rick Snyder’s 

office, describing the Governor’s bipartisan, bicameral plan for Detroit.  
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 “The city desires and needs to formulate a plan; it is their only hope….I can’t see anything other than 

dissolving the city if they can’t reorganize under Chapter 9…They can’t make cash where it isn’t. If they 

got all the money they want — who isn’t going to get paid? All the employees? I don’t know, how does 

that help Calpers if the employees aren’t paid?...The citizens of this city deserve a chance.” ~ U.S. 

Bankruptcy Judge Meredith Jury in orally finding San Bernardino eligible for federal municipal 

bankruptcy.  

“All those who attribute Jefferson County’s bankruptcy case and Cooper Green’s (the emergency 

hospital in Jefferson County) plight only to conduct and actions by the county are ill-

informed…The State of Alabama and its legislature are a significant, precipitating cause….” ~ U.S. 

Bankruptcy Judge Thomas Bennett  

 “The very smallest towns across the country understand their fundamental obligation to govern and they 

get it done.” ~ Karen B. Horn, Director of Advocacy, Vermont League of Cities and Towns. 

Moody Blues: What does all this mean for other municipalities? “Our negative outlook on the local 

government sector as a whole, in place now for close to five years, reflects a number of substantial 

economic and fiscal pressures, including a sluggish economic recovery, constraints in key revenue 

sources, and mounting spending pressures. In spite of the negative outlook, we anticipate that few issuers 

will follow Detroit into default or bankruptcy. We don’t expect elevated financial stress to lead to 

pervasive defaults. We expect defaults to remain rare even among outliers. Most local governments 

exhibit solid credit fundamentals, notwithstanding the recent period of economic and fiscal stress. In fact 

many local governments are starting to feel the effects of the housing recovery, and while this recovery 

varies somewhat from region to region, most local governments have seen property tax and other 

revenues stabilize and in some cases return to growth. Spending pressures have not completely subsided 

for many local governments, and it may be several years before most can rebuild reserves spent down 

Ethics & Public Trust 

Ray Nagin, the former Mayor of New Orleans, last week was found guilty on 20 of the 21 corruption 

charges against him, primarily for bribery, honest services fraud, and tax fraud. A key issue was whether 

gifts given to the mayor were intended to influence him. From a state and local government ethics 

perspective, this was unnecessary. The acceptance of gifts from someone seeking benefits is sufficient. 

The issue in the federal court, then, was: what additional discovery and presentation of evidence was 

relevant to ensure that former Mayor Nagin would do time. This is, obviously, relevant to the situation in 

Virginia, where a trial has been scheduled for its former governor for, similarly, accepting gifts—

something permitted under Virginia law—and something clearly unethical, but for which the 

Commonwealth has no independent ethics commission to address. Thus, if one considers U.S. District 

Judge Helen Berrigan’s (instructions to the jury), you obtain a sense with regard to what the judge wrote 

about bribery with respect to the counts of honest services fraud (p. 11): “[B]ribery includes the public 

official’s solicitation or agreement to accept a thing of value in exchange for official action, whether or 

not the payor actually provides the thing of value, and whether or not the public official ultimately 

performs the requested official action or intends to do so….The public official and the payor need not 

state the quid pro quo in express terms, for otherwise the law’s effect could be frustrated by knowing 

winks and nods. Rather, the intent to exchange may be established by circumstantial evidence, based upon 

the defendant’s words, conduct, acts, and all the surrounding circumstances disclosed by the evidence and 

the rational or logical inferences that may be drawn from them…Bribery requires the intent to effect an 

http://media.nola.com/crime_impact/other/Nagin%20Jury%20charge%20instructions.pdf
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exchange of money or other thing of value for official action, but each payment need not be correlated 

with a specific official act. The requirement that there be payment of a thing of value in return for the 

performance of an official act is satisfied so long as the evidence shows a “course of conduct” of things of 

value flowing to a public official in exchange for a pattern of official actions favorable to the donor...It is 

not a defense to claim that a public official would have lawfully performed the official action in question 

even without having accepted a thing of value...Also, because people rarely act for a single purpose, the 

giver need not have offered or provided the thing of value only in exchange for specific official actions, 

and the public official need not have solicited or accepted the thing of value only in exchange for the 

performance of official action. As the Virginia legislature seeks to act on state ethics legislation in an 

effort to recover public trust in the wake of the so-called “Giftgate” scandal involving its former 

Governor, as well as to appropriate monies to fund the former Governor’s defense, it is relevant to 

remember that there are criminal and ethics issues at stake. The latter cries out for an independent 

commission with investigation and enforcement authority to protect the public trust, as can be seen by the 

unfortunate jury decisions rendered in New Orleans.   

Little Legalities 

 
Bankruptcy, Constitutional, Preemption, Procedural & Other Key Decisions or Cases 

The Pipeline of Federalism. Lancaster, Nebraska County District Judge 

Stephanie F. Stacy on Wednesday, in a 50-page opinion, declared 

unconstitutional a 2012 Cornhusker law that provides the governor and 

state environmental regulators the authority to approve oil pipeline 

routes, throwing yet another obstacle in the path of the proposed 

Keystone XL oil pipeline, holding that a state law passed in 2012 

violated Nebraska’s constitution by giving the governor power to 

approve the pipeline’s route, writing that the pipeline “has become a 

political lightning rod for both supporters and opponents…but the issues 

before this court have nothing to do with the merits of that pipeline.” 

Rather, she wrote, the case involved the Nebraska Constitution’s grant of 

authority to the five-person Public Service Commission for “regulation of rates, service and general 

control of common carriers,” which includes pipelines: “It is clear the Legislature cannot…divest the PSC 

of jurisdiction over a class of common carriers and vest such power in another governmental agency.” 

The issue involves the proposed pipeline’s initial route, which would have run above environmentally 

sensitive aquifers that supply a large percentage of Nebraska’s water. After that plan proved controversial, 

TransCanada, the pipeline provider, proposed a new route that avoided most of the disputed areas. In her 

decision, Judge Stacy concluded that under the state constitution, the Nebraska’s Public Service 

Commission has regulatory control over the routing of “common carriers” such as oil pipelines; whereas 

the challenged statute shifted control to the Cornhusker Department of Environmental Quality. The ruling 

imposes a permanent injunction barring Gov. Heineman the state DEQ from taking any further action to 

authorize or advance the pipeline under the law. Thompson, Luebbe & Dunavan v. Heineman, Lancaster 

County Court, CI 12-2060, Feb. 19, 2014. 

Grants 
CFDA Opportunity Title Federal Agency Opportunity Number Eligibility Due Date Match? 

10.579 Administrative Review 
and Training Grants 
(ART Method II) FY 
2014-USDA-FNS 

Department of 
Agriculture-Food 
and Nutrition 
Service 

2014 State governments 5/15/2014  

10.912 Conservation NRCS-Maine USDA-NRCS-MESO- State and local 4/1/2014 X 

http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251245
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251283
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Innovation Grants FY 
2014 Announcement 
for Maine 

State Office 14-1 governments, 
Institutions of Higher 
Education (IHEs) 

10.912 CA Conservation 
Innovation Grant - 
2014 

California State 
Office 

USDA-NRCS-CA-14-
0008 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

3/14/2014 X 

10.912 Kentucky NRCS EQIP 
CIG Grant 2014 

Kentucky State 
Office 

USDA-NRCS-KYSO-
14-1 

Unrestricted 4/25/2014 X 

11.457 Fiscal Year 2014 
Chesapeake Bay 
Fisheries Science 
Program 

Department of 
Commerce 

NOAA-NMFS-NCBO-
2014-2003988 

State and local 
governments, IHEs 

4/2/2014  

11.620 NIST Standards 
Services Curricula 
Development 
Cooperative 
Agreement Program 

National Institute 
of Standards and 
Technology 

2014-NIST-SSCD-01 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

    

12.420 FY14 Combat 
Casualty Training 
Initiative Virtual Tissue 
Advancement 
Research Program 

Department of 
Defense (Army) -- 
USAMRAA 

W81XWH-14-JPC1-
VTA  

Unrestricted 6/23/2014  

12.800 Human-Centered 
Intelligence, 
Surveillance  

Air Force -- 
Research Lab 

BAA-HPW-RHX-2014-
0001 

Unrestricted 2/12/2018   

15.231 BLM OR-WA 
Cooperative 
Ecosystems Studies 
Unit (CESU) Panther 
Creek Weather 
Modeling 

Department of the 
Interior-Bureau of 
Land Management 

L14AS00038 IHEs 3/19/2014  

15.529 Upper Colorado and 
San Juan River 
Recovery Program 
Database 
Development 

Bureau of 
Reclamation 

R14AS00029 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

4/15/2014   

15.650 Biological 
Effectiveness of 
Green Stormwater 
Infrastructure 

Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

F14AS00083 IHEs 2/18/2014  

15.669 Upper Midwest and 
Great Lakes 
Cooperative 
Landscape 
Conservation (Region 
3) 

Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

F14AS00086 Unrestricted 3/28/2014   

15.677 Increase Resiliency of 
Beach Habitats, 
Hurricane Sandy 
Disaster Relief 

Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

F14AS00082 Unrestricted 3/14/2014  

15.808 Cooperative 
Ecosystem Studies 
Unit, Colorado 
Plateau CESU 

Geological Survey G14AS00033 Participating 
partners of the 
Colorado Plateau 
Cooperative 
Ecosystem Studies 
Unit (CESU) 

2/21/2014  

15.664+ FY14  Funding 
Guidance for Great 
Northern LCC 

Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

F14AS00087 Unrestricted 3/14/2014   

http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251283
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251296
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251296
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251255
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251255
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251320
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251320
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251394
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251302
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251302
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251243
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251243
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251327
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251319
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251250
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251291
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251236
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251241
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251316
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15.808 Cooperative 
Ecosystem Studies 
Unit, Piedmont South 
Atlantic Coast CESU 

Geological Survey G14AS00034 Participating 
partners of the 
Piedmont-South 
Atlantic Coast CESU 

2/21/2014   

16.560 NIJ FY 14 Research 
and Development in 
Forensic Science for 
Criminal Justice 
Purposes 

Department of 
Justice-National 
Institute of Justice 

NIJ-2014-3744 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

4/21/2014  

16.560 NIJ FY 14 Research 
and Evaluation on 
Justice Systems 

National Institute 
of Justice 

NIJ-2014-3748 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

4/28/2014   

16.560 NIJ FY 14 
Postdoctoral 
Fellowship: Dating 
Abuse Among 
Adolescents and 
Young Adults 

National Institute 
of Justice 

NIJ-2014-3742 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

4/28/2014  

16.560 NIJ FY 14 Research 
and Evaluation on 
Children Exposed to 
Violence 

National Institute 
of Justice 

NIJ-2014-3745 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

4/25/2014   

16.560 NIJ FY 14 Research 
on Gangs and Gang 
Violence 

National Institute 
of Justice 

NIJ-2014-3747 Unrestricted 4/25/2014  

16.560 NIJ FY 14 Testing 
Geospatial Predictive 
Policing Strategies 

National Institute 
of Justice 

NIJ-2014-3758 Unrestricted 4/25/2014   

16.560 NIJ FY 14 Research 
and Evaluation on the 
Abuse, Neglect, and 
Exploitation of Elderly 
Individuals 

National Institute 
of Justice 

NIJ-2014-3750 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

4/25/2014  

16.560 Research and 
Evaluation on 
Violence Against 
Women: Teen Dating 
Violence, Sexual 
Violence, and Intimate 
Partner Violence FY 
2014 

National Institute 
of Justice 

NIJ-2014-3749 Unrestricted 4/25/2014   

16.593 BJA FY 14 Residential 
Substance Abuse 
Treatment (RSAT) for 
State Prisoners 
Program 

Bureau of Justice 
Assistance 

BJA-2014-3799 State governments 4/14/2014 X 

16.751 BJA FY 14 Charles 
Colson Task 
Force  on Federal 
Corrections 

Bureau of Justice 
Assistance 

BJA-2014-3786 IHEs 3/12/2014   

19.033 PNSP Programs Department of 
State-Bureau of 
International 
Security and 
Nonproliferation 

ISN-ISNWMDT-14-002 Unrestricted 2/28/2014  

19.040 FY 2014 US-Russia 
Peer-to-Peer Dialogue 
Program 

U.S. Mission to 
Russia 

DOSRUS-14-GR-001 IHEs 3/12/2014   

19.415 FY 2014 Professional 
Fellows Congresses 

Bureau Of 
Educational and 

ECA-ECAPEC-14-040 IHEs 4/8/2014 X 

http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251242
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251361
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251288
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251287
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251249
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251246
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251248
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251247
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251203
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251217
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251294
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251392
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251235
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251256
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Cultural Affairs 

19.522 Funding Opportunity 
Announcement for 
Research Projects to 
Strengthen Evidence-
Based Humanitarian 
Decision Making by 
PRM and its Partners 
Worldwide 

Bureau of 
Population 

PRM-PRMOAPGL-14-
001 

IHEs 4/16/2014   

19.901 Proliferation 
Awareness Seminar - 
Albania and 
Montenegro 

Bureau of 
International 
Security and 
Nonproliferation 

ISN-ISNECC-14-003 IHEs 2/28/2014   

20.205 Center for Excellence 
in Project Finance 

Department of 
Transportation-
Federal Highway 
Administration  

DTFH6114RA00006 Unrestricted 3/11/2014 X 

47.041 Mechanics of 
Materials 

National Science 
Foundation 

PD-14-1630 Unrestricted 10/1/2014  

47.050 CubeSat-based 
Science Missions for 
Geospace  and 
Atmospheric 
Research 

National Science 
Foundation 

14-535 Unrestricted 5/12/2014   

81.049 Experimental Program 
to Stimulate 
Competitive Research 
(DOE EPSCoR) 
Implementation 
Grants 

Department of 
Energy-Office of 
Science 

DE-FOA-0001087 Unrestricted 4/15/2014  

81.049 SBIR/STTR FY 2014 
Phase II Release 2 

Office of Science DE-FOA-0001072 Unrestricted 4/1/2014   

81.049 Research and 
Development for Next 
Generation Nuclear 
Physics Accelerator 
Facilities 

Office of Science DE-FOA-0001082 Unrestricted 4/21/2014  

81.086 Notice of Intent to 
Issue Funding 
Opportunity 
Announcement: 
Commercial Building 
Technology 
Demonstrations 

Golden Field 
Office 

DE-FOA-0001083 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

2/26/2014   

81.087 Notice of Intent to 
Issue Funding 
Opportunity 
Announcement 
Bioenergy 
Technologies 
Incubator 

Golden Field 
Office 

DE-FOA-0001020 Unrestricted   

81.087 Notice of Intent to 
Issue Funding 
Opportunity 
Announcement: Wind 
Forecasting 
Improvement Project 
in Complex Terrain 

Golden Field 
Office 

DE-FOA-0001049 Unrestricted     

81.089 Improved Reliability of 
Solid Oxide Fuel Cell 

National Energy 
Technology 

DE-FOA-0001058 Unrestricted 3/31/2014 X 

http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251244
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251244
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251275
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251239
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251286
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251200
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251365
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251238
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251201
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251293
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251237
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251240
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251377
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Systems Laboratory 

81.135 Collaborative Grid 
Testing, Research 
and Valuation of 
Advanced Energy 
Storage Systems 

Headquarters DE-FOA-0001078 Unrestricted 2/21/2014   

84.133 OSERS: NIDRR: 
Advanced 
Rehabilitation 
Research Training 
(ARRT) Program: 
Community Living and 
Participation 

Department of 
Education 

ED-GRANTS-021314-
002 

IHEs 4/14/2014  

84.133 OSERS: NIDRR: 
Advanced 
Rehabilitation 
Research Training 
(ARRT) Program: 
Health and Function 

Department of 
Education 

ED-GRANTS-021314-
004 

IHEs 4/14/2014   

84.133 OSERS: NIDRR: 
Advanced 
Rehabilitation 
Research Training 
(ARRT) Program: 
Employment 

Department of 
Education 

ED-GRANTS-021314-
003 

IHEs 4/14/2014   

93.110 Reaching Practicing 
MCH Professionals in 
Underserved Areas 
Through Education 
and Training Program 

Department of 
Health and Human 
Services-Health 
Resources & 
Services 
Administration 

HRSA-14-074 IHEs 3/21/2014  

93.243 Minority-Serving 
Institutions (MSIs) 
Partnerships with 
Community Based 
Organizations (CBOs) 

Substance Abuse 
& Mental Health 
Services Adminis. 

SP-14-005 Minority-serving 
IHEs 

4/16/2014   

93.243 Grants to Develop and 
Expand Behavioral 
Health Treatment 
Court Collaboratives 

Substance Abuse 
& Mental Health 
Services Adminis. 

SM-14-009 State and local 
governments 

4/18/2014  

93.243 PPHF-2014-Access to 
Recovery 

Substance Abuse 
& Mental Health 
Services Adminis. 

TI-14-004 State governments 3/31/2014   

93.251 Reducing Loss to 
Follow-up after Failure 
to Pass Newborn 
Hearing Screening 

Health Resources 
& Services 
Administration 

HRSA-14-104 Current 
grantees/awardees 
with project periods 
ending August 31, 
2014, South Dakota 

3/24/2014  

93.262 Miner Safety and 
Health Training 
Program - Western 
United States (U60) 

Centers for 
Disease Control 
and Prevention 

RFA-OH-14-004 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

3/31/2014   

93.279 NIDA Avant-Garde 
Award Program for 
HIV/AIDS and Drug 
Use Research (DP1) 

National Institutes 
of Health 

RFA-DA-15-004 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

7/29/2016  

93.310 Limited Competition: 
Renewal Applications 
for Technology 
Development for New 

National Institutes 
of Health 

RFA-RM-14-002 Awards that were 
funded through RFA-
RM-10-018 
"Technology 

4/25/2014   

http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251355
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251357
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251357
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251359
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251359
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251358
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251358
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251295
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251383
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251403
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251298
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251297
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251364
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251321
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251260
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Affinity Reagents 
Against the Human 
Proteome (U01) 

Development for 
New Affinity 
Reagents Against 
the Human 
Proteome (U54)" 

93.867 NEI Clinical Vision 
Research: Resource 
Center Grant (UG1) 

National Institutes 
of Health 

PAR-14-097 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

5/7/2017  

93.867 NEI Clinical Vision 
Research: Chairman's 
Grant (UG1) 

National Institutes 
of Health 

PAR-14-098 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

5/7/2017   

93.867 NEI Clinical Vision 
Research: Clinical 
Center Grant (UG1) 

National Institutes 
of Health 

PAR-14-099 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

5/7/2017  

93.867 NEI Clinical Vision 
Research: 
Coordinating Center 
Grant (UG1) 

National Institutes 
of Health 

PAR-14-100 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

5/7/2017   

93.867 NEI Collaborative 
Clinical Vision 
Research Project 
Grant (U10) 

National Institutes 
of Health 

PAR-14-096 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

5/7/2017  

93.926 Healthy Start Initiative: 
Eliminating Disparities 
in Perinatal 
Health  (Level 1: 
Community-based 
Healthy Start) 

Health Resources 
& Services 
Administration 

HRSA-14-121 Any public entity 3/31/2014   

93.926 Healthy Start Initiative: 
Eliminating Disparities 
in Perinatal Health 
(Level 2: Enhanced 
Services Healthy 
Start) 

Health Resources 
& Services 
Administration 

HRSA-14-120 Any public entity 3/31/2014  

93.926 Healthy Start Initiative: 
Eliminating Disparities 
in Perinatal Health 
(Level 3: Leadership 
and Mentoring 
Healthy Start) 

Health Resources 
& Services 
Administration 

HRSA-14-122 Any public entity 3/31/2014   

93.941 Community 
Approaches to 
Reducing Sexually 
Transmitted Diseases 
(CARs) 

Centers for 
Disease Control 
and Prevention 

CDC-RFA-PS14-1406 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

4/10/2014  

93.172+ Empirical Research 
on Ethical Issues 
Related to Central 
IRBs and Consent for 
Research Using 
Clinical Records and 
Data (R01) 

National Institutes 
of Health 

RFA-OD-14-002 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

4/18/2014   

93.242+ HIV Infection of the 
Central Nervous 
System (R01) 

National Institutes 
of Health 

PA-14-094 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

1/7/2017  

93.242+ Eradication of HIV-1 
from Central Nervous 
System Reservoirs 
(R01) 

National Institutes 
of Health 

PA-14-095 State and local 
governments, IHEs 

1/7/2017   

http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251278
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251279
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251280
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251281
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251276
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251362
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251360
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251363
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251204
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251282
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251214
http://www.grants.gov/web/grants/view-opportunity.html?oppId=251215
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