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SUBJECT: Reorganization Plan for the Foreign Affairs Agencies:
State/USAID Agreement on the Interpretation of Section
1522 of the Foreign Affairs Reform and Restructuring
Act of 1998 -- "the Administrator. .. shall report to
and Be Under the Direct Authority and Foreign Policy
Guidance of the Secretary of State".

Discussion: On April 18, 1997, President Clinton announced
a reorganization plan for the foreign affairs agencies under
which USAID would remain a distinct agency with a separate
appropriation. Under the President's plan, the USAID
Administrator would "report to and be under the direct authority
and foreign policy guidance of the Secretary of State". In
essence, the President's decision meant USAID would revert to
the status it had before the creation of the International
Development Cooperation Agency (IDCA) in 1979, when it existed
as an agency within the Department of State.

From its creation in 1961 until IDeA was established by
Reorganization Plan No. 2 of 1979, USAID operated pursuant to a
Presidential Executive Order (E.O. 10973), and a Delegation of
Authority from the Secretary of State (Delegation No. 104).
Under those authorities (and relevant provisions of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, hereinafter "the FAA"), the
USAID Administrator served under the "policy guidance" and
"general direction" of the Secretary of State (See FAA Sections
101(b) and 622(c)). After 1979, the IDCA Director (or, since
1981, the Administrator of USAID "acting" as the IDCA Director)
also "reported to" the Secretary on matters relating to foreign
policy. (See section 2 of Reorganization Plan No. 2 of 1979.)
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In addition to the above-cited authorities, the President's
April 1997 decision provided that the Administrator would
operate under the "direct authority" of the Secretary of State.
While the meaning of "direct authority" was not defined in the
White House Fact Sheet accompanying the President's decision
(TAB A), the anticipated relationship of the Secretary and the
Administrator under this new arrangement was described in USAID
memoranda submitted to the NSC and the Office of the Vice
President (OVP) (TAB B), and in the subsequent 1997 report of the
Inter-Agency Task Force on Reorganization (TAB C) . (Note:
While section 1523(a) (4) of the Foreign Affairs Reform and
Restructuring Act of 1998 (which codified the President's
decision on reorganization) also did not define the term direct
authority, it did specify that provision was in addition to
authority vested in the Secretary under FAA Sections 101(b) and
622(c)).

As explained in the material submitted to the NSC and the
OVP (TAB B), putting the Administrator under the direct
authority of the Secretary of State was not intended to place
USAID or its Administrator under the day-to-day operational
control or direction of the Secretary on other than foreign
policy matters. It was also made clear that USAID would continue
to operate with its budget authorities intact. The OVP (Leon
Fuerth) advised the Administrator that the President's decision
on reorganization reflected these understandings, which
subsequently were incorporated in both the 1997 Inter-Agency
Task Force Report and the 1998 Presidential Report on
reorganization. The White House Fact Sheet, released with the
President's decision on April 18, 1997, summarized this new
relationship as follows: "the plan the Vice President devised
strikes a sound balance between the need for greater policy
coherence and effectiveness with the necessity of preserving
[USAID's] special mission and skills".

To implement the President's decision, an inter-agency task
force spent four months in 1997 working out the details of the
proposed reorganization (May - August 1997). The Secretary, the
OMB Director, the NSC and the OVP approved the agreements
contained in the Task Force report relating to USAID. The
report also formed the basis for the Administration's position
in negotiations with the Congress on the reorganization
legislation subsequently enacted on October 19,1998. (See the
Conference Report on the Foreign Affairs Reform and
Restructuring Act, H.R. Rep. No. 105-432, pages 131-133,
March 10, 1998) (TAB D) .
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The relevant USAID-related agreements in the August 1997
Task Force report (which were incorporated with only minor, non
substantive modifications in the President's 1998 Report to the
Congress) included the following: (1) USAID would be established
by law as an agency of the u.s. government, operating with
authorities delegated from the Secretary; and (2) USAID would
exercise the same functions and authorities it had under IDCA,
including authority:

• to receive apportionments for development assistance
and other economic assistance appropriations;

• to create policies for development assistance and
other economic assistance programs;

• to implement development assistance and other
economic assistance programs;

• To manage and administer assistance programs,
including the requisite personnel authorities.

As noted above, these agreements formed the basis for the
Administration's negotiations with the Congress on the
reorganization legislation enacted in October 1998 (See
Conference Report, ibid. at page 133). That legislation, in
addition to creating USAID as an independent establishment
within the Executive Branch, included verbatim the President's
terminology describing the Administrator's relationship with the
Secretary under the reorganization: liThe Administrator ... shall
report to and be under the direct authority and foreign policy
guidance of the Secretary of State" (See Section 1522 of PL 105
- 277, the Foreign Affairs Reform and Restructuring Act of
1998) (TAB E) .

After the reorganization legislation was enacted in October
1998, Secretary Albright directed Patrick Kennedy, Assistant
Secretary for Administration, to reconvene the Inter-Agency Task
Force in order to prepare the reorganization report required by
the new law. On November 12, 1998, at the first meeting of the
reconvened Task Force, Assistant Secretary Kennedy asked
representatives of the affected agencies to review the report as
approved in August 1997, and to either update it as required by
the new law or to reach agreement on any bracketed language.
Mr. Kennedy designated Ambassador William Courtney as the
chairman of the Development Assistance (USAID) Task Force,
noting that its job would be minimal, as there was no bracketed
language in the Development Assistance Chapter of the 1997
report.
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A summary of the deliberations of the Development Assistance
Task Force follows:

1. At the first meeting (November 16, 1998), Ambassador Courtney
noted that the reorganization legislation gave the Secretary
new coordination authorities and that task force
representatives would be asked to respond to various
"strawmen" organizational options to carry out those
coordination functions.

2. At the second meeting (November 18, 1998), USAID
representatives came prepared to discuss methods to improve
inter agency-coordination, but instead were given a
substantially revised version of the Development Assistance
Chapter of the 1997 Task Force Report. Ambassador Courtney
noted that "people at the policy level" in State believed
that the "coordination" and "direct authority" language in
the reorganization act required substantive revisions to the
August 1997 report, including possibly deleting reference to
USAID's ability to receive apportionments directly from OMB,
and changing USAID's independent budget role to one of
preparing budgets and recommending allocations for the
Secretary's approval.

3. On November 20, 1998, Ambassador Courtney sent USAID a
further modification to the August 1997 report, "reflecting
input from key offices here", that equated direct authority
with a requirement that the Secretary "approve" USAID's
annual budget, appeals, allocations and reprogrammings before
they were submitted to OMB or the Congress (TAB F) .

4. In each instance, USAID objected when these modifications
were proposed on the grounds that the President's decision on
reorganization did not envision this type of day-to-day
control by State of USAID operations and budget (a principle
that had been reaffirmed in the August 1997 version of the
reorganization report) . USAID further noted that nothing in
the reorganization legislation contradicted or otherwise
required substantive modifications to the President's
decision or to the August 1997 report.

5. On November 23, 1998, USAID sent a memorandum to Assistant
Secretary Kennedy (TAB G), noting that the Development
Assistance Task Force had been unable to make progress on
finalizing the Development Assistance Chapter because
Ambassador Courtney was being asked by others in State to
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include what USAID believed to be erroneous material. Once
again, USAID asked that the August 1997 version of the
reorganization report be the version submitted to the
Congress.

6. On November 24, 1998, USAID sent a similar memorandum to
Ambassador Courtney (TAB H), declining to comment on the
revised state version of the Development Assistance Chapter
on the grounds that it was based on the unacceptable premise
that the Reorganization Act required changing the President's
decision, or amending the August 1997 version of the
Development Assistance Chapter of the Reorganization Report.
Attached to both memoranda was a draft memorandum laying out
options for improving coordination between state and USAID
without inappropriately changing the President's decision
that USAID remain a distinct agency (TAB I).

7. On November 24 and December 1, 1998, Ambassador Courtney sent
to USAID further revisions to the Development Assistance
Chapter, including language taken from USAID's memorandum on
improved coordination. In both versions Ambassador Courtney
continued to include language that would require the
Secretary to approve USAID budget actions (TAB J) .

8. On December 2, 1998, USAID sent another memorandum to
Assistant Secretary Kennedy repeating USAID's objections to
the "approval" language in the various redrafts of the
Development Assistance Chapter (TAB K) .

9. On December 3, 1998, the Administrator sent a separate
memorandum to the Deputy Secretary (TAB L) raising concerns
about reopening the previously agreed text of the
reorganization report, and indicating that he believed that
any proposal to change that agreed text should involve all
the parties to the original agreement, including OMB and Vice
President.

10. On December 3, 1998, in a conference call with Assistant
Secretary Kennedy and Deputy Legal Advisor Jim Thessin, Mr.
Thessin suggested that instead of requiring that the
Secretary "approve" various USAID budget and strategic
planning actions, the "direct authority" standard would be
met if the Secretary instead "reviewed" those actions. Mr.
Kennedy (noting that he had checked the review language with
the "Seventh Floor"), subsequently notified me that State
agreed with that change, which was then incorporated in the
revised draft of the Development Assistance Mission Chapter
on December 4. On December 7, USAID sent Ambassador Courtney
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a fax noting its agreement with the compromise language(TAB
M)

11. On December 10, 1998, the Administrator participated in a
conference call with two senior representatives of the
Department (the Counselor and the Chief of Staff), who said
the Secretary, after reviewing the draft report, now believed
the compromise standard should be changed once again, this
time from "review" to "concur". The Administrator summarized
the nearly three years of history associated with the
President's reorganization decision, and advised the senior
representatives that anything requiring "approval",
"clearance" or "concurrence" by the Secretary of USAID's
budget and planning functions would violate the President's
April 18, 1997 decision, and the Secretary's frequently
stated position that she did not want to micro-manage, nor
involve the Department in, USAID's day-today operations. The
Administrator indicated that if such a fundamental change in
the Secretary's role were contemplated, it would have to be
referred back to the OVP, OMB and NSC for consideration.

12. Within minutes of this discussion, the Administrator received
a call from Mr. Kennedy, who said he had heard that the
Administrator did not like the word "review", which is why
the word "concur" had been substituted. The Administrator
said he would be very pleased if the word were changed back
to review, as he had no objections to that word.

13. After reaching agreement with USAID on this issue, the
Department submitted the draft report to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB). On December 15, 1998, OMB sent
the draft report to USAID and the other affected agencies for
comment. On December 17, USAID provided its line-in line out
comments, along with its understanding of the impact of the
reorganization on the day-to-day operations of USAID and
State (TAB N) .

14. On December 19, the Department responded to that letter,
accepting most of USAID's line-in line out revisions, but
noting "we will meet with USAID in the near future to correct
a number of opinions laid out [in USAID's December 17, 1998
letter]" (TAB 0) .

15. To clarify that the concerns referred to in State's December
17 letter did not relate to USAID's understanding of either
the review standard or the nature of the delegation of
functions and authorities to USAID once IDCA was abolished,
USAID sent a follow-up letter to OMB on December 21, 1998
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(TAB P). That letter, which was cleared by Assistant
Secretary Kennedy on behalf of the Department, states, in
relevant part:

A. On Delegation of Authori ty: "... the Secretary will
delegate or redelegate to USAID the functions and
authorities needed to carry out its mission. This
will effect the President's April 18, 1997 decision,
subsequently confirmed in PL 105-277, designating
USAID as an independent establishment within the
Executive Branch. As we noted in our [December 17,
1998] letter, our review with state to date has
identified several IDeA-like coordination functions
in the Foreign Assistance Act that logically should
be reserved to the Secretary."

B. On exercising USAID budget functions under the
direct authority of the Secretary: "the standard we
have agreed on for the report is that the
Administrator will submit for the Secretary's
review, before they are transmitted to OMB or the
Congress, the GPRA-mandated strategic plan and
annual performance plan, the annual budget and
appeals, allocations and significant (in terms of
policy or money) reprogrammings of development and
other economic assistance. In this process the
Administrator will fully inform the Secretary
concerning these proposed functions and the
Secretary will inform the Administrator whether they
are consistent with the Administration's foreign
policy and other objectives. 1 There is no
disagreement between USAID and state on this point."

16. The substance of the understandings described in USAID's
December 17 and December 21 letters were made part of the
record in the memorandum transmitting the reorganization
report to the President (See Kammerer/Wechsler 12/22/98

1 The words "and other" were added by Mr. Thessin, who
explained that in addition to advising the Administrator
on foreign policy matters, there could be other cases
where the Secretary's position should also be taken into
account. The example he used was a situation where the
Administrator might want to propose a budget supplemental,
but the Secretary believed the political climate in
Congress was not propitious.
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memcon, (TAB Q). The fact that these understandings were
incorporated in the draft report submitted to the
President was also confirmed in a December 30, 1998 NSC
memorandum (TAB R), which stated that the NSC had approved
the report to the President only after being assured by
Mr. Kennedy that the Department concurred in, and had
formally cleared, USAID's December 21, 1998 letter (which
also incorporated by reference USAID's December 17, 1998
letter to Robert Kyle on the same subject).

As stated in USAID's December 17, 1998 letter to Mr. Kyle:

"The word "review" assumes a collaborative approach
[between the Administrator and the Secretary]. In
reaching agreement [with State] on this standard, we
have deliberately avoided words like "approve", "concur"
or "clear" in describing the Secretary's role ... We
believe this is an important distinction to maintain in
order to protect the President's decision that USAID's
long-term development mission be preserved and that
USAID continue to operate as a distinct agency with its
budget, policy, management, and implementation
authorities intact."

17. The agreement on this collaborative approach was further
reinforced in USAID's December 21 follow-up letter to Mr.
Kyle (TAB P), which noted that USAID and State had agreed
that if the Secretary found any of USAID's proposals
inconsistent with the Administration's foreign policy or
other objectives, she would inform the Administrator of her
concerns. The Administrator would then take into account
the Secretary's concerns in making USAID budget
recommendations and decisions. Any disagreements on the
appropriate course of action would be resolved directly
between the Secretary and the Administrator. 2

2 Section 1523 of the reorganization act authorizes the
Secretary to resolve policy, program, and funding disputes
among United States Government agencies. The logical
interpretion of this authority is that it relates to disputes
among agencies subject the Secretary's coordination
authority, e.g., a dispute between USAID and Treasury
relating to funds or programs covered by the reorganization
act. Even in such cases, OMB has made it clear that under the
constitution, and the President's inherent power over foreign
affairs, the President has the ultimate authority to resolve
disputes among agencies.



Clearances:
A/AlD:JBAtwood (draft)
DA/AlD:HCBabbitt (draft)
GC/LPA:RLester (draft)
AA/LPA:JBuckley (draft)
AA/M:TBrown (draft)
AA/PPC:TFox (draft)
PPC:TMorse (draft)

cc: AlD/e, JMichel
GC, SMCCallister
D/GC, STisa
DAA/M, RNygard
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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

April 18, 1997

FACT SHEET

Reinventing STATE, ACDA, USIA, and AID

"The era of big government is over." - Bill Clinton

President Clinton's plan brings an end to bureaucracies originally designed for the Cold
War, streamlines the Executive Branch's policy-making process, and enhances our
nation's ability to meet the growing foreign policy challenges of the 21st century. It puts
matters of international anns control, sustainable development, and public diplomacy
where they belong, at the heart of our foreign policy within a reinvented Department of
State. It incorporates key lessons from the private sector.

The Plan:

The State Department will undertake a new round of internal reinvention to incorporate
new organizations and to manage new responsibilities. This reinvention will
make the new State Department more effective and efficient and better able to
defend American interests and promote American values abroad.

The Arms Control and Disarmament Agency will be fully integrated with State within
. one year by merging both agencies' related arms control and nonproliferation

functions. The ACDA Director will be double-hatted as the Under Secretary of
State for Anns Control and International Security Affairs, and then the two
positions will be merged as Under Secretary/Senior Adviser to the President and
Secretary of State, which will be able to communicate with the President through
the Secretary of State. ACDA's unique advocacy role will be preserved and the
policy process supporting those efforts will be strengthened through additional
interagency responsibilities. Along with ACDA's technical and policy expertise,
its verification, compliance, and legal functions will be preserved.

The United States Information Agency and the State Department will be integrated
over a two-year period. During that process, the Director of USIA willce double
hatted as the new Under Secretary of State for Public Diplomacy. This process
will likely begin with an integration ofrelated functions, such as legislative and
public affairs; after that, the integration process will turn toward USIA's overseas
press expertise and State's press offices. The distinctiveness and editorial
integrity ofVoice of America and the broadcast agencies will be respected. A



new bureau will be created within the State Department to handle cultural and
exchange issues.

The Agency for International Development will remain a distinct agency, but will
share certain administrative functions with State and will report to and be under
the direct authority and foreign policy guidance of the Secretary of State. Within
two years, AID will integrate its press office and certain administrative functions.
The International Development Cooperation Agency, created in 1979, will be
abolished. The Secretary of State and AID Administrator will recommend what
further steps might be taken to eliminate duplication.

The President's plan was the result ofa long and deliberative process under the leadership
ofVice President Gore. This reorganization plan enjoys the support of the Secretary of
State and the heads of ACDA, AID, and USIA. In developing this plan, the Vice
President worked from three guiding principles:

The programs of ACDA, USIA, and AID must be preserved. Sustainable
development, nonproliferation, and public diplomacy are now more central than
ever to American foreign policy; our institutional arrangements should reflect
that. Moreover, there is no better time than the present to launch this process, at
the outset of a new term, a new Congress, and with a new Secretary of State.

Complexities must be fully acknowledged. Reinvention and integration should take
into account the central and continuing importance of reform of all of the agencies
including the State Department, the relative complexity of the smaller agencies
and anticipated level ofdifficulty in merging and integrating them, and the need
to preserve the unique skills and capabilities inherent in each of the agencies.
Any reorganization plan should be designed around our greatest strength -- the
abilities and expertise of the dedicated public servants who work in those
agencies.

The Executive and Legislative Branches must cooperate on foreign affairs. The need
for reorganization in the foreign policy agencies is also recognized by key
members ofCongress. Their views and expertise on these matters should inform
our process. Our ability to work together with the Congress on this endeavor
should encourage our bipartisan approach toward for foreign policy matters.

After much deliberation, the plan the Vice President devised strikes a sound balance
between the need for greater policy coherence and effectiveness with the necessity of
preserving the special missions and skills of the three smaller agencies.
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u.s. AGENCY FOR

lNTERNAnONAl

DEVELOPMENT

The Administrator

MEMORANDUM

March 13, 1997

TO: Task Force on Reorganization of Foreign Affairs
Functions

FROM: J. Brian AtwOOef6{

SUBJECT: USAID Response to Reorganization Options

My comments on the various options are all premised on basic
principles which I hope will guide us all as we consider what
advice to give the President on how to organize to carry out the
development/humanitarian mission. I will abbreviate my comments
on the options, but I ask that my general position be reflected
in the memo to the President.

My strong view is that the "integrative" options as applied
to USAID, whether imposed immediately or phased in, will
compromise our capacity to achieve strategic development goals,
and violate fundamental tenets of management theory.
Coordination between related functions for maximum effect in
carrying out our foreign policy goals will not be achieved by
blurring lines of authority, confusing systems of accountability
or mixing two very different professional perspectives with the
effect of suppressing one. This will not serve any Secretary of
State well.

The President has recognized that as we move toward a world
with 2 billion more people by the year 2020, we will need an
institutional capacity to perform the development/humanitarian
mission more than ever. Three principles must guide the
reorganization effort: 1) do not remove the legal protections
now afforded our long term strategic investments in development
assistance; 2) maintain management integrity and accountability
over these programs so that they can demonstrably achieve
results; and 3) do not downgrade the mission at a time when our
budget cuts have already diminished our ability to influence and
leverage other donors.
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The development/humanitarian mission1 is discrete within the
international affairs function. It supports and complements the
diplomatic mission, but it is distinct. USAID's strategic
framework for achieving development results requires a critical
focus of effort and resources. The diplomatic mission requires

. agility, rapid response, quick analysis, reporting and policy
formulation. The timeframe for closure in a development program
is longer term. The institutional capacity needed to achieve
strategic goals is more technical. The professional development
perspective emphasizes program and resource management, analysis
of a foreign nation's domestic condition (not its foreign policy
positions), prospective sustainability for an initiative, an
appreciation of how strategic goals (economic growth, population,
education, environment and democracy) can be made synergistic
and a keen awareness of what other donors are doing and how we
can influence their investments.

For these reasons it is vital to create a clear chain of
command. We place a premium on the achievement of results and
therefore see management accountability as essential. If the
development/humanitarian mission is integrated directly with a
different mission, our development program will be subject to the
natural pressures that are generated by an entirely different
professional perspective. This is why we must strongly oppose
all of the "integrative" options. We believe that these options
would lead to the demise of our nation's institutional capacity
to do this work and our international leadership role in the
development/humanitarian field.

As the attached chart prepared for the Secretary of State
reflects, coordination under the current arrangement is
extensive, from the country team to the seventh floor.
Ambassador's approve AID country strategies, State officials from
regional bureaus sit in on our performance-strategy review
sessions, they are invited to our budget sessions and they are
now being consulted on our GPRA strategic plan. I attend the
Secretary's staff meetings and we send a representative to the
Deputy Secretary's daily meeting. Hundreds more ad hoc and
scheduled meetings occur each week.

However, I have proposed an even more formal structure,
chaired by the Secretary, to deal with any perception that might

lArguably, these could be defined as two separate missions,
but this Administration, recognizing how important the synergies
were in an increasingly crisis prone world, has sold the donor
community on the concept of the relief-recovery-development
continuum and we have made great strides in relating our disaster
relief and food aid programs to our transition and development
strategies.
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exist that this is inadequate. The proposal would be to create
this structure by Executive Order. It should enhance the process
in that it provides a forum for discussing longer range issues
and a mechanism to consult on strategic plans and budgets.

When coordination has taken the form of integrating
operations it has historically failed and, in my view, the
current congressionally-imposed "coordinators" for NIS and SEED
are similarly flawed structures. The most often cited historic
example is the effort to merge USAID-State Latin American
operations during the Alliance for Progress. One USAID veteran
of that experience told me the following:

"We had two chains of command so we would play one against
the other depending on what we wanted to get done. Still,
the pressures to work only with governments (not NGOs) and
to try to influence their foreign policies were enormous.
We found ourselves offering balance of payments cash, not
for development purposes, but to bring influence. Finally,
as the Vietnam War came along, State lost interest in the
AII~ance and we were left holding the bag. Several long
term projects -- investments --had to be abandoned."

USAID's principle partner is the Department of State and our
most important function is to support u.S. foreign policy as it
deals with crisis mitigation, post crisis transitions and
preventive diplomacy (or crisis prevention). But we also support
our international economic and trade promotion strategies by
working with Treasury, AgricUlture and the Commerce Department
led Trade Promotion Coordinating Council. We support u.S.
environmental protection objectives working with EPA; disease
control objectives working with HHS and CDC; and judicial reform
working with the Justice Department. We are closely aligned with
the Department of Agriculture in the operation of our Food for
Peace Program and our agricultural research and development
programs which also benefit American farmers. Our work with the
World Bank, the other MDBs, the IMF and the UN voluntary agencies
is extensive as well. And, since their inception we have
backstopped and supported the Vice President's Binational
Commissions with Egypt, Russia, Ukraine and South Africa.

Were our budget to be prepared exclusively by the State
Department, these important domestic objectives would be
secondary at best. And, we as a government, would weaken our
development voice in dealing with other multilateral and
bilateral development organizations.

Finally, in the past four years, USAID has reinvented itself
not only to perform its traditional mission more effectively, but
to adjust to the need for rapid response in the post-Cold War
world. We created the Office of Transition Initiatives, the
state of the art in working in post-crisis environments. We have
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proactively introduced new concepts of crisis prevention,
including the President's Greater Horn Initiative. From Haiti,
to Bosnia, to South Africa to Russia, we have served the foreign
policy needs of the President and the Secretary, demonstrating
clearly the quality of our coordination with the State
Department. The "integrative" options will not add to our
capacity to carry out these tasks, but it will seriously harm it.

I can and will accept a solid line reporting relationship to
the Secretary of State, as was the case prior to 1979, that would
make the USAID Administrator a part of her own senior team and
would make USAID an autonomous part of the State Department.
Consistent with the three principles I have noted above, this
solid line relationship must allow the USAID Administrator to
exercise the fundamental management tools needed to run the
Agency: e.g., strategic planning, budget, personnel, financial
planning and accountability. At the same time, such a system
would enhance coordination, open the possibility of merging other
functions (the refugee function performed by PRM should be a part
of our Bureau for Humanitarian Response and could be absorbed
with significant cost savings given USAID's much stronger back-up
capacity), enhance not downgrade the development mission and
enable the United States to retain a distinct institutional"
capacity it will find even more indispensable in the future.

USAID's Preferred Option

The above considerations notwithstanding, my strong
preference is that the President adopt option 4C which is a
"process" option that will give this exercise the sense of
gravity it deserves. We will not serve the President well if we
attempt to create the structural architecture for the first part
of the 21st century in two weeks. Even if we happen on the right
choice, we will look as though we are doing it under political
pressure, it will be perceived as lacking the weight of a serious
examination and it will be accepted by Congress as the opening
offer of an extended negotiation with individuals who want either
to reduce the President's 150 account request or to eliminate one
or more entire missions. Presidential prerogative in' the
national security field will be compromised by such a negotiation
with Congress.

If 4A is combined with a Presidential Advisory Panel of
prestigious Americans from both parties, it will have added
weight. If 4A is combined with a new Executive Order creating ad
interim an International Affairs Policy Coordinating Council
chaired by the Secretary of State (to be modified when a
reorganization plan is approved by Congress), it will deny
opponents the argument that we are allowing our "uncoordinated"
arrangement to extend another year.

'.
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Other Options

Here are my brief comments on the other options in the "non
paper. II

Option #1 (for.merly 1A and 1B) -- Modernizing Without
Reorganizing

GAO studies have noted the tremendous disparities in the
levels of reinvention progress in the foreign policy agencies.
This option avoids the need to lire-doli what has already been
achieved under NPR-led efforts. The option also avoids creating a
super-bureaucracy, which will have its own management problems.
It has the benefit of having been the option supported by the
Vice President at the conclusion of the.last reorganization
exercise.

While this option may fall short of today's political
expectations, it is in many ways the most practical solution,
particularly if it is combined with technological changes and a
Coordination Council that would address the coordination
communication issues.

Option #2 . (focus is on 2C related to USArD) -- Merge one or more
agencies into the State Department

Agency Comment: This option is unacceptable except as I
have defined it above. As written in the non-paper, it does not
protect development resources. It downgrades the development
mission. It potentially distributes development functions to
several different bureaus of the State Department. Finally, it
clearly puts the development mission at risk.

The description of this option does not explain how USAID's
administrative support operations would be merged into State.
Most of USAID's support operations have been developed to service
a program agency (substantial financial resources are allocated
to accomplish measurable results) while State is a policy/service
agency. Functions like financial management and procurement could
be co-located, but they are substantially different and merger
would be time-consuming and costly.

The description of this option is unclear on a number of
points. As stated, the Under Secretary for International
Resources and Development would have responsibility for global
programs, but responsibility for implementation would fall to the
newly combined regional bureaus, presumably responsible to the
Under Secretary for Political Affairs. This is a prescription
for chaos within the State Department. Regarding options that
merge USIA and ACDA into State, I have no comment.
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Integrate all Four Agencies

Agency Comment: The option of an International Development
Foundation (IDF) should not be considered under either sub
option. First and foremost, putting long-term development
outside the purview of the executive branch would damage the
ability of the u.s. to conduct effective development assistance
programs because there would be no effective mechanism for either
setting or achieving results in support of u.s. foreign policy
goals. Second, experience has demonstrated that a mix of NGO and
government interventions are critical to achieving development
goals, particularly in the areas of economic growth via policy
reform and promoting democracy where government institutions need
to change. NGOs cannot access government ministries easily.
Finally, over time, the IDF budget would become an easy target
thereby resulting in a diminution of resources for international
affairs.

Option 3A might be workable assuming it uses the Defense
Department model where different services with distinct cultures
serve under common leadership. Using this model, each of the
three agencies would become a separate agency within an expanded
Department of State rather than being merged into State's
existing structure as bureaus or under secretaries. This would
have the advantage of retaining the clarity of missions and the
separate cultures that support those missions. USAID, for
example, could revert to pre-1979 organizational arrangements, in
which the Administrator would retain his current title and level
while reporting directly to the Secretary of State. The heads of
ACDA and USIA could also remain as Directors within State.

Regarding 3A and 3B, see comments above. The issue for
USAID is not the timing, it is the substance.

Option #4 (combines 4A, B and C and eliminates D) -- A Study by a
Commission of Experts

Agency Comment: USAID favors 4C, see above discussion.
Properly structured, anyone of these studies can provide a
serious look at our foreign affairs responsibilities in the years
ahead and help define how to achieve them while bringing the best
available expertise to bear. No llquick fix" reorganization
option, whatever its content, can meet this test. Any study must
address our problems of foreign affairs direction and management
honestly and in a nonpartisan fashion, and it must seek the
widest possible range of inputs.

Irrespective of the particular study that might be adopted,
the mandate given the Commission/Panel must be to avoid moving
boxes in the absence of a rationale for moving them. The first
step should be a serious assessment of the world in which we are
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to operate and a revalidation or modification of the various
foreign affairs missions. Only then does it make sense to move
to the second step and determine what should be done with respect
to management and organization issues.

Any "Commission" plan would then only work if that plan is
voted up or down by Congress under a previously legislated
reorgani?ation authority (see 4C). This keeps the President in
the driver's seat and protects his prerogative to organize the
Executive Branch as he sees fit.

Attachment:
As stated.

cc: Vice President
Secretary of State
National Security Advisor
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Key Collaboration Efforts: Department of State & USAID
Leadership Secretary & Deputy Secretary - Admin.istrator

Manager-to-Manager Discussions
Programs in High Priority Countries
Summits & International Conferences
Congressional Strategies
Administrative Reforms

Other USG: NSC

Principals Meetings
Administration Initiatives (e.g., GHAQ
150 Strategies & Reviews
High Level USG Travel

.Management Under Secretary - Assistant Administrator

ICASS
StarftnglNSDD-38
SecuritylHealth and other Joint Services
TechnologyllRM Planning

OperationaUAdministrator BUdget Formulation
FBO Building/Space UtDization & Problems
Evacuations
FSN Policies

Policy and
Global Issues

Humanitarian!
Crisis
Assistance

Other USG: OMB, Treasury, OPM, DOTIMaritlme, USDAlFood Logistics,
CFO Council, DOD, OFPP, PCMI, GAO

State/Global Affairs, OES, 10, EB & SRP DRL - USAID PPC & G

Country and Program Priorities
Policy Issues related to Intemational Organizations
International Conferences
Donor Coordination
Sector Policies/Approaches and Technical Support

Other USG: DOE, HHS, USDA, USTR, TPCC, EPA

S1PRM, G, PM, 10, DRL - USAlDIBHR (with relevant Regional Bureaus)

Food A1d1ReJlef CoordinatlonlNGO Uaison
UN and Other Donor Burden Sharing
Coordinating MilitaryOps in Emergency & Transition COuntries
Crises PreventionlTransltion Strategy Support
Support for Regional Initiatives
Disaster Earty Warning

Other USG: USDA, DOD

Country
Programsl
Wash., D.C.

Assistant secretary - Assistant Administrator; AF - AFR; ARA - LAC; EAPINEAlSA • ANE; EUR - EM

Approval of Mission Strategies & Strategic Objectives Assessing Program & Country Perfonnance
Country Resource Allocation/150 Account Reviews Identl1lcation Key Policy Issues
Stafftng LeveislNSDD-38 HIIJ and OMB ConSUltations
High-level Working Groups Coordinating Inter-agency activities
Political/SociaUEnvironmental1Economic and Debt Uaison with MOBs and Donors
Coordinating Disaster Response Consultative GrouplRound Table Preparation
implementing Regional Initiatives HostinglBrieftng for High Level Visitors
Preparation/Coordinating Congressional Testimony Responding to Public InqUiries

• Special State Coordinators for NIS, CEE, Bosnia, Ireland, TUrkey. Cyprus

Other USG: All agencies, as needed

In-The-Field Ambassador - USAID DirectorlRepresentative

Strategic P1anningndentlfication of Sectors and Strategic Objectives
Economic, Social, D/G, Crisis Analyses Analysis of Country CommitmentlQuaJlty of Partnership
Results Review and Resource Request (R-4) Conduct of Policy Dialogue
Donor Coordination Country Team Coordination
Technical Support for Embassy Projects Support for U.S. Business
Disaster Preparedness and Response NGO Partners: Facilitation/Support/Coordination
Graduation/DownsizingiClose-outs Strategies StaffinglNSDD-38
RepresentationaIlCODELs/STAFFDELs OmcelResidence Space Planning

Other USG: All agencies, as needed.



U.S. AGE'CY FOR

lNTER.'1ATIONAL

DE\I'ELO~IENT

The: ..l.dministrator

March 31, 1997

UNCLASSIFIED

MEMORANDUM FOR: The President

FROM, J. Brian AtWOOd~
SUBJECT: Reorganization of Foreign Affairs Agencies

USAID's Preferred Option

USAID has been successful in pursuing its development/
humanitarian mission1 and in supporting u.S. foreign policy goals
because its reformed management systems are more capable today of
achieving measurable results and responding in crisis and
transition situations. In our view, if the agency were merged on
an integrated basis into the State Department, it would be far
less capable of performing both its long-term mission and its
crisis/transition tasks. This is the conclusion the Vice
President reached in 1995 and that you supported when you vetoed
Senator Helms' bill last year. Senator Helms' agenda, I believe,
continues to be to abolish foreign aid.

If it is necessary, however, to clarify the chain of command
in order and to create a new partnership between development and
diplomacy, I would suggest placing an autonomous USAID under the
Secretary of State. The organizational authority that created
the International Development Cooperation Agency (IDCA) in 1979
gave vastly expanded powers to its director (for the past 17
years, the USAID Administrator) and a direct reporting line to

lArguably, these could be defined as two separate missions,
but this Administration, recognizing how important the synergies
are between development and humanitarian programs in an
increasingly crisis prone world, has developed the concept of the
relief-recovery-development continuum. Our disaster relief and
food aid programs to our transition and development strategies.
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the President. This well-intentioned effort to improve
coordination on development issues has never functioned well
although it contains vital statutory authorities for USAID.

The preferred USAID option is, therefore, to rescind the
IDCA statute and to create a solid line reporting relationship to
the Secretary of State. The Administrator's current authorities
to protect long-term development resources and the management
instruments essential for this soecialized mission would be
retained under this option. -

If this approach is combined with a new Policy Coordination
Council chaired by the Secretary (see Tab C of options memo), and
is promoted as a new partnership, we believe this would be well
received in Congress .. If the Secretary embraces this change and
indicates that she will use the USAID Administrator as a member
of her senior team, the change will acquire real meaning and will
create a healthy. new partnership between the two institutions
under her leadership.

Why an Autonomous USAID?

When President Kennedy sent legislation to Congress in 1961,
creating USAID, he said: "If our foreign aid funds are to be
prudently and efficiently used, we need a unified administration
and operations -- a single agency in Washington and in the
field. II The end of the Cold War makes this principle even more
compelling as the development challenge grows and budgets fall.

Last year a joint study of six European donors led by the
British Overseas Development Institute and the European Centre
for Development Policy Management concluded that " ... donor
structures and organizations are considered more likely to be
effective in aid delivery and potential development impact if:
(a) they unify all aid instruments and aid recipients under
single direction; (b) they have the maximum possible autonomy in
relation to diplomatic and commercial pressures; (c) a high
degree of operational freedom in the use and management of aid
expenditures within countries; (d) adequate personnel in the
field ... ; and (e) a sufficient level of specialist skills
available ... 11

USAID's mission supports and complements the diplomatic
mission, but it is distinct. The professional development
perspective emphasizes program and resource management, .analysis
of a foreign nation's domestic condition (not its foreign policy
positions), the prospective sustainability of a given initiative,
an appreciation of how strategic goals (economic growth,
population, environment and democracy) can reinforce one another,
and a keen awareness of what other donors are doing and how we
can influence their investments.
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-The diplomatic mission, on the other hand, requires agility,
rapid response, quick analysis, reporting and policy formulation.
The perspective is short term and resources tend to be seen as
tactical assets, not strategic investments.

For USAID, it is vital to maintain a clear chain of command
and management systems that hold employees and partners
accountable for results. If the development/humanitarian mission
is integrated with the diplomatic mission, it will be subject to
predictable pressuresj for example, the strong tendency to expend
resources for current crises and/or to disburse them broadly to
enhance diplomatic, as opposed to development, effectiveness.

Adapting to a Crisis-Prone World

The argument that State needs to control USAID's resources
and assets to respond to crisis is not a valid one. In the past
four years, USAID has been restructured to provide the Secretary
and the President with a greatly enhanced capacity to respond to
crises and to post-crisis transition situations. These changes
have enabled USAID to playa lead role in support of u.S. foreign
policy priorities in Bosnia, Haiti, South Africa and the West
Bank/Gaza.

Nor is day-to-day coordination a problem. It is extensive
at all levels, in Washington and in the field. Integration of
USAID's assets into State could in fact compromise our
government's capacity to serve the program needs of our foreign
policy by muddling management accountability. Meanwhile, long
term developme~t, the antidote to crisis, would be placed at
risk.

The Practical Problems of Merger

Merging USAID into State would confront the Administration
with a host of practical problems as well. For example:

--USAID is the only agency of the four that is funded by a
separate Appropriations Subcommittee and a separate
appropriations bill, the Foreign Operations Appropriation.
Merger on an integrated basis would mean that those
Subcommittees would lose their oversight and control over
USAID and its programs. The Subcommittee chairs and senior
minority members on both sides have already recommended
against merger.

--USAID has begun consolidating all its operations,
including all 2,600 of its Washington staff, under one roof
in the new Federal Triangle Building. A full merger of
USAID into State would almost certainly require changing the
terms of this arrangement and would cost the government at



4

least $200 million.

--USAID's principal partner is the DOS, but USAID supports
other import~nt domestic objectives, coordinating closely
with EPA, HHS, Justice, Agriculture, Commerce and Treasury.
These unique and effective partnerships could be weakened by
an integrated form of merger, damaging our ability to
achieve both domestic and foreign environmental, disease
control, and agricultural research goals.

USAID's Role as Leader of the Donor Community

USAID and its predecessor agencies created the so-called
donor community, the now 21 nations that comprise the Development
Assistance Committee (DAC) of the OECD. We have provided the
intellectual and practical leadership that has produced a strong
consensus on how development work is done. A USAID professional
has always chaired the DAC.

Most of the 21 members of the DAC have organized their
foreign assistance programs under independent or semi-independent
organizations headed by the equivalent of a Cabinet Secretary.
Not coincidentally, two national programs generally perceived to
be less effective in terms of achieving results (Japan and Italy)
are subsumed under the foreign ministries of their respective
countries.

USAID is still seen as the strongest bilateral development
agency. The USAID Administrator represents the United States at
the Development Assistance Committee of the OECD, the annual
Tidewater meetings (of development ministers), at World Bank
Consultative Groups and with the various development
organizations of the United Nations. The integration options
could compromise our unique capacity to influence and leverage
other donors.

USAID as Reinvention Laboratory

USAID has made great progress as a reengineered agency under
the National Performance Review since 1993 when the entire agency
became an experimental lab in the Reinvention of Government
Program. We have overhauled USAID from top to bottom by
reorganizing and eliminating 90 organizational units; creating a
strategic framework for development (even before GPRA); .reducing
project design by 75 percent; cutting regulations by 55 percent;
cutting competitive contract award time by over 50 percent;
introducing reforms to open USAID's procurement to the best
expertise in America; developing a new electronic acquisition and
procurement planning system that replaces 65 different systems
and eliminates most paperwork; creating new offices for rapid
transitional response, democracy and governance and technical
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support; reengineering systems to emphasize results, partici
pation and teamwork; and enhancing USAID's partnerships with
NGO's.

The management changes, the new systems and the strategic
plan all were designed to accomplish more effectively the
development/humanitarian mission. Integrating this mission with
a different one would mean losing the benefits of these changes
and could once again raise serious questions of confidence in our
government's ability to account for foreign aid resources.

Congressional Motives

The principal proponent of fully integrating USAID into the
Department of State is Senator Helms, who is ideologically
opposed to long-term sustainable development. Senator Helms'
position on foreign aid is not grounded in a desire for good
governance. His 1995 Committee Report on the Foreign Aid Bill
makes clear his ultimate intention: "providing development
assistance is not vital to United States national security
interests USAID has outlived its usefulness and should be
abolished. II While the reference is to the agency, Senator Helms
would abolish the. development mission itself.

There are many thoughtful members of Congress who do not
share Senator Helms' views of either foreign assistance or USAID.
Among Republicans, key members of USAID's Oversight Committees,
like Senator Lugar and McConnell and Representatives
Livingston and Callahan, have shown no interest in supporting
Senator Helms in his crusade to abolish foreign aid. These
members and many more on the Democratic side believe that a
merger into State would kill the foreign aid program.

Conclusion

I strongly believe that a merger package that contains
meaningful reform at the State Department, the merger of some
agencies, the ending of duplication over time and the
reconsolidation of USAID into State as described herein, will
satisfy most of those urging change on the Hill. We need to
undertake this reorganization with care and phase it in over
time. Most importantly, we should try to do no harm.

As we move toward a world with 2 billion more people by the
year 2020, we will need an institutional capacity to undertake
the development/humanitarian mission more than ever. I urge you
to reaffirm the importance of this mission and to preserve the
autonomy of USAID. That would be an appropriate way to mark the
50th anniversary of the Marshall Plan.
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Executive Summary

On April 18, 1997, the White House annoWlced the Administration's plan to reorganize
U.S. foreign affairs agencies. These recommendations, developed through the
cooperative efforts of the Department of State, the U.S. Agency for International
Development, the U.S. Anns Control and Disarmament Agency, and the U.S.
Infonnation Agency, fill in the details of that plan. Dozens of employees meeting in task
forces conducted the analysis and helped shape a new Department of State to meet the
challenges of the 21st century.

Current Resources

Agency U.S. Employees Other Employees 1997 FWlds
(FSNs)* (in $ millions)

State 115,179 8,178 $4,674
USIA 4,740** 2,268 1,059**
ACDA 313*** 9 41.5
Total 20,223 10,455 5,774.5

*Foreign Service National employees.
**Figures include broadcasting functions of USIA (2,808 positions and $385
million), which Congress is considering making an independent agency.
***Figure includes military and civilian detailees.

Key Features of New Department of State
• Integrated arms control, nonproliferation, and disannament function joining with the

international security and political-military function headed by a strengthened Under
Secretary with five bureaus consolidated into three;

• Integrated public diplomacy function in support ofU.S. foreign policy with a new
Under Secretary guiding the public diplomacy and public affairs missions;

• New partnership between foreign policy goals and foreign aid strategies;
• More than 7,000 employees from ACDA, USIA, and USAID to be incorporated, in

Washington and overseas;
• Consolidated policy support and management functions, with efficiencies from

streamlining administrative processes to be realized after integration completed.

Arms Control, Nonproliferation, and International Security
The integrated foreign policy missions of ACDA and the State Political-Military Bureau
will be directed by an Under Secretary with an expanded portfolio that includes
communicating with the President through the Secretary of State. This Under
Secretary/Senior Adviser to the President and Secretary of State for Anns Control,
Nonproliferation, and Disarmament will also lead the interagency process on

..



/~tion issues, and work closely with the NSC staff in managiog the arms
control policy process. A Special Adviser with a small staff will report directly to the
Under Secretary on critical verification and compliance issues. During the transition
period, the Director ofACDA will be "double-hatted" to perform the functions of the
Under Secretary on an interim basis. While ACDA's legal counsel will be integrated with
the State Legal Adviser, the unique ACDA legal functions will be preserved by
establishing a new Associate Legal Adviser position with responsibility for arms control
and nonproliferation matters. AnTIs control activities presently handled elsewhere in
State, outside the Political-Military Bureau, will be consolidated into this new structure.
Total resources (in FY-97 terms) are estimated at about 570 permanent full-time positions
and less than $70 million.

Public Diplomacy and Public Affairs
USIA's public diplomacy programs - targeting foreign audiences in support ofD.S.
policies -- will be focused under the direction ofa new Under Secretary for Public
Diplomacy and Public Affairs. This office will include public diplomacy bureaus dealing
with the functions ofInternational Educational and Cultural Affairs and International
Information Programs, as well as State's domestic Public Affairs Bureau. Public
diplomacy staffs will be added to each State regional and functional bureau, while USIA's
overseas staffwill transfer into the State regional bureaus. The greatest challenge in
integrating USIA was how to take account of the long-time Congressional concern
legislated under the Smith-Mundt Act and the Zorinsky Amendment, which prohibit
USIA's resources from being used to influence American public opinion. The resources
(in FY-97 terms) to be devoted to public diplomacy are estimated at 3,200 positions and
$500 million, including approximately $210 million in resources devoted to overseas
operations and $185 million in exchange programs. Another 2,800 positions and $385
million are identified with international broadcasting functions (including the Voice of
America) which Congress has proposed to be an independent entity, although the
Secretary would have a seat on the Broadcasting Board of Governors.

International Development
Consistent with the President's decision, the International Development Cooperation
Agency (IDCA) will be abolished. USAID will remain a distinct agency, and its
Administrator will report to and be under the direct authority and foreign policy guidance
of the Secretary of State. In addition, efforts will be made to improve coordination
between State and USAID regional bureaus and to eliminate any duplication among their
global programs. USAID will integrate its press operations with State by October 1,
1998. The new International Cooperative Administrative Support Services (ICASS)
system for supporting overseas operations, which becomes fully operational on-October
1, 1997, will be the basis for shared administrative services, along with increased shared
domestic administration of travel, storage of household effects, and training.



/' Consolidating Policy Support and Management Functions
The three fully integrated agencies will standardize these operations with common
systems that incorporate the best practices ofeach agency.
• Legal Affairs - ACDA and USIA staffs will be consolidated with the State Legal

Adviser's Office. ACDA's unique legal functions will be preserved in newly created
units in the Legal Adviser's Office that will serve the Under Secretary in his role as
Senior Adviser to the President. The Freedom ofInformation, privacy; and
declassification functions currently located in ACDA and USIA legal offices will join
State's Bureau ofAdministration. USIA General Counsel staffwho review Exchange
Visitor visa waivers will join the Bureau of Consular Affairs. USIA General Counsel
staffwho designate Exchange Visitor visas will join the Bureau of International
Educational and Cultural Affairs.

• Congressional Liaison - Units of ACDA and USIA will join the State Bureau for
Legislative Affairs, providing senior representatives at the deputy assistant secretary
level for the arms control and public diplomacy functions.

• Press and Public Affairs - Domestic press relations staffs from all four agencies
will be drawn together under the Bureau ofPublic Affairs, which will fall under the
overall direction of the Under Secretary for Public Diplomacy and Public Affairs.

• Management - Central management functions'will be integrated within the
appropriate bureaus under State's Under Secretary for Management. These include
Information Management, Overseas Facilities and Operations, Domestic Facilities,
Logistics, Diplomatic Security, Financial Management, Grants, and Human
Resources. EEO functions will merge into a unit reporting to the Secretary.

• Executive Offices - At the bureau level these will be similar to current State models.

Changes in Legislation
Legislation is being sought to abolish USIA, ACDA, and IDCA, and transfer their
missions and authorities to the Department of State. Appropriate conforming changes in
statutes and regulations will replace current references to the agencies and reflect the new,
consolidated structure.USAP.tWill be established in law as ail agency ofth~ U.S:
r~?~~,rnment, and ~~riti~:Willbe redelegated to it by the Secretary of~~~.

Implementation Timeline
While some procedures for implementing reorganization will flow from the requirements
ofthe Foreign Affairs Authorization bill (currently in conference), the Department will
establish a reorganization office, guided by a senior Oversight Committee, to coordinate
and monitor implementation over the next 2-3 years.

Throughout the implementation process, affected agencies will continue to consult on
planning and detailed sequencing of the thousands of "nuts and bolts" actions -- from new
position descriptions to office space planning and relocations -- that must be
accomplished to integrate all operations by the effective dates mandated by the
President's decision and by legislation..
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./ Implementation will include extensive two-way communications with stakeholders and

employees to take into consideration their concerns, mitigate potential negative impacts,
and gain the professional commitment of these groups to a new, reinvented State
Department.

Continuing State Department Reinvention
The State reinvention effort has recently established a new role for Under Secretaries in
strategic planning, priority-setting, and resource management decisions, and strengthened
the role ofAssistant Secretaries in foreign policy coordination and implementation.

The reorganization task forces suggested many additional improvements to current
operations. Some are appropriate to fold into implementation efforts. Consideration of
some reengineering initiatives can begin right away. More extensive proposals involving
changes in overall operational priorities, management reform and restructure, or broader
interagency relations will be the subject ofa reinvention/reengineering effort which will
coordinate closely with the GPRA process and any other initiative authorized by the
Secretary. For these reinvention efforts to succeed, senior management must provide
visible, sustained support.



The Development Assistance Mission

What Will Happen to the U.S. Agency for International
Development (USAID)

Background
The President's decision in April retains USAID as a distinct agency with a separate
appropriation. The Administration's plan places the USAID Administrator under the direct
authority and foreign policy guidance of the Secretary of State and abolishes the International
Development Cooperation Agency (lDCA). It also requires that USAID integrate its press office
and certain administrative functions with the Department of State. In addition, it calls on the
Secretary of State and the USAID Administrator to recommend what further steps will be taken
to eliminate duplication.

Abolition of IDeA and Delegation of Authorities
Several steps will be taken to effect t:p.e President's decision and to provide the "direct authority"
relationship specified. In essence, the "dotted" organizational line between USAID and State
will be "blackened," with the Administrator having most authorities derived by redelegation
from the Secretary of State. The Administrator will report to and be under the direct'au~ority
and foreign-policy guidance of the Secretary of State. The USAID Administrator will carry out
!he approved overall assistance and economic cooperation strategy. The following legislative
and administrative steps will also be needed.

Reorganization Plan No.2 of 1979 - which established IDCA, with USAID as a component, to
coordinate economic assistance programs ofU.S. government agencies - will need to be
repealed. The repeal ofReorganization Plan No.2 and the enactment of conforming
amendments will return those functions now vested in IDCA or its director back to USAID or the
Secretary of State, as was the case prior to 1979.

E.G. 12163, which delegated most Foreign Assistance Act assistance-related authorities to
IDCA, will need to be revoked. A new executive order will need to be issued or E.G. 12163
amended, delegating all the functions vested by law in the President to the Secretary of State,
except for those reserved to the President or specifically delegated to another agency. 1bis
would be consistent with the framework prior to the establishment ofIDCA. Legislation would
also establish USAID as an agency of the U.S. government.

In keeping with USAID as a distinct agency and consistent with the Secretary's direct authority
~,.Joreigp:P9.!Jcy guidance,.§iYiSi~no~ ~_!p~~§':ei~le'theS~J!rt ~delega~)Q." !
Y§/JD furictionS:iiiid'i1.1tfi6rities thatl)SAID,-curreiitly exerciSes, ,!iIid:tliat~3re~co.A~~ ~/
pj1e~oiiifrQ.~1l?~&-j 'P!~sfSVoUidiiicilide auih~rity: ': ._- ..
... ~~~y'~p~rtionmentsfor development assistance and other economic assistance

.appropnations;J
~-.....-;:. .....,:"i·~· ..., •



Integration of Press Office and Certain Administrative Functions
Not later than October 1, 1998, USAID's press office will be merged with State's Public Affairs
Bureau. The eight USAID public affairs staff working in press relations will become State
Department public affairs officers. Seven of these public affairs officers will be located at the
USAID offices in the Ronald Reagan Building and one will be within State's Public Affairs
Bureau as the "USAID Desk Officer." The seven public affairs officers will be located at
USAID in order to provide full, coordinated media support services to USAID's Administrator,
Deputy Administrator, Assistant Administrators, and regionaVfunctional bureaus. When it
becomes technologically feasible, USAID will share its newsclipping and other media
monitoring services with State.

The reorganization will include the consolidation of certain USAID administrative functions with
those of State. Two years ago, State and USAID began to consolidate overlapping administrative
support functions. Much has been accomplished or is now in progress. A memorandum of .
understanding between the two agencies, specifying agreem~nts in four new areas for shared
services that would provide logical, efficient, and effective operations, has been prepared. These
seI'Vlces are:

• Support -- The two agencies are implementing joint agreements to have State process the
retirement of USAID Foreign Service Officers and provide retirement counseling, use the
same travel contract, and collocate USAID's headquarters mainframe computer
operations with State's, as well as a number of other small agreements for joint
headquarters services.

• ICASS -- State and USAID will implement the International Cooperative Administrative
Support Service (ICASS) system to maximize shared administrative services, using the
concept ofbest practices and considering the cost and quality ofservices.

• Training - USAID will expand its use of State training services, e.g., foreign language
training from State. State and USAID will also develop professional and technical
training programs together to the maximum extent possible.

• Storage - State will try to accommodate USAID's needs for storage of employees'
household goods. The two agencies already share other transportation and storage
services.

Regional Bureau Coordination and Global Program Relations
Current Status: Overall, existing policy coordination between the DepartIpent and USAID is
highly effective. The leadership ofboth institutions recognizes the need fof such coordination
and the division of responsibility is clear. The Secretary exercises direct~uthority and provides
foreign policy guidance, and within this context the Administrator budgets for development
programs, creates development policy, implements development assistance and other economic
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, ",v~~i~~ce programs, and manages and administers assistance programs. There is some variation
in coordination structure among the regional bureaus of the two agencies -- particularly where
there are legislatively defined State Department "Coordinators" associated with USAID's Bureau
for Europe and the New Independent States (NIS) of the former Soviet Union. And there are
major differences in the functions and structure of the global programs of State and USAID.
• Coordination at the Strategic Planning Level-- Both,State and USAID are developing

strategic plans in the context of the Government Performance and Results Act (GPRA).
USAID has worked with State in developing the "International Affairs Strategic Plan" and
has coordinated with the Department in developing its own "Strategic Framework."

• Other Structured Coordination -- The two agencies jointly participate in staff meetings,
interagency working groups and task forces, binational conunissions, and international
meetings.

• Informal Coordination -Much of the day-to-day exchange of information, clearance of
messages, and relationship-building is informal, including frequent telephone calls or
"dropping by" at the staff level, and joint participation in meetings and briefmgs. These
professional relationships are less visible than formal arrangements, but play an essential role
in identifying early on issues of importance to both institutions. Similar informal discussions
are held at the State Assistant Secretary-USAID Assistant Administrator level.

• Relationships in the Field - The USAID Director (or USAID Representative) is a member
of the Aplbassador's country team. USAID is an active participant in the development of the
embassy annual planning process, and the Ambassador usually signs off on the USAID R4
(Resul!Sf,Review~', and Resource Reques~) submission. The Ambassador assesses the
performance of the USAID mission director and deputy director as part of the annual
performance appraisal process.

• Relationships Between the Global Programs -- There are significant differences between
State and USAID global programs - both in structure and in function. State conducts the
diplomatic functions, including negotiating international treaties on global issues. USAID
develops and manages strategies and programs in those sectors that are critical to sustainable
development. Notwithstanding the differences in missions, the differences in personnel skills
needed to accomplish,the different missions, and the lack of symmetry between USAID and
State bureaus handling global issues/programs, collaboration has been good.

Constraints: Most of the constraints identified relate to different procedures and
communication rather than to any serious issue with coordination ofU.S. foreign policy and
USAID assistance strategies. These include inconsistencies between regions and between the
mandates ofUSAID and State central bureaus, and ownership of coordination (conunitment to
effective coordination is unevenly shared across the State and USAID regional b~aus).

State and USAID are connected via e-mail only through the unclassified system. Many State
officials have only classified channel equipment at their desk, making easy exchange of
messages and documents difficult since USAID only uses unclassified e-mail. On the State side,
cables with a limited distribution and classified or restricted e-mail are a significant form of
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communication. USAID does not have routine access to this channel. With USAID's move to
the Reagan Building, it will be essential to focus on maintaining the strong current working
relationships, particularly at the working level, and to improve communications technology.

The Case ofEastern Europe and the Republics of the Former Soviet Union: Due to the need
for high-profile interagency coordination at the startup of~sistance to Eastern Europe and the
NIS, special Coordinators were established at State, including USAID activities. There are close
professional relationships and interactions between the USAID offices and the offices of the
Coordinators, but the dual channels for oversight and responsibility for programmatic decisions
have frequently led to bureaucratic gridlock.

Next Steps: In accord with the President's decision, a development coordination task force or
similar mechanism should review and test new management procedures to improve coordination
between State and USAID's regional bureaus and to examine potential areas of cooperation on
further refonns that would eliminate any duplication between bureaus within the Office of the
Under Secretary for Global Affairs and USAID's Bureau ofGlobal Affairs.

...
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FOREIGN AFFAIRS REFORM AND RESTRUCTURING ACT

CONFERENCE REPORT

REPORT
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l05TH CONGRESS} {
2d Session HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. GILMAN, from the committee of conference,
submitted the following

[To accompany H.R. 1757]

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
1757), to consolidate international affairs agencies, to authorize ap
propriations for the Department of State and related agencies. for
fiscal years 1998 and 1999, and to ensure that the enlargement of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) proceeds in a man
ner consistent with United States interests, to strengthen relations
between the United States and Russia, to preserve the prerogatives
of the Congress with respect to certain arms control agreements,
and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference,
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate and agree to the same with an amendment as
follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate
amendment, insert the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the "Foreign Affairs Reform. and Re- .
structuring Act of 1998".
SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) DIVISIONS.-This Act is organized into three divisions as fol
lows:

(1) DIVISION A-Foreign Affairs Agencies Consolidation Act
of 1998.

(2) DIVISION B.-Foreign Relations Authorization Act, Fis
cal Years 1998 and 1999.

(3) DIVISION C.-United Nations Reform Act of 1998.
59-006
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lrovides in subsections (a) and
III, not later than the date of
transfer of any function of AID
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to the Department of State at
rate of basic payor basic sal

'e held immediately preceding

transfer. Thus, members of the Foreign Service will transfer to the
Department in the same Foreign Service class (or in the case of
Foreign Sez:vice nationals, at the same grade), at the same salary
rate, and with the same tenure held prior to transfer. Civil Service
eI?l?loyees. transferred to the Department will transfer at the same
CiVlI Service grade, at the same rate of basic pay, and with the
same tenure held prior to transfer. Tenure, in this context, refers
to the e~p.1oyment status of the employee (e.g., probationary, ca
reer conditional, or career tenure). This provision is also intended
t? ensure that the type of appointment (e.g., Civil Service competi
tive or excepted service appointment, or Foreign Service career or
limited appointment) held immediately preceding transfer will re
main unchanged by reason of the transfer.

Subsection (c) authorizes the Secretary, for a period of not
more than six months commencing on the effective date of the
transfer of personnel to the Department under subsections (a) and
(b), to .assign such personnel to any position or set of duties at any
grade m the Department except t~at by virtue of such assignment,
such personnel shall not have their grade or class or rate of basic
payor basic salary rate reduced, nor their tenure changed. Al
though the Secretary's authority to make assignments under this
subse~tion is limite~ to a six-month period following transfer, the
duratlOn of any asSignment made pursuant to this authority and
the retention of grade may continue indefinitely, as long as the em
ployee remains in a position to which slhe is assigned during the
six month period. This provision will overcome any requirement for
the Department of State involuntarily to demote or reassign per
sonnel at the end of the six-month period, even though the number
of employees who retain a particular grade may exceed the number
of positions at that grade level. This provision does not, however,
provide Civil Service personnel with a guaranteed grade if, for ex
ample, they apply for and obtain another position or the Depart
ment chooses to employ reduction in force procedures to reduce the
number of Department employees. The Secretary shall consult with
the relevant labor organizations with regard to the exercise of this
authority. This subsection gives the Secretary the flexibility to as
sign and reassign for a six month period transferred personnel to
any position within the Department after they have been trans
ferred to the Department, except to positions that by law require
appointment by the President, by and with the advice and consent
of the Senate.

REORGA.l\lIZATION OF AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

The bill requires that AID's Press Office and certain adminis
trative functions be transferred to and consolidated with the De
partment of State. The committee of conference is aware that the
Department of State and the Agency for International Development
recently entered into an agreement to implement the President's
April 1997 decision that these two agencies should share certain
administrative functions.

The single largest change will occur overseas as the Inter
national Cooperative Administrative Support Services (ICASS) sys
tem is put into place. ICASS is designed to provide AID with the
data and other information needed to compare the costs of services



within the system that encourages the use of the most economic
service provider. Both agencies will, over the next fiscal year, wor:k
to maximize shared administrative support services. As part of this
agreement, both agencies agree to analyze jointly the data gen
erated by ICASS to identify opportunities where one or the other
agency can expand shared services.

Also AID had agreed already to have the Department of State
provide ~etirement processing for Forei~ Service .offi~ers, retire
ment counseling for AID officers, and slte consolidatlOn of AID
headquarters' computer op~rations. According to .the AdmiI?-istra
tion, these are either now lmplemented or on thelr way to lmple
mentation.

Further AID has agreed to expand its use of training services
offered by the Department of State. Specifically, AID will attempt
to obtain all of its foreign language training from the Department
of State. In addition, State and AID have agreed to jointly develop
training programs so that other professional and technical training
can be snared to the maximum extent possible.

The Department of State has agreed to try to accommodate
AID by taking responsibility for storage of employees' household
goods. In addition, Sta.te and AID alr~ady s~are other .transpor
tation and storage servlces, and they will contmue to reVIew these
areas for other opportunities. The commi!tee of conference expec~s
AID and the State Department to contmue to explore areas m
which additional consoliaation and cost savings can occur and that
the Foreign Relations Committee and the International Relations
Committee will be notified of such progress.

ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS COORDINATION AND OVERSIGHT

The bill provides for the coo.rdination of a~tivities of the ~e~
retary of State in relation to Umted ~tates asslstance. The actlyt
ties include designing of an overall asslstance strategy for countnes
in the region; ensuring the coordination of United States govern
ment agencies' coordinating with the individual country govern
ments and international organizations; and resolving policy dis
putes among United States government agencies with respect to
assistance being provided. . . .

This coordination authority does not supersede the respoDSlbll
ity of the Secretary of Commerce in relation to the promotion of ex
ports of United States goods and services. Nor does this s?persede
the responsibility of the Secretary of the Treasury to coordinate the
activities of the United States in relation to· the International Fi
nancial Institutions, and the organization of multilateral efforts
aimed at currency stabilization, currency convertibility, debt reduc
tion, and comprehensive economic reform programs.

This section of the bill is essential to bring improved coordina
tion and rationalization to U.S. overseas economic and development
assistance programs. The establishment within the Department of
State of this coordination function will ensure that, in the future,
foreign aid programs are bei~g c~ed out in a manner con~iste~t
with our nations overall forelgn pollcy. It furthers the Presldent s
goal of establishing the Secretary of State's pre-eminence in foreign
policy making. According to the State Department's April 17, 1997,
statement regarding reorganization, one reform "... would be to

further improve coordination bet'
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further improve coordination between AlD's and State's regional
Bureaus." This section supports that objective.

A.J.D. UNDER THE DIRECT AUTHORITY AND FOREIGN POLICY GUIDANCE
OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE

The President's decision on reorganization retains the Agency
for International Development as a distinct agency but places it
under the direct authority and foreign policy guidance of the Sec
retary of State. This bill supports that objective.

This bill includes a section which provides that funds formerly
allocated to the International Development Cooperation Agency
(IDCA)-which is abolished by this legislation-now be allocated to
the Secretary of State. The bill provides that the Secretary of State
may allocate or transfer these funds to the head of any other agen
cy. It is the understanding of the committee of conference that Sec
retary Albright intends to allocate this foreign aid and the adminis
trative funds currently apportioned to AlD to its Administrator.
Bringing AlD under the direct authority and foreign policy guid
ance of the Secretary of State, will strengthen the U.S. Govern
ment's coordination of long term development and humanitarian
assistance.

AUTHORITY TO TRAl.'iSFER FUNCTIONS EARLY

Section 616 provides that the Secretary may, notwithstanding
any provision of this subdivision and with the concurrence of the
head of the appropriate Federal Agency, transfer the whole or part
of any function prior to the effective dates established in this sub
division, including the transfer of personnel and funds associated
with such functions. In exercising this authority, personnel and
funds would be transferred in accordance with the applicable provi
sions of Title VI. This provision is intended to permit the Adminis
tration to have an orderly transfer of functions if the Administra
tion chooses to transfer some functions from an agency prior to its
abolition. It is intended that the Secretary will consult with the
Broadcasting Board of Governors if she exercises the authority of
this section to transfer personnel or assets that might otherwise be
used to provide administrative support for the Board when it be
comes a separate federal establishment.

DMSION B-STATE DEPARTMENT A.ND RELATED AGENCIES
AUTHORIZAT!ON ACT

AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE

The conference substitute authorizes a total of $6,140,895,000
for fiscal year 1998 and $6,664,093,000 for fiscal 1999. The Presi
dent's request for FY 1999 is $6,789,259,000. The conference sub
stitute follows the Senate format providing the authorization of ap
propriations in the specific sections of the bill.

ADMINISTRATION OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS

The House bill (sec. 1101) authorizes $2,610,271,000 for fiscal
year 1998 and $2,610,271,000 for fiscal year 1999 for the Adminis
tration of Foreign Affairs. The House bill (sec. 1101(1)(B)) requires
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE H11257

a

Der:elopmenc a.s an entitll descr:bed in section
lQ.1 01 CItle 5. (/mted Statu COCe': •

fbJ RETE.\T/OS OF OFFICERS.-SoC!ting in Utis
sect:on shall requ:re the reapl'Ol1ttment 01 any
ollicer of the Umte2 State: serT:ing in the .-tgen
CJI for International DeT:elop7'7'le7tt of the United
Slates InternaCtom:1 DeT:elopmenc Cooperation
Agenc!l a.s of the dar; before the ~ffecti1:e date 01
this title.
CHAPTER 3-CONFORJlING AMENDMENTS

SEC. 14%1. REFERE.VCES.
E;cept as otheru:ue PTot:ided in this subdivi·

sion. any reference in an;, st:ztute. reorganiza·
tion plan. ~tc".J.::::e order, regulation. ~ee·

ment. determinat:on. Or other offic".al document
or ;troceeding to :he (inited States International
Der:elopmer:t Cooperation ,lgenC'1 ([DC,l) or to
the Director or an;,' other offic!T' or employee of
/DCA-

(1) insofar as such referrmc~ relates to any
[unction or :zuthoTtty tra~ferred ·under see:ton
141!(a). shall be deemed. CD refer to the Secretaril
ofSlate:

(l) insofar as such. referrmce relates to any
{unc:ion or authorit1/ tra'lUferred under section
141Z{b). shall be detmled to refer to the Adminis
trator of the ACe7!C1I for International
Der:elopment:

(3) insofar as such referf!7tce relates to any
[unc:ion or !:uthor:r;, transferred :mder section
14IZ(c), :h4U be deemed to refer to the head of
the agenco; to lI11ttc.'t sueh function or authority
is tra.nsferred under such section: and

(.,) msofar as such reference relate: to any
[unctton Or authority not transferred by this
title. shall fJe deemed :0 'refer to th.e P~endent or
such agenc-; or agenc::es as mt::; be specified fJy
E:eC'".J.ti1:e order.
SEC. 14: CONFOR.HI:VG AMENlJ,lIEYT'S.

(a) TER...rISATIOS OF RE:OltG....\·IZATIO.... P!......~s
ASO DELEG...TIO...·s.-TJte follou::ng shall cease to
be ~i[er:::1:e:

(1) .Reorganization P!an .Vumbered 1 of 1979 (5
U.s.C. APp,}.

(Z) Secr".on 1-101 :hrough 1-103. sections 1-401
through 1-103. ~c:ton 1-80lfaJ. and such other
prOl.-tsuJns that relete to the (/m!ed States Inee
na~.onal DeT:elcmment COO1'er~tion AgenCl/ or
the Director of IDC,l. of E:ec-.J.tit:~ Ord.er No,
t:!163 (Z2 U.S.C. 2J3I note: relat:ng to adminis
tT:ztiDn of forf!1.gn assistance and related
lunctionsJ.

(3) The International Dt1:elopment Coopera
tum AgenC'1 Delegation of ,luthority Numbered
I "44 Fed.. Reg. 57SZ1). ezeept lor section 1~ of
such Delegation of AuthoTtty,

(4) Section 3 of E~ec-",ti1:e Order .Vo. 11884 (5a
Fed. Reg. 6-1099: relating to the delegation of
functions under the Freedom lor Russia and
Emerging E:urasian Democrac:e: and. Open .War
kea Su111'orr. .-tct of 1992. the For~gn Ass'Utance
.4ct of 1961, the Fortign OJ'era:io7tS, E.-port Fi·
nanc".ng :znd Related Progr~ ,lpproPTiations
Act. 1993. and sec::on JOl of title 3, United
States Code).

(b) OTHE.~ ST...Tt:Tf)ltY A.\fE:XD.\fESTS AND RE
PEAL.-

(1) TfTU ;.-Sec::on il03(aJ(!J(B){i1:) of title
S. L"nited State: Code. is amended by striking
"(/n:ted. Sta:es lnter1'tational De-.:elopment Co
"~C1lion ,lgenc-,,·· and inse:'ting ··AgenCII for
InczT1lational Det:elopment".

(Z) /.\·SPEC':'OR GESEIt.U .-lCT OF 1976.-Section
8A 0/ the Inspector GCteral ,lct of 19;0 (5 U.S.C.
App.3) :s amendet1-

(A) in substc:ion (eJ-
fi) by stnktng "D~elopmer.t·· through "(1)

sh.::lC· and iJUeTting "Det:elopment shall":
(ii) by smlctng .•: and'· at Ute end of sub-

~Cion (aJf[) and insert:ng a period: and
filij by stTtking par:zgrapit m:
(B) b'!l st?tking subsections (CJ and. (f); and
(C) by red.mgna:lng subsect~ons (d.). (e). (gJ,

and fit) as ~'"Ubsecc:ons (CJ. (dJ. (eJ. and m. re
S1'«~:'t:elll.

flJ ST...TE DEP...RnfE,\'T BASIC ...c.THOltfTl£S ACT
OF :'5f.-The State Depart~nt Basic Authori
ties .~c: of 19S1i :s amer.ded-

(AJ in sec::on ZS(/) (Z2 c.,",S,C. Z69ifl)). as
am.mc1ed by this dit:ision, b!l striking ··Director
of the c.,'7t1ted States Internattonal Det:elopment
Cooperatton ,lgenC;I" and inserting ••Adminis
trator of :he .-tgenC'1 lor International DeT:elop
mt7tt";

(BJ in section 25(b) r2! L·.S.C. 259afb)) , as
a~nc1ed .;y thzs dirmon ,lct. by stTiklng ··Di
rector of the c"·nited States Incernational Devel
opment Coo;Jeration Agency" and inserting
.. ,ldmtnistrator of the ,lgenc-; for International
D~elopment··:and

(C) in :iection 32 (1: U,S.C. 2;04), by sCTiking
••Direc:or of :he Umted States International De
t:eloprrumt Cooperation ,lgen~" and inserting
••Adm:ni$trator of the .-tgenC'1 for International
D~elopmeltt".

(.J) FOREIG.\' SEIWICE ...CT OF 191O.-TJte For~gn

Sen:ice ,lc: of 1980 is amended-
(A) in section 202(a)(1) (ZZ U.S.C, 3922(a)(1)).

by striking ..D&rector of the (lnited Slatu Inter
national Det:eloprrte7tt Cooperation ,lgency" and
btSerting ··,ld17unutracor of the ,lgenCjl for
International Det:elopment··;

(B) in sect&on ~IO (Z! U.S.C. 39,10). by striking
"United States International Det:elo~t Co
operation ,lgency·· and :nserting ··Agrmcy for
InteT7tational Development'·:

(C) in se:tion 1oo3(a) (ZZ U.S.C. 4I03(a}). by
striJdng ··United States International De-:elop
!'tent Cooperation Agt7tcy" and i~erc:ng

"Ager.cy for International Det:elopment": and
(D) in see::on 1l01(cJ (12 C:.S.C. 413lfc)). by

striking ··c.,·nited Stares International Derelop
ment Cooperat:on Agt7tt:;/·· and insc:ing
"Agency for International Det:elopment".

(S) ':U."E,"L.-S~Cton -113 Of ~.J.blic !Au: 96-SJ
(Z1 U.S.C. JSIZ) is repealed.

(6) TfT!.E 49.-Section -I0118tdJ of tWe 49.
United Stete: Code, is amended by striking ··the
Director 01 the C:nited State: Intemationel De
t:eloprr.en: Cooperation Agency" and inserting
··or tlte .-tdm:n13:rator of the Agenc-; lor Inter
nat:onal De":elopment",

(7) E.'YPOltT .w.'''ISISTFU.TIOS ACT OF 1919.-Sec
non :UOS(gJ of the E--port Admin:stration _-lC: of
1979 (SO c"·.S.C. •41':'- Z-I05(gJ) is cur.ended-

(,I) by striking ··Director Of the Clnited States
Internat:oltal Der:;elopmen: Cooperation ,lgf!7t.
cy" ~ach place it aPf'ears and :nserting ••,ld
m:ni.stracor 01' the Age7!C';I for International De
t;elopmen:": and

rBJ in :he fourth sentence. by striking ··D:rec
tor'· and ~".sert:ng '·Actnun:strator'·.
TrrLE .n"--..lGE.VCY FOR INTER.VATtONAL

DEVELOP.'tILVT
CHAPTER l-GENERAL PROVISIONS

SEC. lSOI. EFFECTIVE DATE.
This title. and the amendments mcu!.e by this

title. ;hal: take effect on th.e earl:er of-
(1) ,lpr.! I, 1999: or .
(Z) Ute ~a:e of reor!lanization of cJte .-tgenc-"r

for Internat:onal De1:elopment pursuant to :he
reorganization ;Jlan described in section 1601.

CHAPTER 2-R£ORGANIZATION AND
TRA.VSFER OF FUNCTIONS

SEC. l.511. REORGANIZATION OF AGENCY FOR
CNTE1l..VATlONAL DE:V'ELOP.'tIEYT.

(aJ Is CE.\'ERAL.-T1te Agenc-; lor In:er·
national Det:elopment shall be reorganized in
accordance u:ith th:s subdil::sion and the rear"
ganization plan !ransmicted. pur.~ant to section
16fJI.

(bJ Fr..·~oCTIO.\'S To BE TiU.\'SFERRED.-The re
organization of the Agenc-"r for International·
Der:elopment shall prot."ide. at a minimum, for
the transfer to ~nd. consolida:ion u:ith the De
partment 01 State of the following functions of
AID:

(I) The Press ?f!ice.
(2) Certa:n admtnistratit'e fultct:ons.

CHAPTER 3--dtn'HORrTIES OF THE
SECRETARY OF ST.~TE :.. .

SEC. 1~1. DEFl.vmON OF UNITED STAn:5 AS-
SISTA..VCE. ° •

In thzs chapter. the term ··Un::ed States cu·
sistance" means d#!l:elopment and other «0·

BEST AVAIL,l::iJLE COpy

nomIc assistance. incLuding assistance made
aratlable under the folloU:ing pro::isions o[ law:

(1) Chapter 1 01 ;Jart I 01 the Foretgn A.uUt
anc~ .-tc: of 1961 (relating to de-.:elol'ment cumt
ance).

fZ) Chapter 4 of part 11 of :he Foreign A.tsi$t
ance .-tct 01151)1 (relet:ng to the economic sup
port fund),

(3) Chapter 10 01 part I of the Foreign ..usist
ance .-tct oi 1961 (relating to the De-.:elo111M7lt
Fund for ,l/rica).

(.I) Chapter 11 of part I of the Foreign ..usist
ance .-tct o[ 1961 (relating to ass:stance for th.e
independent states of the former SOt'ie: Union).

(5) The SUP1Jort for East European DemoC'f'CT.C!/
Act rZ! (.l.S.C, 5401 et seq.).
SEC. IS2%. AD.tl1NlSTRATOR OF AID REPORTING

TO THE SECRErARY OF STATE.

The ,ldministrator of the Agenc-"r lor Inter
national Det·elopm~t. aP1Jointed pursuant to
section ,U(a) of the Fore:gn ..tssistance Act 01
1961 (z: U.S.C. 238-1faJJ. shall rf!1'ort to and be
under !he direc: authoritll and foretgn poliCII
guidance of the Seaetary of Ste::e•.
SEC. Is:::. ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS COORDINA..

TlON AND OVERSIGHT.

(ai ,IC:THOR.1TY OF THE SECRET..tRY OF'
STATE.-

a) I~' GE:.\'EltAL.-L"ndeT the d:rec:i.on oi Ute
Pres:drmt. the Secretary o[ State shall coordi
nate all United States assistance in accordance
u:tth th:: sec:ton, e:cept ~ provided. :n para
graphs (2) and (3).

(Z) EXPORT I'ltO.\fOTIO," ACTIVITI£S.-Coordi·
nation 'Jf aC::l:ities relating ta promotion 01 ez
ports of United States goods end s~ice3 shall
continue !o be primar:ly the rtS1J0n.ribili:;, 01 Ute
Secreu::-y of Commerce.

(3) ISTEit.\'ATIO.\·AL ECO,\·O.',(IC .4CTIVfTIES.-Co
ord.:na::on ol actil:i::es relating to United Stares
partic:pation in international finanC:al institu
tions and relating to organizati.on of multilat
eral eftor!}; abner:: :1t currency stabilization, c:-",r
renc-"r con1:ertibtlftll. debt reduction. and com
J1TehenSlT:e economic reform ;yograms shall con
tinue :0 be prin:tarily the responsibilit!l of Ute
Secretr:r;j of the Treasury.

(4J .-J.t7HORrrIES A.\·D POWEllS OF THE SEC
RET...Rr OF ST,..TE.-The powers and authorities
of Ute Secret::ry prorided in this chapter are in
addition to the pou:ers and authorities provided
to Ute Secrp.tary under any other ,lC:. including
sect:on IOUb) and sec:"..on 5Z~{c) of the Foreign
..t..s.sutance .-tct of 1961 (~ U.S.C. 2151(b).
:!38Z(C)).

(b) COOltDI.\'ATIOS ,lCTn·fTIES.-Coord:nation
actinne: of the Secretary of State under sub
section (aJ shall inc!ude-

(1) a1111roving an ot:eral1 assistance and eco
nomie eoo~eration strate~:

(2) ensuTtng p",gra,m and policll coordination
amDng agenC&es of the United. States GOTJern·
ment f7: caTTi/tng out the policies set lorthoin cJte
Foreign .Assistance Act of 1961. the Mms E::port
Control .-let. and other relevant assistance ,lcts:

(3) pursuing coordin!:tion with other countries
and internatinnal organizations: and

(4) r!sol1:ing policy, program. and funding dis·
puteS among C.'nite2 States Got:ernment agen·
~

(C) Sr.tTC:TOltY COsSTRt:crlOS.-Nothing in
this sec:ion may be construed to lessen the ac
counta.bility of any Federal agen~ administer
ing alt./J program, t1Toject. or actit:ity of United
States assistance for any funds made at:ailable
to the Federal agenc;; for that purpose,

fd) ,lc.THOltITY To PRO'.IDE P£R.SONXEL OF
THE ,lGE-\"cr FOR J.\T£R..\'ATIOS..tL DE:VELOP·
.\(E.\'T.-The Admmtstrator of the AgenC1/ lor
In:ernat:onal De-t:elo1Jment is authorized to de
tail to the Department of State on a non·
reimbursable basis ttlch ptrsonnel ~ployed by
.the Agency as the Secretary of State 1Jll1y re
quire to carry out thzs sec:um.

.~
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USAID's status as a distinct agency and consistent with the Secretary of State's direct
authority and foreign policy guidance, the Secretary will approve USAID's strategic plan
and annual performance plan, annual budget submission and appeals, and allocations and
reprogramming of development and other economic assistance. In this context, the
Secretary will delegate to USAID a broad range of functions and authorities that USAID
currently exercises. In carrying out these functions and authorities, USAID win consult as
appropriate with the Department of State. These will include authorities:
• To receive apportionments for development~d other economic assistance appropriations;
• To create policies for development and other economic assistance programs;
• To implement development and other economic assistance programs;
• To manage and administer assistance programs, including the requisite personnel authorities.

State-USAID Policy and Resource Management
The leadership ofboth institutions recognizes the need for effective coordination consistent with
strong accountability and a clear division ofresponsibility. In consultation with the Secretary,
the Administrator will create development policy, implement development and other economic
assistance programs, and manage and administer assistance programs. State and USAID will
establish a number of regular mechanisms for consultation and coordination. These will
include:

• Coordination at the Strategic Planning Level - Both State and USAID develop strategic
plans in the context of the Government Perl'ormance and Results Act (GPRA). State
coordinates with USAID in developing the "International Affairs Strategic Plan," and
USAID's nStrategic Framework" is coordinated with the International Affairs Strategic Plan.

• Performance Planning in Washington -- Preparation of regional and functional
Performance Plans at State will involve full coordination with USAID. tiSAID will
participate in the Secretary's reviews oCPerfonnance Plans and in reviews of Mission
Performance Plans.

• Relationships in the Field -- USAID budgeting and planning at overseas missions will be
consistent with overall Mission Performance Plans prepared under the direction of
Chiefs of Mission. The USAID Director (or USAID Representative) is a member ofthe
Ambassador's country team. The Ambassador assesses the performance ofthe USAID
mission director as part of the annual performance appraisal process.

• Other Structured Coordination -- Both agencies jointly participate in a range ofstaff
meetings, interagency groups, task forces, binational commissions, and international meetings.

• Informal Coordination --Much of the day-to-dayexchange of information, clearance of
messages, and relationship-building is informal, including frequent telephone calls and
"dropping by" at the staff level, and joint participation in meetings and briefings. These
professional relationships are less visible than formal arrangements, but play an essential role
in identifYing early on issues of importance to both institutions. Similar informal discussions
are held at the State Assistant SecretaIy-USAID Assistant Administrator level.

Coordination of U.S. Assistance
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The Act gives the Secretary substantial new authorities in the coordination ofU.S. development
and other economic assistance. Coordination activities of the Secretary of State, under the
direction of the President, will include: (1) approving an overall assistance and economic
cooperation strategy; (2) ensuring program and policy coordination among USG agencies in
carrying out the policies set forth in the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, the Anns Export Control
Act, and other relevant assistance acts; (3) pursuing coordination with other countries and
international organizations; and (4) resolving policy, program, and funding disputes among USG
agencies. Coordination ofactivities relating to promotion ofexports ofu.s. goods and services,
however, will continue to be primarily the responsibility of the Secretary of Commerce, and
coordination of activities relating to U.S. participation in international financial institutions and
relating to organization ofmultilateral efforts aimed at currency stabilization, currency
convertibility, debt reduction, and comprehensive economic refonn programs will continue to be
primarily the responsibility of the Secretary ofthe Treasury.

Consistent with the authorities for the Secretary of State, mechanisms are being developed to
implement stronger interagency coordination ofassistance. These mechanisms will build upon
field coordination, including cooperative efforts of all agencies at post to prepare Mission
Perfonnance Plans, and the aligning of specific plans ofagencies in the field to lVIPP goals and
strategies. In Washington, the Secretary ofState will oversee coordination of assistance,
supported by State-chaired mechanisms at various levels which will involve USG agencies that
participate in the funding and delivery efU.S. assistance. USAID already carries out donor
coordination in the field, through international organizations, and in contacts with donor
governments and NGOs.

Integration of Press Office and Certain Administrative Functions'
Not later than April 1, 1999, USAID's press office will be merged with State's Public Affairs
Bureau. The eight USAlD public affairs staffworking in press relations will become Department
of State public affairs officers. Seven of these officers will be located at the USAID offices in the
Ronald Reagan Building and one will be within State's Public Affairs Bureau as the "USAlD Desk
Officer." The seven public affairs officers will be located at USAID in order to provide full,
coordinated media support services to USAID's Administrator, Deputy Administrator, Assistant
Administrators, and regional and functional bureaus.

Reorganization will include the consolidation of certain USAID administrative functions with
those of State. Three y~ars ago, State and USAID began to consolidate overlapping
administrative support functions. A memorandum ofunderstanding between the two agencies,
specifying agreements in four new areas for shared services that would provide logical, efficient,
and effective operations, has been prepared. These services include:

• Support -- The two agencies are implementing joint agreements to have State process the
retirement of USAID Foreign Service Officers and provide retirement counseling, use the
same travel contract, and collocate USAID's headquarters mainframe computer operations
with State's, as well as a number of other small agreements for joint headquarters services.

19J U04



• ICASS -- State and USAID will implement the International Cooperative Administrative
Support Service (ICASS) system to maximize shared administrative services, using the
concept ofbest practices and considering the cost and quality of services. Any exception
to the use of ICASS as the service providerwiII be appealed to Washington.

• Training - USAID will expand its use ofState training services, e.g., foreign language
training from State. State and USAID will also develop professional and technical training
programs together to the maximum extent possible. .

• Storage - State accommodate USAID's needs for storage of employees' household
goods. The two agencies already share other transportation and storage services.

Security - State and USAID (as well as ACDA and USIA) will combine their
security services into one entity.

Housing - The two agencies will operate under a unified Housing Board at all
overseas locations.



Draft Nov 20 p.m.
(Sentences in bold deserve special attention.)

IV. The Development Assistance Mission

What Will Happen to the U.S. Agency for International
Development (USAID)

Background
Consistent with the President's decision in April 1997, the Foreign Affairs Reform and
Restructuring Act of1998 retains USAID as a distinct agency with a separate appropriation. The
USAID Administrator is to report to and be under the direct authority and foreign policy guidance
of the Secretary of State. Under the direction of the President, the Secretary of State will
coordinate all U.S. assistance - defined in the Act as "development and other economic
assistance" - except for activities related to export promotion and to international financial
institutions and certain other financial assistance. The Act abolishes the International
Development Cooperation Agency (IDCA). It requires that USAID integrate its press office and
certain administrative functions with State.

Abolition of IDCA and Delegation of Authorities
Several steps will be taken to implement the Act and the President's decision so as to provide the
"direct authority" relationship specified in the Act. In essence, the "dotted" organizational line
between USAID and State will be "blackened:' with the Administrator having most authorities
derived by redetegation from the Secretary ofState. The Administrator will report to and be
under the direct authority and foreign policy guidance of the Secretary of State. The USAID
Administrator will carry out the approved overall assistance and economic cooperation strategy.

In accordance with the Act, 'Reorganization Plan No.2 of 1979 -- which established IDeA, with
USAID as a component, to coordinate economic assistance programs ofU.S. government
agencies -- will cease to be effective as ofApril 1, 1999. The effective repeal ofReorganization
Plan NO.2 and the enactment of confonning amendments contained in the Act returns those
functions now vested in IDCA or its director back to USAID or the Secretary of State, as was the
case prior to 1979.

E.O. 12163, which delegated most Foreign Assistance Act development and other economic
assistance-related authorities to IDCA, will be amended to delegate assistance functions vested

.by law in the President to the Secretary ofState, except for those reserved to the President or
specifically delegated to another agency. This would be the same framework that existed prior to
the establishment ofIDCA. The Act also establishes USAID as an agency of the U.S.
government.

To maximize consistency with overall U.S. international affairs priorities, the Secretary of
State wilJ coordinate development and other economic assistance. In keeping with
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lNrERNATIONAL

DEVELOPMENT

Counselor
to the Agency

FOR EYES ONLY

November 23, 1998

NOTE FOR THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE FOR ADMINISTRATION

Pat,

As you can see from my attached note to Bill, we have
been unable to make progress in resolving the Development
Assistance Mission chapter. We had earlier submitted
revisions to the chapter, cleared by the lawyers, that
reflected last year's agreement and the new legislation.
But the latest response (which we received from Bill on
Friday evening) goes even further in the wrong direction
than the unacceptable proposals we had received last
Wednesday.

Brian indicated you wanted our description of how
coordination would work under the "solid-line" arrangement.
Attached is our proposal, which we believe is fully
consistent with our agreement last year. Let me know if you
would like to discuss it.

{tJL
Kelly -~./Kammerer

Attachment: a/s

320 TWENTY-FIRST STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20523





AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20523

November 24, 1998

COUNSELOR

TO THE AGENCY

Ambassador William Courtney

Bill:

Your latest draft (which we received this afternoon)
continues to be based on an unacceptable premise. USAID's
position is that we already have an agreement on the
Development Assistance Mission chapter, it was reached last
year and only needs to be amended to reflect technical
changes required by the reorganization legislation. We gave
you those changes (as agreed to by the StatejUSAID lawyers)
at our meeting last Wednesday.

At that meeting you gave us a different version of the
chapter that would reopen the most fundamental elements of
the agreement. We advised you then that those issues are not
within the jurisdiction of the Task Force.

When Pat met with Brian the other day he asked Brian for his
thoughts on USAIDjState coordination under the "solid-line"
arrangement. That was the paper I sent Pat yesterday. It is
not intended as a substitute for the agreements reached last
year on such sUbjects as USAID's budget authority qr the
functions and authorities that are to be redelegated to
USAID. It is thus inappropriate to try and parse that paper
into the document you gave us last week - a document that we
believe has no standing. The coordination paper, on the
other hand, could serve as a complement to the original
Development Assitance Mission chapter.

We continue to believe that the original Development
Assistance Mission chapter, as revised by the lawyers to
reflect the reorganization legislation, is the document the
Tas~ Force should approve. If State wishes to reopen the
most basic elements of the agreement reached last year, and
which formed the basis for our negotiations with the Hill on
the reorganization legislation, it should not be done in the
context of this Task Force.

Sincerely,

Kj~Kammerer

cc: Patrick Kennedy





REPORT TO THE CONGRESS ON REORGANIZATION
OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS AGENCIES

ENHANCING USAID-STATE COORDINATION

The Act creates USAID as an independent Agency within the

Executive Branch, headed by an Administrator who reports to and

is under the direct authority and foreign pOlicy guidance of the

Secretary of State. Pursuant to authority contained in the Act,

most functions and authorities previously vested in the Director

of the International Development Cooperation Agency (IDCA),

including authority to receive apportionments of development and

other economic assistance appropriations, will be redelegated by

the Secetary to the Administrator. The Administrator also will be

delegated authority to create policies for, and to implement,

manage and administer, development and economic assistance

programs, including the requisite personnel authorities.

The Act makes one important exception to the general delegation

of IDCA authorities to the USAID Administrator, vesting in the

Secretary authority to coordinate all united States economic

assistance activities (with certain exceptions for programs

administered by Treasury and Commerce). To carry out this

authority the Act describes four broad areas of coordination.

USAID (and State where indicated) will take the following steps

to implement the Act and further enhance USAID-State

coordination:
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1. Approving an overall assistance and economic cooperation

strategy.

Broad foreign policy coherence is best assured through a

strategic planning and resource allocation process that aligns

USAID resources in support of foreign policy priorities and

allows the sustainable development and humanitarian missions to

be carried out effectively. The following coordination processes

will achieve that objective:

a. Prior to formal submission to OMB of USAID's strategic

Plan, as required under the Government Performance and

Results Act (GPRA), the Plan will be approved by the

secretary of state. The USAID strategic Plan and results

measures will be incorporated as part of the overall

International Affairs Strategic Plan;

b. state regional Bureaus, and the appropriate Assistant

secretaries within the Global and Economic Under

Secretariats, will participate in the review of the

Strategic Plans for the respective USAID Bureaus and in the

annual review of resource requirements by Bureau. USAID

Bureaus will likewise participate in the reviews of

strategic Plans and resource requirements of their state

counterparts. USAID's annual budget request to OMB will be
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submitted through the Secretary.

c. Justifications to OMB and the congress for requests for

shared resources - - Economic Support Fund, SEED and the

Freedom Support Act - - will be developed in a

collaborative manner between USAID and State operating

Bureaus, currently coordinated by State/RPP and USAID/M; and

d. USAID's GPRA-mandated Annual Performance Report and

Annual Performance Plan will be shared with appropriate

senior Department officials, including the Under Secretaries

for Global and Economic Affairs and their appropriate

Assistant Secretaries, and the Regional Bureau Assistant

Secretaries.

2. Ensuring program and policy coordination among agencies of the

United States Government in carrying out the policies set forth

in the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, the Arms Export Control

Act, and other relevant assistance Acts.

Under the new arrangement, USAID and State will enhance

coordination mechanisms at all levels, ensuring that economic

assistance programs respond to foreign policy priorities and that

humanitarian and sustainable development missions are performed

as effectively as possible. This will include coordination in the
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field and at the Regional Bureau level with respect to specific

country strategies, as well as the relationship of USAID programs

to State's "global" agenda. It will also reflect the importance

of coordinating budget presentations to OMB and the Congress.

Regional Bureau Coordination

A more structured system will be implemented at the senior level

to enhance coordination, specifically:

a. Appropriate senior USAID officials will attend the

regularly scheduled Bureau staff meetings chaired at the

Assistant Secretary level;

b. There will be reciprocal State senior level participation

in the Assistant Administrator-chaired staff meetings of the

USAID Regional Bureaus;

c. Periodic topic-specific meetings will be held with the

senior staff (Assistant Secretary/Assistant Administrator

and Deputy Assistant Secretaries/Deputy Assistant

Administrators) I to focus on critical policy concerns;
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Coordination in the Field

Close coordination at the field level is at the heart of an

effective partnership. To strengthen the already strong and well

established field relationships, the following will be

consistently implemented:

a. The Ambassador will approve USAID's multi-year country

assistance strategy, and the annual assessment of program

performance and request for resources (R-4), both of which

will be consistent with USAID's GPRA-mandated strategic

Plan;

b. USAID will be an active participant in the Embassy's

annual planning process (Mission Performance Plan),

integrating the appropriate results elements of the USAID

strategy into the country plan, consistent with the

Department's overall International Affairs strategic Plan.

The Ambassador and the appropriate USAID Assistant Administrator

will agree on the specific work plans for all Mission Directors,

and the Ambassador will have primary responsibility for the

annual performance rating of the principal USAID official at

Post.

3. Pursuing coordination with other countries and international

organizations
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Consistent with the Act, mechanisms will be developed to

implement stronger interagency coordination with other countries

and international organizations on economic assistance matters.

In regard to development assistance, USAID already carries out

highly effective donor coordination, in the field and through

international organizations, and contacts with donor governments

and NGOs. In this regard, the Administrator, with appropriate

consultation with the relevant state Bureaus, will continue to be

the principal united states Govenment contact with development

ministers from other donor nations and represent the united

States at OECD Development Assitance Committee meetings, the

development activities of International Financial Institutions

(e.g. Consulative Group meetings) and with the UN development

agencies.

The Department (normally the Under Secretary for Global'Affairs),

in consultation with USAID when appropriate, will represent the

united states in treaty negotiations on development-related

issues and perform other traditional institutional state roles.

The Under Secretary (or other appropriate state officials) will

ensure that the Department's diplomatic skills and mandate are

used in support of development policy to advance effectively

United states foreign policy interests.

4. Resolving policy, program, and funding disputes among United

states Government agencies.
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The Secretary will establish effective mechanisms to resolve

disputes among the United states Government agencies whose

activities are covered by the Act. Such disputes most normally

will arise in the process of preparing the overall strategic Plan

for International Affairs agencies and the integrated Function

150 budget. Collegial procedures already have been developed to

resolve most issues. To the extent such disputes cannot be

resolved at lower levels, the Secretary will be the ultimate

decision-maker. In respect to USAID, the Administrator reports to

and is under the direct authority of the Secretary. As such, any

policy, program or funding disputes involving the Department and

USAID which cannot br resolved at a lower level will ultimately

be resolved between the Secretary and the Administrator. (Vesting

final dispute resolution authority at lower levels would disrupt

lines of accountability and delegation of authority, and

undermine USAID's status as a separate and distinct Agency.)





.l.l/~q/~O lU~ 1~;~~ rn~ ~U' O"f• _, O~Ul

United States Department of State

Washington, D. C. 20520

tm UUl

PA~(Cf~+ c.h.~k-

l~_~ 't """'- ~ +k (~v,6- cr ~

~~rh''''''~ y~ ~ •. 3-.j.., p",+. U~
h......A..- l'v-.........,..M +-k.-... i_ i-I--" DA.ve./ .. p......J-
c..h p~ I"'- rio. c.r< 5 ...-e +1-. b-V-r+ 'j a--v.....

__ y (.......-.J"'- ; ""~. .p~ c. k..c:. ~
w kc{-(,.......- ~ -k~ ~ n~~ c.tr-rr"c-+}-)
6-vJ.-~ ~lJL .......... (c..-.. e ~7 <71-L-v

S 'LJ~ r/-,'it-.< ~ yen.<. f., -...M'. T t-. -. h

B(~I(

c c. P...+ 1("''''-~7
C ~'7 T <J J..."Vlsk
T t~ T~~'s~~
Co--~~~ M~~r



Draft Nov 24
(Sentences in bold show USAID-proposed language, which we have inserted in places
USAID may intend. We have not received specific USAID brackets of other language.)

IV. The Development Assistance Mission

What Will Happen to the U.S. Agency for International
Development (USAID)

Background
Consistent with the President's decision in April 1997, the Foreign Affairs Reform and
Restructuring Act of1998 retains USAID as a distinct agency with a separate appropriation. The
USAID Administrator is to report to and be under the direct authority and foreign policy guidance
ofthe Secretary of State. Under the direction of the President, the Secretary of State will
coordinate all U.S. assistance -- defined in the Act as "development and other economic
assistance" - except for activities related to export promotion and to international financial
institutions and certain other financial assistance. The Act abolishes the International
Development Cooperation Agency (IDCA). It requires that USAID integrate its press office and
certain administrative functions with State.

Abolition of IDCA and Delegation of Authorities
Several steps will be taken to implement the Act and the President's decision so as to provide the
"direct authority" relationship specified in the Act. In essence, the "dotted" organizational line
between USAID and State will be "blackened," with the Administrator having most authorities
derived by redelegation from the Secretary of State. The Administrator will report to and be
under the direct authority and foreign polley guidance ofthe Secretary ofState. The USAID
Administrator will carry out the approved overall assistance and economic cooperation strategy.

In accordance with the Act, Reorganization Plan No.2 of 1979 -- which established IDCA, with
USAID as a component, to coordinate economic assistance programs of U.S. government
agencies -- will cease to be effective as ofApril!, 1999. The effective repeal ofReorganization
Plan No.2 and the enactment of confonning amendments contained in the Act returns those
functions now vested in IDCA or its director back to USAID or the Secretary ofState, as was the
case prior to 1979.

E.O. 12163, which delegated most Foreign Assistance Act development and other economic
assistance-related authorities to IDCA, will be amended to delegate assistance functions vested
by law in the President to the Secretary of State, except for those reserved to the President or
specifically delegated to another agency. This would be the same framework that existed prior to
the establistunent ofIDCA The Act also establishes USAID as an agency ofthe U.S.
government.
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To maximize consistency with overall U.S. international affairs priorities, the Secretary of State
will coordinate development and other economic assistance. In keeping with USAID's status as a
distinct agency and consistent with the USAID Administrator's being under the Secretary's direct
authority and foreign policy guidance, the Secretary will approve USAID's strategic plan and
annual perfonnance plan, annual budget submission and appeals, and allocations and significant
(in terms of policy or money) reprogrammings ofdevelopment and other economic assistance.
«USAID would substitute for the preceding clause the following: ••• prior to formal
submission to Ol\tlB of USAID's Strategic Plan, as required by the Government
Performance and Results Act (GPRA), the plan will be approved by the Secretary of State.
TISAID's annual budget request to OMB will be submitted through the Secretary.
Justifications to OMB and the Congress for requests for shared resources - Economic
Support Fund, SEED, and the Freedom Support Act -- will be developed in a collaborative
manner between USAID and State bureaus.»

In this context, the Secretary of State will delegate or redelegate to USAID a broad range of
functions and authorities that USAID currently exercises. These will include authorities:

• To receive apportionments for development and other economic assistance appropriations;
• To create policies for development and other economic assistance programs;
• To implement development and other economic assistance programs;
• To manage and administer assistance programs, including the requisite personnel authorities.

In carrying out its functions and authorities under the direction ofthe Secretary, USAID will
consult as appropriate with the Department of State.

State-USAID Policy and Resource Management
The leadership ofboth State and USAID recognize the need for effective coordination consistent
with strong accountability and a clear division of responsibility. «USAID would add: Broad
foreign policy coherence is best assured through a strategic planning and resource
allocation process that aligns lJSAID resources in support of foreign policy priorities and
allows the sustainable development and humanitarian missions to be carried out
effectively.» Under the direction of the Secretary, the Administrator will create development
policy, implement development and other economic assistance programs, and manage and
administer assistance programs. State and USAID will establish a number of regular mechanisms
for consultation and coordination. «USAID would substitute for the preceding sentence the
following: TISAID and State will enhance coordination mechanisms at all levels, including
coordination in the field, at the regional bureau level with respect to specific country
strategies, and in the relationship of USAID programs to State's bureaus in the giobal
area.» These will include:

• Coordination at the Strategic Planning Level - Both State and USAID develop strategic
plans in the context ofthe Government Perfonnance and Results Act (GPRA). State
coordinates with USAID in developing the "International Affairs Strategic Plan," and
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USAID's "Strategic Framework" is coordinated with the International Affairs Strategic Plan.
«USAID would substitute the following: State regional bureaus, and the appropriate

Assistant Secretaries within the global and economic areas, will participate in the
review of tbe strategic plans for the respective USAID bureaus and in their annual
review of resource requirements. USAID bureaus will likewise participate in the
reviews of Strategic Plans and resource requirements of their State counterparts.)

• Performance Planning in \Vashington - Preparation ofregional and functional
PerfOImance Plans at State will involve full consultation with USAID, which will also
participate in the Secretary's reviews ofPerfonnance Plans and in reviews of Mission
Performance Plans. «USAID would add: USAID's GPRA-mandated Performance Plans
will be shared with appropriate senior State officials, including the Under Sec.retaries
for Global and Economic Affairs and their appropriate assistant secretaries, and the
regional bureau assistant secretaries.»

• Regional Bureau Coordination -- «USAID would add: A more strnctured system will
be implemented at the senior level to enhance coordination, specifically: a)
appropriate senior USAID officials will attend the regularly scheduled bureau staff
meetings chaired at the Assistant Secretary level, b) there will be reciprocal State
senior-level participation in the Assistant Administrator-chaired staff meetings of
USAID regional bureaus, c) periodic topic-specific meetings wilt be held with the
senior staff (Assistant Secretary/Assistant Administrator and Deputy Assistant
SecretarylDeputy Assistant Administrator levels) to focus on critical policy concerns.»

• Relationships in the Field -- «USAID would add: Oose coordination at the field level is
at the heart of an effective partnership.» USAID budgeting and planning at overseas
missions will be consistent with overall Mission Performance Plans (MPPs) prepared under
the direction ofChiefs ofIvfission. «(USAID would substitute for the preceding sentence
the following: To strengthen the already strong and well established field relationships,
the following will be consistently implemented: a) the Ambassador will approve
USAID's multi-year country assistance strategy, and the annual assessment of program
performance and request for resources (R-4), both of which will be consistent with
USAID's GPRA-mandated Strategic Plan; and b) USAID will be an active participant
in the Embassy's :MPP process, integrating the appropriate elements of the USAID
strategy into the country plan, consistent with State's overall International Affairs
Strategic Plan. The Ambassador and the appropriate USAID Assistant Administrator
will agree on the specific work plans for all Mission Directors.») The USAID Director (or
USAID Representative) is a member of the Ambassador's country team. The Ambassador
assesses the performance ofthe USAID mission director as part of the annual performance
appraisal process. «(USAID would substitute for the preceding sentence the following:
The Ambassador will have primary responsibility for the annual performance rating of
the principal USAID official at post.»
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• Other Coordination -- Both agencies jointly participate in a range of staff meetings,
interagency groups, task forces, binational conunissions, and international meetings. Much of
the day-to-day exchange of information, clearance of messages, and relationship-building is
informal, including frequent telephone calls and "dropping by" at the stafflevel, andjoint
participation in meetings and briefings. These professional relationships are less visible than
fonnal arrangements, but play an essential role· in identifying early on issues of importance to
both institutions. Similar informal discussions are held at the State Assistant Secretary
USAID Assistant Administrator level.

Coordination olU.S. Assistance
The Act gives the Secretary substantial new authorities in the coordination ofU.S. development
and other economic assistance. Coordination activities of the Secretary of State, under the
direction of the President, will include: (1) approving an overall assistance and economic
cooperation strategy; (2) ensuring program and policy coordination among USG agencies in
carrying out the policies set forth in the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, the Arms Export Control
Act, and other relevant assistance acts; (3) pursuing coordination with other countries and
international organizations; and (4) resolving policy, program, and funding disputes among USG
agencies. Coordination ofactivities relating to promotion of exports ofU.S. goods and services,
however, will continue to be primarily the responsibility ofthe Secretary ofCommerce, and
coordination of activities relating to U.S. participation in international financial institutions and
relating to organization of multilateral efforts aimed at currency stabilization, currency
convertibility, debt reduction, and comprehensive economic reform programs will continue to be
primarily the responsibility ofthe Secretary of the Treasury.

Consistent with the authorities for the Secretary of State, mechanisms are being developed to
implement stronger interagency coordination of assistance. These mechanisms will build upon
field coordination, including cooperative efforts of all agencies at post to prepare MPPs, and the
aligning of specific plans of agencies in the field to MPP goals and strategies. In Washington, the
Secretary of State will oversee coordination ofassistance, supported by State-chaired mechanisms
at various levels which will involve USG agencies that participate in the funding and delivery of
U.S. assistance.

(USAID would substitute for the preceding paragraph the foUowing: The Secretary will
establish effective mechanisms to resolve disputes among U.S. government agencies whose
activities are covered by the Act. Such disputes most normally will arise in preparation of
the overall Strategic Plan for International Affairs agencies and the integrated Function
150 budget. Collegial procedures have been developed to resolve most issues. To the extent
such disputes cannot be resolved at lower levels, the Secretary wiu be the ultimate decision
maker. Program or funding disputes involving State and USAID which cannot be resolved
at a lower level will ultimately be resolved between the Secretary and the Administrator.
(Vesting final dispute resolution authority at lower levels would disrupt lines of
accountability and delegation of authority, and undermine USAID's status as a separate
and distinct agency.) »
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USAID already carries out «USAID would add: highly effective» donor coordination in the
field, through international organizations, and in contacts with donor governments and NGOs.
(USAID would add: In this regard, the Administrator, with appropriate consultation with
the relevant State bureaus, will continue to be the principal United States Government
contact with development ministers from other donor nations and represent the United
States at OEeD Development Assistance Committee meetings, the development activities of
international financial institutions (e.g., Consultative Group meetings), and the United
Nations development agencies. State, in consultation with USAID when appropriate, will
represent the United States in treaty negotiations on development-related issues. State will
use its diplomatic skills and mandate in support of development policy to advance
effectively U.S. foreign policy interests.»

(Note: We have not yet received USAID suggestions for the following section.»

Integration of Press Office and Certain Administrative Functions
Not later than April I, 1999, USAID's press office will be merged with State's Public Affairs
Bureau. The eight USAID public affairs staffworking in press relations will become Department
of State public affairs officers. Seven of these officers will be located at the USAID offices in the
Ronald Reagan Building and one will be within State's Public Affairs Bureau as the "USAID Desk
Officer. II The seven public affairs officers will be located at USAID in order to provide full,
coordinated media support services to USAID's Administrator, Deputy Administrator, Assistant
Administrators, and regional and functional bureaus.

Reorganization will include the consolidation of certain USAID administrative functions with
those of State. Three years ago, State and USAID began to consolidate overlapping
administrative support functions. A memorandum of understanding between the two agencies,
specifying agreements in four new areas for shared services that would provide logical, efficient,
and effective operations, has been prepared. These services include:

• Support -- The two agencies are implementing joint agreements to have State process the
retirement of USAID Foreign Service Officers and provide retirement counseling, use the
same travel contract) and collocate USAID's headquarters mainframe computer operations
with State's, as well as a number of other small agreements for joint headquarters services.

• ICASS -- State and USAID will implement the International Cooperative Administrative
Support Service (ICASS) system to maximize shared administrative services, using the
concept of best practices and considering the cost and quality of services. Any exception
to the use ofICASS as the service provider will be appealed to Washington.
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• Training •• USAID will expand its use of State training services, e.g., foreign language
training from State. State and USAID will also develop professional and technical training
programs together to the maximum extent possible.

• Storage - State accommodate USAlD's needs for storage of employees' household
goods. The two agencies already share other transportation and storage services.

• Security -- State and USAID (as well as ACDA and USIA) will combine their
security services into one entity.

• Housing -- The two agencies will operate under a unified Housing Board at all
overseas locations.
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Draft December 1

v. The Development Assistance Mission

What Will Happen to the U.S. Agency for International
Development

Consistent with the President's decision in April 1997 and the Foreign Affairs Reform and
Restructuring Act of1998 (the Act), the United States Agency for International Development
(USAID) Mll remain a distinct agency with a separate appropriation. The USAID Administrator
will be under the direct authority and foreign policy guidance of the Secretary of State. Under the
direction ofthe President, the Secretary will coordinate all U.S. development and other economic
assistance except activities related to export promotion and to international financial institutions
and certain other financial assistance. The Act abolishes the International Development
Cooperation Agency (IDCA). It requires that USAID integrate its press office and certain
administrative functions with State.

Abolition of IDeA and Delegation of Authorities
Several steps will be taken to implement the Act and the President's decision so as to provide for
the "direct authority" relationship. In essence, the "dotted" organizational line between USAID
and State will be ccblackened," with the Administrator having most authorities derived by
redelegation from the Secretary ofState. Under the direct authority and foreign policy guidance
of the Secretary ofState, the USAID Administrator will carry out the approved overall assistance
and economic cooperation strategy.

In accordance with the Act, Reorganization Plan No. 2 of 1979 - which established IDCA, with
USAID as a component, to coordinate «development and other??)) economic assistance
programs ofUSG agencies - will cease to be effe~iveas of April 1, 1999. The effective repeal
ofReorganization Plan No.2 and the enactment of conforming amendments contained in the Act
returns -those functions now vested in IDeA or its director back to USAID or the Secretary of
State, as was the case prior to 1979. .

E.O. 12163, which delegated most Foreign Assistance Act development and other economic
assistance-related authorities to IDCA, will be amended to delegate assistance functions v~sted by
law in the President to the Secretary of State, except for those reserved to the President or
specifically delegated to another agency. This will be the same framework that existed prior to
the establishment oflDCA The Act also establishes USAID as a U.S. government agency.

To maximize consistency with overall U.S. international affairs priorities, the Secretary ofState
will coordinate development and other economic assistance. In keeping with USAID's status as a
distinct agency and consistent with the USAID Administrator's being under the Secretary's direct
authority and foreign policy guidance, the Secretary will approve USAID's strategic plan and



annual performance plan, annual budget submission and appeals, and allocations and significant
(in terms of policy or money) reprogramrnings of development and other economic assistance.

In this context, the Secretary of State will delegate or redelegate to USAID a broad range of
functions and authorities that USAID currently ex:ercises. These include authorities:
• To receive apportionments for development and other economic assistance appropriations;
• To create policies for development and other economic assistance programs;
• To implement development and other economic assistance programs; and
• To manage and administer assistance programs, including the requisite personnel authorities.

. .
In carrying out its functions and authorities under the direction of the Secretary, USAID will
consult as appropriate with State.

State-USAID Policy and Resource Management
The leadership ofboth State and USAID recognize the need for effective coordination consistent
with strong accountability and a clear division ofresponsibility. Broad foreign policy coherence is
best assured through strategic planning and resource allocation processes that align USAID
resources in suppon offoreign policy priorities and allow the sustainable development and
humanitarian missions to be carried out effectively. Under the direction ofthe Secretary, the
Administrator will crea1e development policy, implement development and other economic
assistance programs, and manage and administer these programs. State and USAID will establish
a number of regular mechanisms to enhance consultation and coordination at all levels, including
in the field, in Washington at the bureau level, and in the relationship ofUSAID and State
activities on global issues. These mechanisms will include:· ..

• Coordination in Strategic: Planning - Both State and USAID develop strategic plans in the
contex:f. ofthe Government Performance and Results Act (GPRA). State coordinates with
USAID in develqping the "Intemational.Afiairs Strategic Plan," and USAID's "Strategic
Framework" is coordinated with this Plan.

• Coordination in Washington - Preparation of bureau Perfonnance Plans at State will
involve full consultation with USAlD, which will participate in the Secretary's revieWs of such
Plans and in reviews ofMission Performance Plans (MPPs). Under the direction C!fthe
Secretary, other specific coordination mechanisms will be established, including a more
structured system for coordination among State and USAID bureaus.

• Coordination in the Field -- Close coordination in the field is at the heart of an effective
State-USAID relationship. USAID overseas missions will participate actively in the MPP
process, and their budgeting and planning will be consistent with MPPs. Chiefs ofMission
will approve USAID missions' multi-year country assistance strategies and annual assessments

.of program performance and requests for resources (R-4), both ofwhich will be consistent
with USAID's GPRA-mandated Strategic Plan. The principal USAID official at post is·a
member of the country team. The ChiefofMission or Deputy Wi1I. have primary responsibility
for the annual performance rating ofthis official, and Chief ofMissions and appropriate
USAID Assistant Administrators will agree on specific work plans for the officiiU.



• Informal and Other Coordination -- Both agencies' officials will participate in a range of
staff meetings, interagency groups, task forces, binational commissions, and other
international meetings where they will coordinate their activities. Day-to-day exchanges of
information and clearance ofmessages will constitute an important form of coordination.
Informal coordination, including frequent telephone calls and "dropping by." will be valuable.
These relationships are less visible than formal arrangements, but they play an essential role in
identifying early on issues of importance to both institutions.

Coordination of U.S. Assistance
Consistent with the Act, the Secretary ofState will exercise new authorities in the coordination of
U.S. development and other economic assistance. Coordination activities of the Secretary, under
the direction ofthe President, will include: (1) approving an overall assistance and economic
cooperation strategy; (2) ensuring program and policy coordination among USG agencies in
carrying out the policies set forth in the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, the Arms Export Control
Act, and other relevant assistance acts; (3) pursuing coordination with other countries and
international organizations; and (4) resolving policy, program. and funding disputes among U.S.
govenunent agencies. Coordination ofactivities relating to promotion ofexports ofU.S. goods
and services. however, will continue to be priinarily the responsibility of the Secretary of
Commerce, and coordination of activities relating to U.S. participation in international financial
institutions and organization ofmultilateral efforts aimed at currency stabilization, currency
convertibility, debt reduction, and comprehensive economic reform programs will continue to be
primarily the responsibility ofthe Secretary ofthe Treasury.

The Secretary ofState will establish effective mechanisms to resolve disputes among U.S.
government agencies whose activities are covered by the Act. These mechanisms will build on
field coordination, including cooperative efforts ofall agencies at post to prepare ¥pPs and align
plans ofagencies in the field to MPP goals and strategies. In Washington, the Secretary will
oversee the coordination ofassistance, supported by State-chaired mechanisms at various levels
which will involve U.S. government agencies that fund and deliver U.S. assistance. To the extent
that disputes cannot be resolved at lower levels, the Secretary will make the ultimate decision.

Due to the need for high-profile interagency coordination at the startup ofassistance to Central
and Eastern Europe and the New Independent States ofthe former Soviet Union, the Congress
mandated establishment of special Coordinators at State to oversee all development and other
economic assistance to these areas. There are close professional relationships and interactions
between USAID offices and the offices of the Coordinators. The activities of the State offices
have led to better coordination ofassistance efforts between aU U.S. government agencies and
improved links between po~cy and assistance programs. This mechanism has proven to be
indispensable in these regions~ where U.S. assistance is a critical part ofU.S. foreign policy.

USAID already carries out highly effective donor coordination in the field, through international
organizations and in contacts with donor governments and NGOs. State. in consultation with
USAID, will continue to represent the United States in treaty negotiations on development-



related issues. The Administrator, in appropriate coordination with the relevant State bureaus,
will continue to be the principal U.S. government contact with development ministers from other
donor nations and represent the United States at OEeD Development Assistance Committee
meetings, development activities ofintemational financial institutions (e.g., World Bank
Consultative Group meetings), and United Nations development agencies. State will use its
diplomatic mandate in support of development policy to advance U.S. foreign policy interests.

Integration of Press Office and Certain Administrative Functions
By Aprill, 1999, USAID's press office will be merged with State's Bureau ofPublic Affairs. Th17
eight USAID press relations officers will become State public affairs officers. Two will remain at
USAID headquarters to serve as liaisons between State and USAID on press matters, two will be
located at the Washington Foreign Press Center. and four will be located at State. The eight
officers will provide full, coordinated media support services to USAID's Administrator, Deputy
Administrator, Assistant Administrators. and regional and functional bureaus.

Reorganization will include the consolidation of certain USAID administrative functions with
those ofState. Three years ago, State and USAID began to consolidate overlapping
admi.nistra1:ive support functions. A memorandum ofunderstanding between the two agencies
specifies four areas for shared services that provide logical, efficient, and effective op·erations.
These services include:

• Support - State will process the retirement ofUSAID Foreign Service Officers and
provide retirement counseling. USAID will. use the same travel contract as State. and
collocate its headquarters mainframe cOmputer operations with State's. The two agencies
will implement a nUmber ofother small agreements for joint headquarters seryices.

• ICASS - State and USAID will implement the International Cooperative Administrative
Support Service (ICASS) system to maximize shared administrative service;s~ using the
concept ofbest practices and considering the cost and quality of services. Requests for
excePtions to the use ofICASS as the service provider must be referred to Washington.

• Training - USAID will expand its use of State training services, e.g., foreign language
training. State and USAID will also develop professional and technical training programs
tog~ther to the maximum extent possible. .

• Storage - State will acconunodate USAID's needs for sto.rage of employees' household
goods. The two agencies already share other transportation and storage services.

Additionally:
• Housing -- At all overseas locations the two agencies will operate under a unified

Housing Board and utilize a single housing pool for ieased units.
• Security -- State and USAID will combine their security services into one entity. (See

chapter on Security.)
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MEMORANDUM

December 2, 1998

To:

From:

Patrick F. Kennedy
Assistant Secretary
Bureau of Administration and Director

of Task Force on Reorganization
Department of State

Kelly C. Kammerer k:C(~
Counselor
U.S. Agency for International Development

Subject: Revisions to the Development Assistance Mission
Chapter of the Reorganization Report

Discussion:

This responds to the December 1 State Department draft of
the Development Assistance Mission Chapter of the Reorganization
Report. For the reasons raised by USAID representatives;at the
last meeting of the Task Force Subcommittee, and in two
subsequent memoranda from me to Bill Courtney, USAID continues to
object to the proposed revisions.

The changes proposed to the previously agreed text are
objectionable for a variety of reasons, but, because they are so
important, we want to focus on two issues we believe are
fundamentally inconsistent with the President's decision that
USAID remain a distinct agency with a separate appropriation:

1) Deleaation of functions and authorities. Agreement was
reached that the Administrator would "report to and be under the
direct authority of the Secretary" only with the clear
understanding that the functions and authorities delegated to
USAID under IDCA would be redelegated to USAID once IDeA was
abolished. This agreement was the fundamental reason we were
able to resolve USAID's status in the context of the
reorganization discussions with the Secretary and the White
House.

1300 PE:-;:-;SYLVASlo-\ AVENUE. NoW.

WASHINGTON. DoC. 20523



- 2 -

This is reflected in the following sentence from the
Executive Summary of the August 1997 Reorganization Report:
"USAID will be established in law as an agency of the U.S.
government, and all IDCA authorities will be redelegated to it by
the Secretary of State". (emphasis added).

This wording was modified slightly in the Development
Assistance Mission Chapter, but we were assured that this change
was stylistic only, and would not affect the fact that the
Secretary would redelegate the IDCA functions to USAID once IDCA
was abolished (see memo to the files from Bob Lester, provided to
Bill ea:::-lier).

The proposed revisions you sent us yesterday state that the
Secretary would redelegate only "a broad range of functions and
authorities that USAID currently exercises". We cannot concur

. with a report to the Congress that contains such vague and
. ambiguous language. In fact, we assume the Congress will
immediately ask for a description of the functions and
authorities to be delegated. At a minimum, we need to know which
of the functions and authorities (if any) that USAID currently
exercises that you propose to reserve to the Secretary.

2) Budaet Authoritv. One of the principal functions USAID
exercises under IDCA is to prepare and submit to OMB an annual
budget for development assistance and related accounts.
Consistent with this authority, USAID also allocates assistance
to individual countries after the enactment of appropriations and
submits reprogramming requests to the Congress as necessary.
Under the proposed revised text you sent to us yesterday, these
functions would henceforth be exercised by State (i.e. lithe
Secretary will approve USAID's ... annual budget submission and
appeals, and allocations and significant (in terms of policy or
money) reprogrammings of development and other economic
assistance ll

) •

The President's decision to maintain USAID as a distinct
agency, with a separate appropriation and the management tools
necessary to operate and be held accountable to the Congress and
the American people, was based on three important principles:
(1) long-term development funds should not be inappropriately
diverted to meet the needs of short-term diplomacy; (2) the tools
necessary to effectively manage USAID's complex financial
management and procurement systems must be maintained; and (3)
the long-term development mission of the U.S. should not be
dqwngraded.
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1. The inevitable consequence of transferring authority
to approve the uses of development funds from USAID to the
Department of State will be that the pressure of meeting the
immediate crisis will likely divert resources from long-term
development to short-term diplomacy, through a stronger focus on
only the immediate need. A focus on short-term problems would
significantly undermine u.S. ability to address long-term
development issues that could cause irreparable harm to future
American generations, including environmental degradation;
unsustainable population growth; lost markets to foreign
competitors; and growth of emerging and reemerging diseases (e.g.
tuberculosis, HIV/AIDS). Strategic allocations of development
funds grounded in results based budgeting would become secondary
to political expediency.

2. Putting the Department of State in charge of
:USAID's budget would change USAID from an operational agency,
responsible for not only setting development policy but also
administering development programs, into a staff arm of non
operational State Department coordinators. It would violate all
good management principles by holding USAID accountable for
effective use of funds, but vesting no real authority in USAID
managers. By taking away authority for budgeting, USAID could
not possibly be held accountable by the Congress for the use of
funds.

3. By moving responsibility for budget to the State
Department we would eclipse the development perspective in
decision making, and damage the ability of the u.S. to playa
leadership role with other bilateral and multilateral donors.

The President's decision of April ~8, ~997 was designed to
allow USAID to remain as a distinct agency with a distinct
mission, 'while fully ensuring that its activities are coordinated
with the Department of State to ensure maximum compatibility with
foreign policy objectives. The proposed revised language in the
Reorganization Report would totally undo the President's
carefully crafted decision to combine bUdget authority with
accountability within USAID under the direct authority and
foreign policy guidance of the Secretary of State.

• Such a structure of Department of State "supervision"
over USAID budget decisions is inconsistent with the independent
nature of USAID as approved by the President.

• It creates a layer of bureaucracy that will slow down
and confuse the provision of assistance.
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• It vests a coordination role in individuals with little
or no development experience who will now be expected to
supervise (or coordinate) development assistance programs by
management standards not used in State.

• It ignores the already considerable foreign policy role
played by Ambassadors and Assistant Secretaries in the foreign
assistance process, as well as the key role played by OMB and
other executive branch agencies in coordinating overseas
assistance activities.

• It downgrades the development mission within the u.S.
government.

While these are the two most serious issues we have with the
revisions to the Development Assistance Mission Chapter, they are

:by no means the only problematic changes. For example, we do not
agree that the "shared administrative services" section should be
expanded to include items not in our negotiated memorandum of
understanding (e.g. because of statutory provisions relating to
USAID's Security Office we are unab~e to agree that State and
USAID will combine their Security Services -- although we would
be willing to accept language that we are discussing this issue
and would have to consult with Congress before taking action) .

In addition, the revised text on integration of the press
office is unacceptable and inconsistent with every discussion of
this issue over the past year and a half. We also believe the
section on NIS and SEED coordinators unrealistically exaggerates
the utility of the coordinator function and ignores the .
substantial management redundancies they have created. We don't
suggest that these problems need to be aired in a report to
Congress, but neither should we act as if problems do not exist:

'In Bill's cover note transmitting the latest State
revisions, he indicated he would be pleased to meet with Jill and
me to discuss these issues. We appreciate that offer and would
be happy to meet, assuming we would be able to discuss
alternatives for the language we have identified as problematic.
If such a meeting is merely to convey what senior policy
officials at State want in the Development Assistance Mission
Chapter, we do not believe there would be further utility in
meeting at this level. In any event, we would hope that if such
a meeting can be arranged,' that either you, Jim Thessin or
someone else familiar with the prior history of these
negotiations could also participate from the State side.

cc: Ambassador Wendy Sherman
Ambassador William Courtney
Jim Thessin
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UNCLASSIFIED

TO: The Deputy Secretary

FROM: J. Brian AtwoOd~

SUBJECT: The Reorganization Report

Attached is USAID's latest response to efforts by the State
Task Force to revise the Development Assistance Mission Chapter
of the Reorganization Report to be submitted to Congress. As a
fellow member of the so-called "Corporate Board" I am writing to
object strenuously to the effort by the State Task Force to
reopen issues that were decided last August and which formed the
basis for the President's decision on reorganization and the
subsequent discussions with the Congress on the meaning of the
legislation eventually enacted.

It would appear that the State Task Force believes that the
negotiating process is now open-ended and that previous
agreements, meticulously worked over word for word, can be
amended to incorporate the wish list of any State Department unit
that comes into contact with USAID. It is our view that the
agreements reached in the August 1997 Reorganization Report were
negotiated and arrived at in good faith. They were confirmed by
the Secretary and by the OMB Director, the Vice President and the
President. Indeed, they formed the basis of the Administration's
"statement of position" presented to Congress with respect to the
reorganization legislation. Any suggestion that the enacted
legislation was based on anything other than a full understanding
of the Administration's position, particularly with respect to
the Secretary's intent to delegate " ... all IDCA authorities" that
currently govern AID's activities and mission, is false.

1300 PE:-;NSYLVANIA AVENUE. N.W:
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We are prepared to discuss suggestions that will update our
agreement and to provide details to make it more meaningful, but
we will not agree to reopen the fundamentals without the full
participation of OMB and the Vice President's office. As those
parties were intimately involved in these negotiations last year,
we feel that they must participate if any change to the basic
agreement is contemplated.

We very much want the new relationship with State to work
well. Our ultimate shared goal is to serve the Secretary and
u.S. foreign policy. That can best be achieved by establishing
trust at all levels below the Secretary and the Administrator .

. In this instance, trust must be based on a good faith acceptance
'of agreements previously reached.

Attachment: A!S

cc:Frank Loy
Wendy Sherman
Pat Kennedy
Jim Thessin
Bill Courtney
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u. S. AGENCY FOR

INTERNATIONAL

DEVELOPMENT

Date:

From:
Phone:
Fax:

To:

Fax:

Phone:

U.S. Agency for International Development
Office of the Counselor
1300 Pennsylvania Ave.,NW, Room 6.8-C
Washington, D.C. 20523

December 7, 1993

Kelly Kammerer
202-712-5090
202-216-3427

***************************************

B; 1 1 CQl1rtne~7

647-6501

736-7840

MESSAGE: Bill- Per my discussion with Pat and Jim,

I've discussed with Brian the proposal to change the

report language from "approval" to "review. USAID

agrees with that compromise.

KELLY '\

Total pages (including this cover sheet): _--=1__
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v. The Development Assistance
Mission

What WiJ.J. Happen to the U.S. Agency for
International Development (USAID)

Consistent with the President's decision in April 1997 and
the Foreign Affairs Reform and Restructuring Act of 1998
(the Act), OSAID will remain a distinct agency with a
separate appropriation. The USAID Administrator will be
under the direct authority and f~reiqn policy guidance of
the Secretary of State.~under the direction of the
President, the Secretary will coordinate all U.S.
development and other economic assistance except activities
related to export promotion and to international financial
institutions and certain other financial assistance. The
Act abolishes the International Development Cooperation
Agency (IDCA). It requires that USAID integrate its press
office and certain administrative functions with State.

Abo1ition of IDCA and De1egation of
Authorities
Several steps will be taken to implement the Act and the
President's decision so as to provide for the "direct
authorityn relationship. In essence, the "dotted"
organizational line between USAID and State will be
"blackened," with the Administrator having most authorities
derived by redelegation from the Secretary of State. Under
the direct authority and foreign policy guidance of the
Secretary>ef itet., the USAID Administrator will carry out
the approved overall assistance and economic cooperation
strategy.

In accordance with the Act, Reorganization Plan No. 2 of
1979 -- which established IDCA, with USAID as a component,
to coordinate «development and other??» economic
assistance programs of USG agencies -- will cease to be
effective as of April 1, 1999. The effective repeal of
Reorganization Plan No. 2 and the enactment of conforming
amendments contained in the Act returns those functions now
vested in IDCA or its director back to USAID or the
Secretary of State, as was the case prior to 1979.
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E.O: 12163, which delegated most Foreign Assistance Act
development and other economic assistance~related

authorities to IDCA, will be amended to delegate assistance
functions vested by law in the President to the Secretary of
State, except for those reserved to the President or
specifically delegated to another agency. This will be the
same framework that existed prior to the establishment of
IDeA. The Act also establishes USAID as a U.S. government
agency.

To maximize consistency with overall U.S. international
aff~irs priorities, the Secretary of State will coordinate
development and other economic assistance~ In keeping with
USAID's status as a distinct agency and recognizing that the
USA:tD Administrator's is under the Secretary's dire'ct
autqority and foreign policy guidance, the Secretary will
review USAID's strategic plan and annual performance plan,
annual budget submission and appeals, and allocations and
significant (in terms of policy or money) reprogrammings of
development and other economic assistance.

In this context, the Secretary of State will delegate or
redelegate to USAID the functions and authorities needed to
carry out its mission. These include authorities:

• To receive apportionments for development and other
economic assistance appropriations;

• To create policies for development and.other economic
assistance programs;

• To implement development and other economic assistance
programs; and

• To manage and administer assistance programs, including
the requisite personnel authorities.

In carrying out its functions and authorities under the
direction of the Secretary, USAID will consult as
appropriate with State.

State-USAID Policy ~nd Resource Management
The leadership of both State and USAID recognize the need
for effective coordination consistent with strong
accountability and a clear division of responsibility.
Broad foreign policy coherence is best assured through
strategic planning and resource allocation processes that
align USAID resources in support of foreign policy
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priorities arid allow the sustainable development and
humanitarian'missions to be carried out effectivery. Under
the direction of the Secretary, the Administrator.will
create development policy, implement development and other
economic assistance programs, and manage and administer
these programs. State and USAID will establish a number of
regular mechanisms to enhance consultation and coordination
at all levels, including in the field, in Washington at the
bureau level, and in the relationship of USAID and State
activities on global issues. These mechanisms will include:

• Coordination in Strategic Planning -- Both State and
USAID Jdevelop strategic plans in the context of the
Government Performance and Results Act (GPRA). 'State
coordinates with USAID in developing the "International
Affairs St,rategic Plan," and USAID's "Strategic
Framework'~: is coordinated with. this Plan.

• Coordination in Washington -- Preparation of bureau
Performance Plans at State will involve full consultation
with USAID, which will participate in the Secretary's
reviews of such Plans and in reviews of Mission
Performance Plans (MPPs). Under the direction of the
Secretary, other specific coordination mechanisms will be
established,. including a more structured system for
coordination among State and USAID bureaus.

• Coordination in the Field -- Close coordination in the
field is at the heart of an effective State-USAID
relationship. USAID overseas missions will participate
actively in the MPP process, and their budgeting and
planning will be consistent with MPPs. Chiefs of Mission
will approve USAID missions' multi-year country
assistance strategies and annual assessments of program
performance and requests for resources (R-4), both of
which will be consistent with USAID's GPRA-mandated
Strategic Plan. The principal.USAID official at post is
a member of the country team. The Chief of Mission or
Deputy will have primary responsibility for the annual .
performance rating of this official, and Chief of
Missions and appropriate USAID Assistant Administrators
will agree on specific work plans for the official.

• :In:fo%Dl&l and Ot:her Coordination -- Both agencies'·
officials will participate in a range of staff meetings,
interagency groups, task forces, binational .commissions,
and other international meetings where they will
coordinate their activities. Day-to-day exchanges of
information and clearance of messages will constitute an
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important form of coordination. Informal coordination,
including frequent telephone calls and ~dropping by,"
will be valuable. These relationships are less visible
than formal arrangements, but they play an essential role
in identifying early on issues of importance to both
institutions.

Coordination of U.S. Assistance
Consistent with the Act, the Secretary of State will
exercise new authorities in the coordination of u.s.
development and other economic assistance. Coordination
activities of the Secretary, under the direction of the
President, will include: (1) approving an overall
assistance and economic cooperation strategy; (2) ensuring
program and policy coordination among USG agencies in
carrying out the policies set forth in the Foreign .
Assistance Act of'1961, the Arms Export Control Act, and
other relevant assistance acts; (3) pursuing coordination
with other countries and international organizations; and
(4) resolving policy, program, and funding disputes among
u.S. government agencies. Coordination of activities
relating to promotion of exports of u.S. goods and services,
however, will continue to be primarily the responsibility of
the Secretary of Commerce, and coordination of activities
relating to o.s. participation in international financial
institutions and organization of multilateral efforts aimed
at currency stabilization, currency convertibility, debt
reduction, and comprehensive economic reform programs will
continue to be primarily the responsibility of the Secretary
of the Treasury.

The Secretary of State will establish effective mechanisms
to resolve disputes among u.S. government agencies whose
activities are covered by the Act. These mechanisms will
build on field coordination, including cooperative efforts
of all agencies at post to prepare MPPs and align plans of
agencies in the field to MPP goals and strategies. In
Washington, the Secretary will oversee the coordination of
assistance, supported by State-chaired mechanisms at various
levels which will involve u.S. government agencies that fund
and deliver u.s. assistance. To the extent that disputes
among agencies cannot be resolved at lower levels, the
Secretary will make the ultimate decision.

Due to the need for high-profile interagency coordination at
the startup of assistance to Central and Eastern Europe and
the New Independent States of the former Soviet Union, the
Congress mandated establishment of special Coordinators at
State to oversee all development and other economic
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assistance to these areas. There are close professional
relationships and interactions between OSAID offices and the:
offices of~ Coordinators. This process has proven to be .
valuable in~regions)where u.s. assistance is a critical part
of U.S. foreign policy.

USAID already carries out highly effective donor
coordination in the field, through international
organizations· and in contacts with donor governments and
NGOs. State, in consultation with USAID, will continue to
represent the United States in treaty negotiations on
development-related issues. The Administrator, in
appropriate coordination with the relevant State bureaus,
will continue to be the principal u.s. government contact
with development ministers from other donor nations and
represent the United States at OECD Development Assistance
Committee meetings, development activities of international
financial institutions·· (e.g., World Bank Consultative Group
meetings), and United Nations development agencies. State
will use its diplomatic mandate in support of development
policy to advance U.S. foreign policy interests.

Integration of Press Office and Certain
Administrative Functions
By April 1, 1999, USAID's press office will be merged with
State's Bureau of Public Affairs. The eight USAID press
relations officers will become State public affairs
officers. Two will remain at OSAID headquarters to serve as
liaisons between State and OSAID on press matters, t~o will
be located at the Washington Foreign Press Center, and four
will be located at State. The eight officers will provide
full, coordinated media support services to aSAID's
Administrator, Deputy Administrator, Assistant
Administrators, and regional and functional bureaus.

Reorganization will include the consolidation of certain
USAID administrative functions with those of State. Three
years ago, State and USAID began to consolidate overlapping
administrative support functions. A memorandum of
understanding between the two agencies specifies four areas
for shared services that provide logical, efficient, and
effective operations. These services include:

• Support -- State will process the retirement of USAID
Foreign Service Officers and provide retirement
counseling. USAID will use the same travel contract as
State, and collocate its headquarters mainframe
computer operations with State's. The two agencies
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will implement a number~ of other small agreements for
joint headquarters services.

• lCASS -- State and USAID will implement the
International Cooperative Administrative Support
Service (ICASS) system to maximize shared
administrative services, using the concept of best
practices and considering the cost and quality of
services. CRequests for exceptions to the use of ICASS
as the service provider must be referred to Washington.

• Training -- USAID will expand its use of State training
services, e.g., :M>lil:t~u language training. State and
USAID will also develop professional and technical
training programs together to the maximum extent
possible.

• Storage -- State will accommodate USAIO's needs for
storage of employees' household goods. The two
agencies already share other transportation and storage
services.

Additionally:

• Housing -- At all overseas locations the two agencies
will operate under a unified Housing Board and utilize
a single housing pool for leased units.

• Securi~ State and USAID will review their security
services to determine what further coordination can be
achieved.

• Other Functions -- State and USAIO will continue to
explore other ef~icient ways to coordinate or
consolidate as many administrative functions as
possible.
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Counsdor

to lh~ Ag~ncy

Mr. Robert Kyle
Associate Director for National Security
and International Affairs
Executive Office of the President
Office of Management and Budget
Washington, D.C. 20503-0001

Dear Bob:

This responds to your request for comments, pursuant to OMB
Circular A-19, on the Plan for the Implementation of Section 1601
of Public Law 105-277, the Omnibus Appropriation Act for Fiscal
Year 1999, and the accompanying Report to the Congress on the
Reorganization of the Foreign Affairs Agencies.

The Plan and the Report reflect cooperative efforts among USAID
and the other affected foreign affairs agencies to implement the
President's decision of April 18, 1997, to reorganize the foreign
affairs agencies. As such, they are informed by the documents on
which the President's April 1997 decision was based, the draft
report of the Reorganization Task Force dated August 1997, as
well as Public Law 105-277. Insofar as the Plan and Report
relate to USAID, we believe there is nothing in Public Law 105
277 that is inconsistent with the President's April 1997
decision.

We have worked collegially with the Department of State to
prepare the USAID-related portions of both the Plan and the
Report. Therefore, except for a few minor wording changes
intended to achieve greater clarity or to remove internal
inconsistencies (line-in, line-out revisions enclosed), our
comments are intended to explain USAID's understanding of how the
two organizations will operate under the new arrangement. We
expect the President and the Congress will want to know these
details, and it is therefore important that we have a clear
understanding before these documents are transmitted to the
Congress on what the Plan and Report mean for USAID'sday-to-day
operations after April 1, 1999.
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THE PLAN

The functions to be transferred from USAID to the Department by
April 1, 1999 are those specifically enumerated in section 2(c)
of the Plan. Similarly, the property, facilities, contracts and
other assets and liabilities of USAID that will be transferred to
the Department of State are those specifically related to the
functions enumerated in section 2(c). USAID and State have
agreed that we will explore other efficient ways to coordinate or
consolidate as many administrative functions as possible. We
have no other comments on the Plan.

THE REPORT

In general, the Report accurately reflects the President's
decision that USAID will remain a distinct agency headed by an
Administrator who reports to and is under the direct authority
and foreign policy guidance of the Secretary of State. It is
also consistent with the President's decision that USAID's unique
long-term development mission be preserved, and that sustainable
development funding not be perceived as a short-term tactical
resource as opposed to a long-term strategic tool of foreign
policy. In keeping with the President's decision that USAID
continue to operate with a separate appropriation, the Report
also recognizes that among the functions and authorities the
Secretary will delegate to the Administrator are the authorities
necesgary to manage USAID's budget and to receive apportionments
for development and other economic assistance appropriations
directly from OMB.

In this context, we anticipate the President and the Congress
will ask that we explain in greater detail than is contained in
the Report the specific functions and authorities to be
redelegated from the Secretary to the Administrator, and how the
Administrator will manage USAID's budget. Both issues are
alluded to in the Report, and we have an agreed understanding
with the Department of State of how this will work in practice.

1. Delegation of Authority. As the Report explains, on the
effective date that IDCA is abolished, Executive Order 12163 will
be amended to transfer economic assistance functions vested in
the President to the Secretary; and, as was the case before 1979,
the Secretary will simultaneously redelegate to the Administrator
"the functions and authorities needed to carry out (USAID's)
mission". The Report summarizes the most important categories of
functions and authorities to be redelegated, and both State and
USAID have agreed that every effort will be made to identify any
authorities that should be reserved to the Secretary before the
Plan and the Report are transmitted to the Congress.
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Our respective legal staffs are fully engaged in this process.
As far as USAID is aware, the only USAID-related functions that
have been identified for reservation are several provisions in
the Foreign Assistance Act relating to the coordination of
assistance programs, IDCA-like functions that have been
transferred to the Secretary by Public Law 105-277. To
anticipate inevitable questions from the Congress, however, the
Administration needs to give careful consideration to the draft
revisions to E.O. 12163, and the Delegation of Authority from the
Secretary to the Administrator, to assure consistency with the
President's decision.

In addition, to create an appropriate record of this
reorganization for future Administrations, we also suggest that
in amending E.O. 12163, specific reference be made to the effect
that functions and authorities delegated to or otherwise vested
in the Secretary relating to economic assistance are to be
redelegated by the Secretary (other than coordination functions)
to the Administrator of USAID. As noted, this is not necessary
for this Administration, because State and USAID have a clear
understanding of what functions and authorities need to be
redelegated to preserve USAID's distinct mission, but out of
concern that future Administrations may not hold the same views
about the need for preserving the long-term development mission.

2. Budget Authority. In keeping with the President's April 1997
decision, Public Law 105-277 provides that the USAID
Administrator will report to and be under the direct authority
and foreign policy guidance of the Secretary of State. The
Department and USAID agree this does not imply micro management
or day-to-day operational control or direction by the Secretary
or the Department of USAID activities or budget. But there are
certain key actions, primarily relating to the formulation of
budgets and country allocations (including significant
reprogrammings), that need to be coordinated with the Secretary
to ensure she can exercise her statutory responsibilities.

The standard we have agreed on for the Report is that the
Administrator will submit for the Secretary's review, before they
are transmitted to OMB or the Congress, the GPRA-mandated
strategic plan and annual performance plan, the annual budget and
appeals, allocations and significant (in terms of policy or
money) reprogrammings of development and other economic
assistance. Similarly, pursuant to section 531 of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961, the Secretary will continue to exercise
her responsibility for allocating Economic Support Funds in
cooperation with the Administrator.

This budget review issue goes to the crux of the new
relationship, and it is very important how we describe this
process to the Congress. We have agreed on the verb "review"
because it recognizes the Secretary's overall resonsibility for
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foreign policy and USAID's status as a distinct agency with a
distinct mission. The process we have agreed to with State is
that the Administrator will transmit the relevant information to
the Secretary for review and the Secretary will advise the
Administrator whether it is consistent with foreign policy before
it is transmitted to OMB or the Conaress. The word "review ll

assumes a collaborative approach. I~ reaching agreement on this
standard, we have deliberately avoided verbs like lI approve",
IIconcur ll or IIclear" in describing the Secretary's role. We
believe this is an important distinction to maintain as we
discuss the Plan and the Report with the Congress in order to
protect the President's decision that USAID's long-term
development mission be preserved and that USAID continue to
operate as a distinct agency with its budget, policy, management,
and implementation authorities intact.

Further in this regard, we recommend two minor changes in wording
to ensure there is no ambiguity regarding the appropriate roles
of the Secretary and the Administrator relating to the above
described budget authorities. Once again, this' clarification is
suggested not for this Administration, which has a clear
understanding of the roles of both the Secretary and the
Administrator, but for future Administrations which will look to
this report for guidance.

The President's decision (which was adopted verbatim by the
Congress in P.L. 1.05-277) is that the Administrator will IIreport
to and be under the direct authority and foreign policy guidance
of the Secretary of-State ll

• In most instances, this wording is
used in the Report, but in at least two cases (and we assume this
was done for purposes of convenience rather than a change in
meaning) instead of saying the Administrator is "under the direct
authority" of the Secretary, it says the Administrator is under
the IIdirection ll of the Secretary. In the context of where this
wording is used (page 6 under the paragraph titled "International
Development", page 34 after the four bullets, and page 35 in the
first full paragraph) this could be interpreted by future
Administrations or the Congress to imply the kind of day-to-day
operational control over USAID activities we have agreed is
inconsistent with the Secretary's intentions or the President's
decision. In each case we recommend deleting IIdirection" and
inserting in lieu thereof "under the authority delegated to him
by the Secretary".

3. Coordination. The Report contains extensive language on
coordination between State and USAID, reflecting the President's
decision that there be greater policy coherence and effectiveness
in our foreign assistance programs. However, in some instances,
the Report references the Secretary's coordination
responsibilities under P.L. 1.05-277 in a way that implies its
coordination provisions apply exclusively to USAID. Thus, on



5

page 34, in the context of the State/USAID relationship, it
states that " ... the Secretary of State will coordinate
development and other economic assistance". In fact, the law
gives the Secretary the authority to ensure program and policy
coordination "among agencies of the United States Government
carrying out policies" under relevant foreign assistance
legislation.

Accordingly, for purposes of accuracy, we recommend rewording the
first two clauses of the third sentence of the second full
paragraph on page 6 and the first sentence of the second full
paragraph on page 34 as follows: "To maximize consistency with
overall international affairs priorities, the Secretary will
ensure coordination among agencies of the United States
Government in carrying out the policies contained in relevant
foreign assistance legislation." To leave the language as
drafted could create the impression that the Secretary intended
to manage the day-to-day activities of USAID, a position clearly
inconsistent with our understanding with the Secretary, and the
President's decision that USAID remain a distinct agency, with
the delegated authorities necessary to carry out economic
assistance programs. USAID is a strong supporter of closer
coordination with State, consistent with maintaining the fiscal
and program accountability and clear division of responsibility
that allows USAID to effectively manage implementation of
development assistance activities.

4. Press Office. At the time the President made his original
decision, and in all negotiations with State up until last week,
we had agreed that the eight USAID press officers would be
transferred to State, and that seven of these officers'would be
detailed back to the Ronald Reagan building to work on USAID's
complex and demanding day-to-day press operations. The remaining
press officer was to have been stationed at Main State to act as
a liaison with USAID. We continue to believe this formulation is
essential to protect and promote the Administration's foreign
assistance and foreign policy goals.

An example of the demands on USAID's press and public affairs
office occurred this week when USAID organized a conference on
hurricane Mitch that drew 600 representatives from the private
sector and seven Cabinet or agency heads plus Mrs. Gore. We
could not carry out this kind of operation if the press officers
assigned to support USAID are located outside of USAID's
headquarters.

More importantly, USAID receives hundreds of press inquiries each
month requesting detailed information on projects, contracts,
grants and other USAID activities and policies. These inquiries
are typically focused on activities esoteric to State -
sterilization programs in Peru, environmental advocacy programs
by USAID-funded NGOs in Indonesia, contract disputes involving
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USAID-financed turbines in Egypt -- that require immediate
proximity by press officers to USAID operational units to respond
quickly and to avoid potential embarrassments to any
Administration. It is absolutely essential that press officers
assigned to serve USAID be in close physical proximity to USAID
operating units (i.e., in the Ronald Reagan building).

5. ICASS. USAID has been and remains a strong proponent of
shared administrative services overseas as a mechanism to assure
high quality services at the lowest cost. We support the use of
ICASS in all appropriate situations and believe the intent of
ICASS participation could be better reflected by a modification
of the sentence at the end of the partial paragraph at the top of
page l3. The sentence now reads:

"State and USAID will utilize the International Cooperative
Administrative Support Service (ICASS) system to maximize
shared administrative services."

We proposed it be rewritten as follows:

"State and USAID will utilize the International Cooperative
Administrative Support Service (ICASS) system to maximize
the quality and cost-effectiveness of administrative
services overseas."

State and USAID agree that requests for exceptions to the use of
ICASS as the service provider will be referred to washington for
resolution; agreement by both agencies will be required to deny

;

such requests.

6. Miscellaneous Conforming Edits.

a. Coordination (page 34) - change the heading from "State 
USAID Policy and Resource Management" to "State - USAID
Coordination". This more accurately reflects the content of this
chapter. In addition, add the following sentence at the end of
the first sentence of the chapter: "Within the context of foreign
policy guidance from the Secretary , the promotion of the
sustainable development mission will remain a priority objective
of the closer State - USAID relationship at all levels."

b. Press office (page 37) - at the end of the second full
paragraph, after "regional and functional bureaus", add "at the
Ronald Reagan building".

c. Press office (page 57) - in the top paragraph, delete
"augmented by positions transferred from USAID's Office of Press
Relations".

d. Housing (page 78) - delete the third paragraph and insert the
same language on housing regulations from page 38.
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e. Security (page 85) - in the last paragraph, delete "three"
and insert "two" agencies will be integrated into Diplomatic
Security (see page 38) .

With the above modifications and understandings, we believe the
Report would accurately reflect the President's April 1997
decision, and the provisions of P.L. 105-277.

Sincerely,

K~~~K~~
Enclosure: a/s

,;
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will, however, respect the professional incepe~cence a~d

i~~e;rity of the SEG's Inter~a~ional 3=caccas~inq Bureau
(I2S~ and its Voice of ~~erica, surro~2te broaccastinq
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International Development
!OCA will be abolished by April 1, lSSS. USAID will be a
separate agency, and its A~~inistratcr will be under the
direct authority and foreign policy g~idance cf' the
Secretary of State.A ff~ aximize consistency with overall
u.S. international a _ai s priorities, the Secretary will
coordinate devel ment and other econcmic assistance, and
review USA!' st~ategic plan and ann~al performance plan,
annual get submission and appeals, and allocations and
sig ~~icant reprogr~~ings of development and other economic
- sistanceJ In this context, the Secretary will delegate or
redelegate to USAID the functions and authorities that U~~~R.~~
needs to carry out its mission. Under the Eii-acti~.~~o\~ -;I;9/'U
Secretary, the Administrator will create development policy, ~

implement development and other economic assistance 0
progra~s, and manage and administer assistance prograus.
State and USAID will establish more mechanisms for
consultation and coordination. The International
~ooperativeAdministrativeSupport SerY·ices (ICASS) :systern.
will be the.basis for shared administrative services for
USAID missions overseas.

Policy Support and Management Functions
• LegaJ. Affairs -- ACDA's and much of USIA's legal staffs

will join State's Legal Adviser's Office. The Legal
Adviser will be assisted by a new Associate Legal
Adviser, whose portfolio will be devoted primarily to
arms control and nonproliferation issues, and an
Assistant Legal Advisor for Public Diplomacy.

• Congress~onal Lia~son -- Units of ACDA and USIA will join
State's Bureau of Legislative Affairs, providing new
senior policy advisers.

• Press and Public A£fa~rs -- Press relations staffs from
all four agencies will be drawn together under the Bureau
of Public Affairs, which will be responsible for issuing
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co~~try assista~ce s:rateSy a~d assess.~c: ~rcS=a~
pe~f~=~ance a~d re~~est fe= rescurces.J~~~- c ..d USAID ~ill
ut~l~ze the Internaticr.al Cocoerative ~~.~~istrative S~DCO=t

Service (ICASS) systen to rnaxi~; _ shared a~~inistrativ~·
serviceD

People - Our Greatest Asset
State will offer more career ocoortunities to both the Civil
Service and the Fcreicn Servic~: Civil Service enolovees
will be able to compete for positions a~ong a wider field of
career possibilities, the breadth of which wil~ particularly
benefit former ACDA and USIA employees. In keeping with the
changing requirements of international affairs in the 21st
century, State will offer more opportunitie,s for retraining
and upgrading skills.

USIA brings 'to State an innovative system for career
development and training for Civil Service employees. For
State to reach its potential, greater personnel flexibility
and opportunities for overseas tours for Civil Service
employees will be essential. State Foreign Service
personnel will benefit from the opportunity to bid on and
serve in positions in arms control, nonproliferation, and
public diplomacy -- acquiring needed new skills in these
fields, which are so essential to modern diplomacy. The
merger of USIA into State will bring about a fifth Foreign
Service career cone - public diplomacy. Public diplomacy
officers will be able to bid on Washington assignments which
include public diplomacy and public affairs positions in the
regional and functional bureaus, as well as assignments in
other cones. USIA executive officers will become
administrative officers in State and be able to bid on all
administrative assignments ~s well as on assignme~ts in
other cones. New access to multi-functional assignments
will give these officers opportunities for advancement to a
wider range of senior positions, and give officers in other
cones more exposure to public diplomacy and communications
skills needed in the age of information.

Collectively, all State elements must focus more on training
our foreign national colleagues, who make such important
contributions to our overall efforts abroad.

Reorganization and Reinvention
Reorganization will streamline administrative and management
operations and lead to greater efficiencies while building
on the diverse strengths of the merging organizations and
their employees. Prior to ICASS, independent agencies

--- --_."
"State and USAID will uti."iiz"eo··the International cooperative

~Administrative Support servIce (ICASSY"system- to Eaximize .
~the quality and cost-effectiveness of administrative

services overseas."
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ft °verall inte:nat~onal affairs priori t.ies, the Secretary wili -.
ensure coordknatkon among agencies of the united States

~ Gove:nment in carrying out the policies contained in relevant
fore sistance le islatio "

E.O. 12LEd, wh~cn _... c'-;;t ... :-:,,: mo~t... Forei.-;:: }:...5sis:ance }:..c:
develo~men~ and other econc~ic assis:a::ce-rela:ed
authorities to IDCA, will be a~endec :0 delega:e assis:ance
functions vested by la~ in ~he Preside::: to the Secretary of
State, except for those re.5ervec to the President or
s~ecifically delegated to a::other age~cy. This will be the
same fra::-.e',.;ork tha~ e:<:is~ec p=ior to tr.e es~ablish.'nent of
IDCA. The Act also establishes USArD as a u.S. government
agency. ~@

.[0 maximize .. is~e:lcy with c,terall U. S. ir'tkna~ional
----~ affairs ~orities, the Sec=etary of State ¥ill coordina~e

dev : pment and other economic assista~ciJXIn keeping wi~h
aSAIO's status as a distinc~ agency and recognizing that ~he

USAID A6~nistrator is under the Secretary's direc~

authority and foreign policy guidance, the Secreta=y will
review aSAIO's s~rategic plan and annual performance plan,
annual budget submission and appeals, and allocations and
significant (in terms of policy or money) reprogrammings of
development and other econo~ic assist.ance.

In this context, the Secretary of State will delegate or
redelegate to USAID the functions and authorities needed to
carry out its mission. These include authorities to:

• Receive apportionments for developme~t and other econcmic
assistance appropriations;

• Create policies for development and other economic
assistance programs;

• ··Implement development and other economic assistance
programs; and

• Manage and a~~nister assistance programs, including the
requisite personnel authorities. ~A j;_Jto~~

In carrying out its functions and authorities (£r~cl£~ -0
eireetiofi ~the Secretary, USA~D will consult as
appropriate with State.

state-W~cyand Resource Managemen~
The leadershio of both State and USAID recoanize the need
for effective- coordination c~n~istent with ~tr~n~. ~(Q)
accountability and a clear dkv~sion of respons~b~lktY·A

Broad foreign policy coherence is best assured througn
stra~egic planning and "resource allocation processes ~s.

described in this chapter, which align USAID resources ~n

fOrtei~ policy guidance from "t....he·"· S· - IfWlthiiitne-conotext of-- pg. 34
sus a~nable devel . ecretary th .
of the closer Sta~pment m~ssion will remain'a e.pr?mot~on of the~f!t

e - USAIO relationship at lPr~or~ty objective
a 1 levels." . J)

John M
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S~?~o=~ of fo=ei~~ policy p=icri~ies a~c allcw the .
sus tair:able develc~ment mi s s ior:. tc be ~ccu:;-;~ o1JJ."JI1I'l-A #;;J-j; ~.J.I'Y'V ~
effec~.l.vely. Under the @irection ..s] ~ZS~~t~ G
A~~in~strator will create develoomen~colicv, i~clement
development a~d other econcmic a~sista~ce p~og=ams, and
manage and a~~iniste= these p=c~ra~s. State and USAID will
establish a number of regular mechanisws to e~hance

consultation and coordination, includi~g in the field, in
Washington at the bureau level, and in the relationshi? of
USA!D and State activities on clobal issues. These
mechaniscs will include: -

• Coordination in Strategic P~anning -- Both State and
USAID develop strategic plans in the context of the
Government Performance and Results Act (GP~~). State
coordinates with USAID in develocinc the "International
Affairs Strategic Plan," and USAiD'; "Strategic
Framework" is coordinated with this Plan.

• Coordination in Washington -- Preparation of Bureau
Performance Plans at State will involve full consultation
with USAID, which will participate in the Secretary's
reviews of such Plans and in reviews of Mission
Performance Plans (MPPs) . Under the direction of the
Secretary, other soecific coordination mechanisms will be
established, including a more structured system for
coordination among State and USAID bureaus.

• Coordination in the Fie~d -- Close coordination in: the
field is at the heart of an effective State-USAID'
relationship. USAID overseas. missions will participate
actively in the MPP process, and their budgeting'~nd

planning will be consistent with MPPs. Chiefs of Mission
will approve USAID missions' multi-year country
assistance strategies and annual assessments of program
performance and requests for resources (R-4), both of
.which will be consistent with USAID's GPRA-mandated
Strategic Plan. The principal USAID official at post is
a member of the country team. Unless otherwise provided,
the Chief of Mission will have primary r~sponsibility for
the annual performance rating of this official, and Chief
of Missions and appropriate USAID Assistant
Administrators will agree on a specific work plan for the
official.

• Informa~ and Other Coordination -- Both agencies'
officials will participate in a range of staff meetings,
interagency groups, task forces, binational c~mmissions,

and other international meetings where they w~ll
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Ccng=ess wanda~ed es~a~lis~me~~ 0= soec~al Coordi~a~crs a~

S~a~e to oversee all de7elopment and- c~~er econowic
assistance to these areas. There are close orofessional
relationships and interactions bet~een USAIO· offices and the
offices of the Coordinators. This process has contributed
to achieving our objectives in these re;iens, where U.S.
assistance is a critical part of u.S. foreign policy.

USAID already carries out highly effective donor
coordination in the field, throucn international
organizations and in contacts with doner governments and
NGOs. State, in consultation with USA!O, will continue to
represent the United States in treaty negotiations on
development-related issues. The Administrator, in
appropriate coordination with the relevant State bureaus,
will continue to be the principal U.S. gover~~ent contact
with development ministers from other donor nations and
represent the United States at OECD Develooment Assistance
Committee meetincrs, develooment actiVities· of international
financial instit~tions (e.g., World Bank Consultative Group
meetings), and United Nations development agencies. State
will use its diolomatic mandate in suooort of develooment
policy to advan~e U.S. foreign policy· interests. •

Integrat~on of Press Off~ce and Certa~n

Admin~strat~ve Funct~ons

By April 1, 1999, USAID's press office will be merged with
State's Bureau of Public Affairs, which will 'be responsible
for issuing all USAID press statements and press rel~ases.

The eight USAID full time permanent press relations ,officers
will become State pUblic affairs officers. They will
provide full, coordinated media support services to USAID's
Administrator, Deputy Administrator, Assistant· ~d

~s~,~~naland functional bureaus~~

Reorganization will include the consolidation of certa~n

USAID administrative functions with those of State. Three
years ago, State and USAID began to consolidate overlapping
administrative support functions. A memorandum of
understanding between the two agencies specifies four areas
for shared services that provide logical,. efficient, and
effective operations. These services are:

• Support -- State will process the retirement of USAID
Foreign Service Officers and provide retirement
counseling. USAID now uses the 'same travel contract as
State and has collocated its headauarters mainframe
computer operations with State IS •. • The two agencies
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forei~~ media on majcr forei~n policy ~atters, a~d fer
supporting media and public affairs events involving the
Secretary or her deputies in the U.S. a~d overseas. This
office will be staffed with perscnnel presently in the Press
Office, ~ugmented by positions transferred from USArO's
Office of Press Relationj] and t~o transferred fro~ USIA's
Office of Public Liaison.

The Foreign Press Centers Office will ce responsible for
day-to-day relations with U.S.-based and visiting foreign
based media whose areas of inquiry fall outside those
already described above. The Centers' efforts will continue
to focus on briefings, programs, and direct contact by press
officers and other specialists with foreign journalists.

The Centers in Washington, New York, and Los Angeles will
remain where they are to serve their clientele, but will
coordinate and integrate their daily operations with other
offices of PA, under the daily direction of the Principal
Deputy Assistant Secretary/Oeputy Spokesman. The Foreign
Press Centers' staff will remain nearly identical to their
current set-up (24 full time permanent positions). Eight
full time permanent positions in BEG's Foreign Broadcast
Support Unit will also shift. Expertise from USAIO's press
relations office will also be available to address
assistance issues.

The Media Outreach Office will continue to be responsible
for prOViding policy information to national and major
regional media in a proactive fashion, and·for reaching out
to specialty, local, ethnic and other niche media
organizations, all with the objective of better ful;~lling

our obligation to explain U.s. foreign policy and the US
role in world affairs to· the broadest possible audiences'
including those that have not traditionally been engaged by
State and other foreign affairs agencies. The office will
also be responsible, in concert with other bureaus as
appropriate, for handling of media interviews of State
principals other than the Secretary. Staff will consist of
the present personnel, augmented by two full time permanent
positions from USIA's Office of Public Liaison and expertise
from aSAIO's Office of Press Relations.

Press Functions at USIA, USAID and ACDA
USIA's Office of Public Liaison will have its units
transferred to corresponding parts of State's Bureau of
Public Affairs. Those employees presently supporting
"speaker programs" (four full time permanent positions) will
be transferred to PA's Office of Public and
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• Integ=ating Systecs
Because of cost, there will ~ot be a~ i~mediate

standardization of corrmon domestic secu=ity systems.
Separate systems will continue for at least 12-18 mo~ths

beyond the effective date of integration. Systems in the
former USIA building will gradually be converted to the
State system.

• USAID Security Office
Eecause of recent Congressionally ma~dated changes to the
structure of USAIO's security function, State and AID will
review their operations to determine what further
coordination can be achieved.

Proposed Integration into state
There will be complete integration of the personnel and
material resources of the ACDA and USIA security units into
OS. All currently conduct operations in accord with the
same or similar executive orders, statutes, and regulations.
Individual customer demands and requirements are also
similar in each agency. Personnel from each agency possess
the same qualifications, experience, and security
clearances.

From ACOA, four full time permanent positions and one
reimbursable one will transfer to DS, one full time
permanent position will transfer to the Bureau of
Intelligence and Research, and one full time permanent
position will transfer to the Bureau of Political-Military
Affairs.

From USIA, 32 full time permanent positions wil·l tr?nsfer to
DS, two to the Bureau of Administration, one to the Bureau
of Information Resource Management, and 13 to the BBG.

Positive Outcomes
Reorgaq!zation will integrate the. security responsibilities
of thelthrei1agencies into OS, making it better able to
promote efficiency, ensure uniformity of standards, and
provide better service. After integration is complete, OS
will be able to further streamline its operations and
eliminate overlapping overseas coverage.
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~aking assignme~ts fo= PAOs a=rivir.g f=c~ the su~~e= of 1999
cn'Nard.

Proposed Integration
ACDA's and USIA's existing functions will be incorporated
into FBO, building on FBO's broad mission, experience, and
scope of operations, and the extensive property management
services FBO already provides to both ACDA and USIA. Support
activities to continue without interru?tion.

USIA staff, including designers, architects, physical
security personnel, safety officer, and facilities security
personnel will join FBO. Personnel transferred from USIA to
FBO are expected to assume duties closely related to their
current activities. Because ACDA does not dedicate full
time resources to property management, no personnel will be'
transferred. II . _~/": "

--i"~ t..EJ '
~his integration plan will ~ow USAID currently operates a
separate leased housing ~~6gram at a number of posts. All
leased housing will b~ooled in the future and operate
under a single Hou~g Board~

Positive Outcomes
More comprehensive services and programs will be available
for all personnel in the areas of safety, security, and in
house constructio~ and design expertise.

Longer-term implementation of integrated facilities
management overseas will result in more efficient
utilization of space,'reduced service costs, and fewer
,personnel necessary for' spa~e management.

~3~~ ~At all overseas locations ~h~.o agencies
w~ll operate under a unif~ed Housing Board.~30int

State/USAID regulations will be issued on utilizing a
single housing pool for leased units.
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United States Deparunent of State

Assistant Secretary ofState
for Administration

Washington. D.C. 20520

December 19, 1998

Dear If;:::
We have reviewed the proposed language your staff forwarded
from USAID, entitled:

USAID
Line-in Line-out Revisions

To Draft Plan for the Implementation of Section 1601
Of Public Law 105-277, Omnibus Appropriations Fiscal

Year 1999, and Report on the Reorganization of the
Foreign Affairs Agencies.

We have added most of the language proposed. The final text
is outlined on the enclosed sheets.

Additionally, your staff also forwa+ded a copy of a
letter from aSArD's Counselor to you.. We will meet with

'. USAID in the near future to correct a number of opinions
laid out, to reaffirm the direct authority and foreign
pol'icy guidance role of the Secretary, and to work with
USAID'to outline implementation procedures.

Thank you and your staff very much for your asslstance.

Sin~

patric~ F. Kennedy
Coordinator for Reorganization
Of The Fore~gn Affairs Agencies

Enclosures:
As stated.

The Honorable
Robert D. Kyle,

Associate Director for National Security
And International Affairs,

Office of Management and Budget.



USAID
Page 6

Change #1

We accept Ulnsert A" as a new sentence between the existing
second and third sentences in the Internat~ona~ Development
section. This will conform the text in the Executive
Summary with the text in the Development Assistance chapter.

The text now reads as follows:

USAID will be a separate agency, and its Administrator will
be under the direct authorit~ and foreign policy guidance of
the Secretary of State. To maximize consistency with
overall international affairs priorities, the Secretary will
ensure coordination among agencies of the United States
Government in carrying out the policies contained in
relevant foreign assistance legislation. The Secretary will
coordinate development and other economic assistance, and
review USAID's strategic plan and annual performance plan,
annual bUdget submission and appeals, and allocations and
significant (in -terms of policy and money) reprogrammings of
development and other economic assistance.

Change #2

We agree to USAID's proposal to change "direction of". We
have revised the text to recite the statute.

The text now reads as follows:

Under the direct authority and foreign policy guidance of
the Secretary, the Administrator will create development
policy, implement development and other economic assistance
programs, and manage and administer assistance programs.



USAID
Page 13

USAID's editorial change is accepted with one amendment to
reflect ICASS's basic charter.

The text now reads as follows:

State and USAID will utilize the International Cooperative
Administrative Support Service (ICASS) system to maximize
shared administrative services consistent with its goals of
quality and cost-effectiveness.



USAID
Page 34

Change #1

aSAIO's insert has been accepted. The text now parallels
that in the Execut~ve Summary.

The text now reads as follows:

To maximize consistency with overall U.S. international
affairs priorities, the Secretary of State will coordinate
development and other economic assistance. The Secretary
will ensure coordination among agencies of the United States
Government in carrying out the policies contained in
relevant foreign assistance legislation. In keeping with
USAID's status as a distinct agency and recognizing that the
USAID Administrator is under the Secretary's direct
authority and foreign policy guidance, the Secretary will
review USAID's strategic plan and annual performance plan,
annual budget submission and appeals, and allocations and
significant (in terms of policy and money) reprogrammings of
development and other economic assistance.

Change #2

We agree to USAID's proposal to change "direction of". We
have revised the text to recite the statute. This parallels
the change made on Page 6.

The text now reads as follows:

In carrying out its functions and authorities under the
direct authority and foreign policy guidance of the
Secretary, USAID will consult as appropriat~ with State.

~ ............



USAID
Page 34 (continued)

Change #3

We accept USAID's suggestion that a clarification is needed
in the sectional title.

The heading now reads as follows:

state-USAID Policy and Resource Coordination

Change #4

We accept, with one editorial change, USAID's suggestion
that the sustainable development mission be specifically
referred to.

The text now reads as follows:

The leadership of both State and USAID recognize the need
for effective coordination consistent with strong
accountability and a clear division of responsibility. The
promotion of the sustainable development mission will remain
a priority objective of the ¢loser State-USAID relationship
at all levels. Broad foreign policy coherence is best
assured through strategic planning and resource allocation
processes as described in this chapter, which align USAID
resources in . . .

,:,. l.'



USAID
Page 35

We agree to USAID's proposal to change ~direction of". We
have revised the text to parallel the statute.

The text now reads as follows:

Under the direct authority and foreign policy guidance of
the Secretary, the Administrator will create development
policy, implement development and other economic assistance
programs, and manage and administer assistance programs.

Page 37

Following discussions with USAID earlier, all references to
the work locations for press officers had been deleted, to
be resolved during the implementation period. Thus it would
be inappropriate to add it back in one particular place.

Page 57

We agree that the clause should be deleted as USAID
suggests.

I '/



USAID
Page 78

We accept USAID's suggested change, with only minor editing.

The text now reads as follows:

At overseas locations all agencies will operate under a
unified Housing Board. Joint StatelUSAID regulations will
be issued on utilizing a single housing pool for short-term
leased units.

Page 85

We agree that "three" should be changed to "twd'.

. 1
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u.s. AGENCY FOR

L....TIRl"AnONAl.

DEVELOPME'iT

Counselor
to the Agency

December 21, 1998

Mr. Robert Kyle
Associate Director for National Security

and International Affairs
Executive Office of the President
Office of Management and Budget
Washington, D.C. 20503-0001

Dear Bob:

You have requested our response to state's comments on our
suggested revisions to the Report on the Reorganization of the
Foreign Affairs Agencies, and on our position regarding a common
understanding of some of the key provisions of the Report.
We are pleased that most of the line in line out changes we
proposed have been accepted, and with this and the understandings
discussed below, the Report is acceptable to USAID.

In his December 19, 1998 letter to you, Assistant Secretary
Kennedy indicated that State and USAID would meet in the near
future to correct certain positions laid out in our December 18,
1998 letter to OMB. I have had the opportunity to discuss this
with Mr. Kennedy and he has confirmed that in regard to several
key provisions of our letter we are in agreement, specifically,
the basis for delegations of authority from the Secretary to the
Administrator once IDCA is abolished, and the review by the
Secretary of certain USAID functions under the new arrangement.

In regard to the issue of delegations of authority, on the basis
of discussions between our respective legal staffs, we have a
common understanding of the legal framework. We agree that the
Reform and Restructuring Act (P.L. 105-277) does not require the
Secretary to delegate specific functions. We did not intend to
suggest otherwise in our letter.

On the other hand, the report states that the Secretary will
delegate or redelegate to USAID the functions and authorities
needed to carry out its mission. This will effect the President's
April 18, 1997 decision, subsequently confirmed in P.L. 105-277,
designating USAID as an independent establishment within the
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Executive Branch. As we noted in our letter, our review with
state to date has identified several IDCA-like coordination
functions in the Foreign Assistance Act that logically should be
reserved to the Secretary.

In our letter we also noted that in regard to certain USAID
budget functions, the standard we have agreed on for the report
is that the Administrator will submit for the Secretary's review,
before they are transmitted to OMB or the Congress, the GPRA
mandated strategic plan and annual performance plan, the annual
bUdget and appeals, allocations and significant (in terms of
policy or money) reprogrammings of development and other economic
assistance. In this process the Administrator will fully inform
the Secretary concerning these proposed functions and the
Secretary will inform the Administrator whether they are
consistent with the Administration's foreign policy and other
objectives. There is no disagreement between USAID and State on
this point.

We look forward to resolving, during the implementation period,
any other issues that may arise.

Sincerely,

~C~~
Kelly C. Kammerer





December 22, 1998
Brian
Hattie

From Kelly

Memo for the Files:

Per your request, I followed up on Hattie's conversation with Jim
Babbit. He explained that he had been asked by Leon to make sure
the VP's interest in maintaining USAID's independent status was
being protected in the Report. Before it goes to the Congress, he
wanted to make sure we were satisfied with the "review" standard.
I told him we are based on Kennedy's clearance of our letter of
12/21 (which says the review process means "the Administrator
will fUlly inform the Secretary concerning these proposed
functions and the Secretary will inform the Administrator whether
they are consistent with the Administration's foreign policy and
other objectives").

Babbit told me that when Leon raised this issue yesterday with
Stobe, Babbit got a call from Kennedy within twenty minutes
saying he was in the process of agreeing to the distinction
between "approve" and "review" in a letter USAID was sending to
OMB.

I told Babbit that while we had reached agreement on this issue
with state, the only record of what "review" means is· contained
in our 12/18 and 12/21 letters to OMB. I explained that it's
possible Senator Helms may have his own interpretation of what
"under the direct authority of" means, and it would be helpful to
have a more extensive Administration record of what the President
meant when he first used that term in April 1997. I suggested he
might weigh in with OMB or NSC to make sure the wording of our
12/21 letter is incorporated in some official document. Jim
explained that Leon doesn't get directly involved in making such
suggestions to OMB or NSC, but that Will Wechsler at NSC was
preparing the cover memo for sandy Berger transmitting the Report
to the President, and that Wechsler might be able to include an
appropriate reference to our 12/21 letter.

I called Wechsler and explained to him the need for a
contemporaneous record of our agreement with state. He assured me
it is already in the memo - expressed in terms of the VP's
concern, reflected by his conversations with Brian, that USAIO's
independent status be recognized in the Report. He said that the
cover memo from Berger explains how we worked out the "review"
standard with State, and that it is different than "approve". I
faxed Will a copy of the 12/21 letter to OMB and asked him to
include it in the file. (I also sent a copy to Jim Babbit 
noting what Will had said about the Berger memo). It's not always
easy to get copies of internal NSC memos, but at least this one



is part of the record (OMB should have a copy too) .

cc Bob





NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

December 3D, 1998

MEMORANDUM FOR KELLY KAMMERER

FROM:

SUBJECT:

ERIC SCHWARTZ S g

State-AID Relations in the Context of
Reorganization

This is to confirm the NSC's understanding that AID and State
have concurred on the contents of your letter of December 21 to
Bob Kyle on State-AID relations in the context of
reorganization. I have discussed this with Patrick Kennedy, who
reaffirmed that fact, which was also reflected in materials we
submitted to the President.

Concurrence by: Will Wechsler

cc: Patrick Kennedy/STATE




