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say they are refusing Medicare patients
because they are not being paid
enough. Out of that $300 billion, we are
going to pay for drug benefits, and we
are going to pay for provider reim-
bursement. We are going to give more
money to doctors and hospitals.

If we use the Congressional Budget
Office figures, we have only $124 bil-
lion. So the reason the other side uses
the OMB figures is because it is $350
billion. Which number would Members
take? Of course the other side would
take the $350 billion.

If we look at this chart, we can see if
we pay back the providers what we said
we are going to give them, it costs $174
billion out of that $350 billion. If we are
using the $124 billion, we cannot even
cover the providers. The doctors alone
cost $128 billion. So there is not enough
money under this one to provide even
for the doctors.

Now, let us say we take the $350 bil-
lion and we say we are going to do only
the doctors, so we are going to do $128
billion. That gives us what, 225, 222.
Now, is that enough for a drug benefit?
Remember, I said it was $400 billion to
do a decent benefit? That is a benefit
where seniors pay 50 percent and the
government pays 50 percent. Do Mem-
bers think that is an adequate benefit?

There are 9 million widows in this
country who live on Social Security.
They make less than $10,000 a year off
Social Security. They are supposed to
come up with half the drug benefits. If
they just have a few things, that is
fine. But where are they going to get
$1,000 or $2,000 to pay while the govern-
ment pays the other $2,000?

This simply is an inadequate benefit
that they are talking about. Yet the
other side tells the people, the Presi-
dent said in the campaign, we will have
a prescription drug benefit. The Presi-
dent stood in this well twice and said
we are going to have a prescription
drug benefit. But there is no money. It
is a shell game. They are hiding it and
confusing people with statements, but
the figures do not lie. Vote ‘‘no’’ on
this thing.

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee will
rise informally.

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. PENCE)
assumed the chair.

f

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Mr. Monahan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed
without amendment a bill of the House
of the following title:

H.R. 2356. An act to amend the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 to provide bi-
partisan campaign reform.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Committee will resume its sitting.

f

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON
THE BUDGET, FISCAL YEAR 2003

The Committee resumed its sitting.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
21⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from
Oklahoma (Mr. WATKINS).

(Mr. WATKINS of Oklahoma asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WATKINS of Oklahoma. Mr.
Chairman, I appreciate the work that
the gentleman from Iowa has done as
our chairman on the Committee on the
Budget. I left Congress in 1990, and one
of the things that always bothered me
was the fact that it seemed like when
I sat on the other side, we could never
come close to balancing the budget. I
would like to say that it is great that
we have not only balanced the budget
since I have returned, but with the
economy growing, we have reduced
over $450 billion in debt that was on
the backs of our children. I would like
to think that has done a great deal to
help us in the future.

Yesterday Chairman Alan Greenspan
and the Feds decided not to increase
interest rates. They realized that there
is still some softness out in the econ-
omy. I am thankful that we passed the
tax relief package nearly a year ago,
and also just last week, the job cre-
ation and work protection bill in a bi-
partisan vote. That vote was 417–3. Yes,
even with the economic indicators that
were soft and started downward in Sep-
tember, the last quarter of 2000 before
the Bush administration took office,
but really took a downward spiral after
September 11, creating a loss of about
a million jobs. Let me say, with this
job creation work protection bill, not
only are we allowing the uninsured to
have 13 extra weeks of unemployment
insurance, we want to make sure that
those who are unemployed have a
check and are meeting their obliga-
tions.

Also we have done some things with
30 percent expensing which is accel-
erating activity. Tractor implement
dealers in my area, they are out buy-
ing. Farmers and ranchers are buying
equipment. That is going to help us a
great deal more, not only in just the
facts, but in the spirit of things in
moving this economy forward.

This budget is a compassionate budg-
et because in it we have dealt with un-
employment insurance. Yes, we have
helped business, and we have helped a
lot of individuals. There are work tax
credits for welfare to work. It also
deals with Native Americans, trying to
work with them with accelerated de-
preciation, and letting them have jobs
instead of relying on just gaming and
some of the other interests. Native
Americans have the worst economic
conditions of any group in the United
States.

We have a budget here that gives us
an opportunity to move this country
forward. I encourage a bipartisan vote
on it.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to yield 9 minutes
to the gentlewoman from Oregon (Ms.
HOOLEY) for purposes of control.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
South Carolina?

There was no objection.
Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. Mr. Chair-

man, we will not find a Member on this
side of the aisle who is not 100 percent
supportive of winning this war against
terrorism and bolstering our homeland
security. However, we cannot forget
our domestic priorities. Over the next 5
years, we will cut over $96 billion below
what it costs to maintain these pro-
grams at their current level.

For the next few minutes what I
would like to do is put a human face on
some of these funding cuts, and maybe
people watching this debate back home
will have a better understanding of
what this budget does. For example,
everybody knows that health care
costs are skyrocketing on an annual
basis. As a result, 40 million Americans
cannot afford health insurance. That
includes 9 million children. This budg-
et pretends that these people do not
exist.

Compounding that situation is the
fact that there are some programs that
provide some minimal health care. For
example, the rural health care pro-
gram, it is cut by 41 percent. Tele-
health programs are cut by 84 percent.
Another problem is the freezing of
funding for the Healthy Start program.
It is for expectant mothers for prenatal
care. I cannot think of any Member
here who thinks that depriving moth-
ers of prenatal care is something that
we should be doing.

Then there is the matter of our
homeland security. The people on the
front line are police officers. Yet this
budget completely eliminates, not
cuts, eliminates the Department of
Justice local law enforcement block
grant, which is designed to put more
cops on our streets. As a result, hun-
dreds of communities across the United
States, large and small, will see less
cops on the street, meaning we can ex-
pect an increase in crime because this
budget, as I just stated, eliminates this
program.
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Then there are our public schools.
Every State is having problems with
revenues and high enrollments. Just a
little over 2 months ago, we had the No
Child Left Behind Act signed into law.
Most people voted for it. If Members
will recall, President Bush made this a
pillar of his State of the Union address
and rightly so, ensuring that every
child has a right to a first-rate edu-
cation. So what happened to this pro-
gram? You can see that is what is au-
thorized, that is what we enacted last
year, and this is what we are proposing,
a $100 million cut just from last year.

As a former teacher, I have also
talked to educators in Oregon. One of
the things they begged me not to do
was pass another Federal program and
another Federal mandate without the
funds. We are not giving them the
funds. Then there is special education.
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We are funding that at 18 percent.
What did the Federal Government
promise to do? Twenty-seven years ago
we said we would fund it at 40 percent.
Are we doing that? No.

We are now starting down the same
path with the No Child Left Behind
Act. Again we make a promise we are
not going to keep.

Mr. Chairman, to talk further about
education, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA), a
former teacher and principal.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Chairman, as a
former teacher and principal, I rise in
opposition to the Republican budget, a
budget that claims to leave no child be-
hind, but in reality leaves many chil-
dren behind.

Just a few months ago, the President
and the Congress heralded the enact-
ment of H.R. 1, the Leave No Child Be-
hind Act. Yet as we all know, a bill is
meaningless without the necessary
funding and many of us wondered if the
White House and the House Repub-
licans would put our Nation’s money
where their mouths were for H.R. 1
when it came time to pass the budget.
After looking at the House Republican
budget offered today, it has become
clear to me that the Republicans have
no intention of making good on their
promise to improve educational oppor-
tunities for our Nation’s young people.

The Republican budget cuts funding
for H.R. 1 by $90 million. It cuts edu-
cation programs by $1.8 billion, includ-
ing programs for teacher quality and
after-school centers. The Republican
budget also eliminates 28 education
programs, including dropout preven-
tion and technology training.

The Republicans say we on the other
side of the aisle have no right to voice
our beliefs on their plan because we
have none to offer. Let me remind my
colleagues that last week I offered an
amendment in the Budget Committee
that would have increased funding for
professional development and teacher
quality by $325 million, title I funding
for disadvantaged students by $2.15 bil-
lion, and after-school programs by $250
million from levels proposed in today’s
Republican budget. Every Republican
on the committee voted it down.

Mr. Chairman, I support the Presi-
dent when it comes to the war. I, like
all of us in this body, am confident
that we will win the global war against
terrorism. But I fear this budget may
cause us to lose the battle at home to
protect and educate future generations
of Americans. As a former educator, I
urge my colleagues to vote against this
resolution that leaves so many of our
children behind.

Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY).

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr.
Chairman, I am extremely concerned
whether this education budget is ade-
quate. It is true that there are some
program increases; but at a time of in-
creased need and urgency, this increase
is the smallest in a decade.

In the end, this education budget
leaves me wondering whether we are
truly keeping our commitment to our
children and our teachers. I know my
spirits were up when just 2 months ago
the President signed into law the new
education bill promising to leave no
child behind. I am afraid to say that we
are leaving more than a few children
behind.

The budget we are debating today ac-
tually cuts funding for these programs
by $90 million. In fact, this budget
funds the No Child Left Behind Act at
$4.2 billion below the authorized level.
One cannot help but ask if we are keep-
ing our promise. In fact, I fear this
budget falls far short of that promise.

Looking at the details, this plan cuts
or freezes many elementary and sec-
ondary education programs. It cuts
programs to improve teacher quality at
a time when we need them the most,
down by $105 million. It cuts the safe
and drug-free schools program, down
$102 million. By the way, these pro-
grams are working in our communities.
And it freezes funding for after-school
programs when we need after-school
programs more than ever.

However, the truth is that it did not
have to be this way. During the Budget
Committee markup, we offered amend-
ments to strengthen education, to
stand with the President on what he
wanted in his education bill. But
amendment after amendment to keep
the President’s promise to leave no
child behind were rejected. Republicans
rejected an amendment to provide $3
billion more for elementary ed pro-
grams. They rejected raising the max-
imum Pell Grant award for our college
students. They rejected an amendment
to allow Head Start to serve 1 million
more children.

While I could argue that education
should always be a top priority, prop-
erly investing in education is more
critical than ever. A strong commit-
ment to education is good for the econ-
omy, and it is good for national secu-
rity. We support the President on the
war and homeland defense. We should
be doing more for our children in edu-
cation.

Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield the balance of my time to
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
HOLT).

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 11⁄2
minutes.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, there is
much in this budget that is not as it
appears. We have just now heard the
fact that this actually cuts $90 million
from the President’s much touted
Leave No Child Behind Act. It cuts
back on educational funding. In the
area of the environment, the authors of
the budget claim to fully fund the Land
and Water Conservation Fund; but in
fact if you remove from this the ac-
count that funds open space and park-
land and preserving critical natural re-
sources, if you remove the items that
do not belong in there, that are added,

that are not really new spending, budg-
et accounting gimmicks, it actually is
a reduction. It does not fully fund the
Land and Water Conservation Fund.

With regard to research and develop-
ment in science, the authors here have
claimed that there is an 11 percent in-
crease. Actually if you do their math
correctly, it is really closer to 8 per-
cent. But then if you remove the ac-
counting gimmicks, the things that
have been added in there that are not
new spending in the National Science
Foundation, for example, the sea grant
program and EPA education programs,
you find out that there is really a
growth of perhaps 1 percent. This is not
enough.

If we shortchange research and devel-
opment in the United States, we can-
not hope to have the kind of economic
growth that the authors of this budget
resolution are counting on in some
magic wand way to get us out of deficit
spending. As a Nation we underinvest
in research and development. This
budget resolution not only fails to bal-
ance, it fails to fund our Nation’s crit-
ical needs.

Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, if the gentleman will yield, I urge
my colleagues to vote against this
budget so we can go back to work and
put together a genuine bipartisan plan
that truly addresses the ever-growing
needs of our country.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. WELDON), a very distin-
guished gentleman, who has some con-
cerns with our budget.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. WELDON).

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 3
minutes.

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, this is the toughest vote
that I have made in my 16 years in
Congress, because I campaigned for
this President and made 200 speeches
on his behalf in 25 States and raised a
significant amount of money. I do not
like to stand up here and announce
that I am going to vote against the
budget resolution. I have the highest
respect for the budget chairman. But,
Mr. Chairman, my job in this Congress
has been to work on defense issues for
our country. I take it seriously like all
of my colleagues do.

I took the President at his word when
he announced in his State of the Union
that he would increase defense spend-
ing by $48 billion to make up for the
shortfalls of the past decade. But when
you analyze that $48 billion, you end up
with a potential increase of $38 billion
because $10 billion is being set aside for
some future uncertain time and need.
Of that $38 billion, you end up with
about $10 billion to be used for the
shortfalls that we have. The other
money is going for health care costs; it
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is going to make up for the unfair
budgeting or the unfair accounting
process that was used during the Clin-
ton administration where they did not
properly account for the cost of the
ships and the airplanes that we ordered
but did not pay for. The Rumsfeld lead-
ership is trying to correct that and
make it right, but the bottom line is
$10 billion does not come anywhere
near the $25.4 billion shortfall that the
service chiefs have testified this year
they need beyond the President’s budg-
et request. My colleagues on the Com-
mittee on Armed Services know that.

Mr. Chairman, the shipbuilding ac-
counts, which I heavily criticized the
Clinton administration for over the
past 6 years, decrease under this budg-
et by $1.3 billion. We built 19 ships a
year under Ronald Reagan. We go down
to five ships next year. We just heard
in a hearing I chaired, 15,000 more ship-
builders and workers are being laid off.
Tactical aviation, our aircraft, the
need is 180 aircraft a year. We bought
90 last year. This budget has us buying
87 aircraft.

I realize there are other pressures. I
realize you have to fund all the prior-
ities. I am an educator. I want to fund
education. I want to fund the environ-
ment and other issues. But we have $10
billion that the President said was for
defense in that $48 billion that all
Americans agree should be spent on the
military, and you know as well as I do
we will give the President whatever
amount of money he needs for a supple-
mental to pay for the war. This Con-
gress voted 420 to one. The Senate
voted 99 to zero. We are not going to
deny him whatever he needs to pay for
the war. But this $10 billion needs to go
for the shortfall we have.

I cannot intellectually and honestly
stand up here in spite of the aggressive
and successful effort of the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER)
and my colleagues who fought this
good fight and did get some movement.
The President has now said he will
come to us and that $10 billion may
have a partial request for moderniza-
tion. We do not know how much, and
we do not know when.

Mr. Chairman, because of these rea-
sons, I cannot in good conscience vote
for this budget. President Bush is my
President. I support him. It pains me
unbelievably to stand up here and have
to say what I am saying. But my job
and the job that you have given me as
my colleagues is to tell you honestly
what we need to provide for our mili-
tary and this year more than any other
our military is being tested. Our sol-
diers, sailors and Marines are flying
aircraft and working on ships that we
are not properly replacing.

Unfortunately, I tell my colleagues,
and I have not lobbied anyone on my
position, that I just cannot in good
conscience vote for this bill and I will
vote ‘‘no’’ on the budget resolution. I
thank the gentleman from Iowa (Mr.
NUSSLE) and the gentleman from South

Carolina (Mr. SPRATT) for yielding
time to me.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. PENCE).

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of the budget resolu-
tion. I wish to commend the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) and the House
Committee on the Budget. Just think
of it: as a conservative, I believe we
must keep careful watch of the public
resources that we are given. Balancing
the Federal budget must be a priority.
Because of the work of the House Com-
mittee on the Budget and Chairman
NUSSLE, but for our recent effort to
help hurting families with an unem-
ployment benefits package, this is a
balanced budget. During war and reces-
sion, that is an astonishing accom-
plishment. We do fund our national de-
fense and our homeland security as
America’s priorities.

And this budget demonstrates fiscal
discipline. We just heard from the gen-
tlewoman from Oregon some of what
our friends on the other side of the
aisle would like us to be spending more
in this budget. The truth is, of the 17
amendments that the Democrats of-
fered, it totaled $205 billion in new
spending and $175 billion in tax in-
creases to pay for it. Funding national
defense, helping hurting families, cut-
ting spending rather than raising
taxes, are all good reasons to support
this budget.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I wish
to reserve the balance of the majority’s
time. We would be prepared then to
move to the Joint Economic Commit-
tee’s time under the rule.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. HILL).

(Mr. HILL asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I thank the
gentleman for yielding me time.

Mr. Chairman, as a Member of the
House Committee on Armed Services, I
have a special appreciation for the
work our military does in defending
our great country. There should be no
doubt, absolutely none, that my col-
leagues and I stand behind the Presi-
dent as he prosecutes the war on ter-
rorism.

However, in a genuine attempt to
work with both parties and the Presi-
dent, I join the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. STENHOLM), the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. TANNER), the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MOORE) and
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. MATHE-
SON) in offering a budget substitute
that was denied fair consideration by
the Committee on Rules, even though
it included the President’s own prior-

ities and spending levels and simply
adjusted them to reflects the CBO’s
nonpartisan numbers; fully funded the
war on terrorism and homeland secu-
rity initiatives; held the line on spend-
ing; provided for a clean debt limit in-
crease; and required the administration
to provide a plan to get our budget
back into balance and put Social Secu-
rity surpluses off limits.

It is mind-boggling to think that the
House leadership could have opposed
these aims. But they did. I am dis-
appointed that our good faith attempt
at cooperation was dismissed, and I
urge my colleagues to vote no on the
budget resolution.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SAXTON) and the
gentleman from California (Mr. STARK)
each will control 30 minutes on the
subject of economic goals and policies.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SAXTON).

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, let me first begin by
commending the members of the Com-
mittee on the Budget for the very com-
mendable job they did in bringing for-
ward this budget proposal, and particu-
larly the hard work of the chairman,
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE),
who has worked untiringly throughout
the last 6 months, under difficult cir-
cumstances, I might add, and often
without thanks, for bringing this budg-
et proposal to us. It has been a great
job, and I am pleased to stand here and
say that I fully support the bill.

Let me also say that, aside from
being the chairman of the Committee
on Joint Economics, I am also one of
the senior members of the Committee
on Armed Services, and it is true that
the members of the Committee on
Armed Services had some reservations
about the budget because of the way
certain monies were being set aside.

I must say that I have a different
read of the current situation than the
gentleman who just spoke, however.
Throughout the last 48 hours or so, the
gentleman from Arizona (Chairman
STUMP) has led us in the direction of
defining what will ultimately happen
with that seemingly elusive $10 billion,
and I am perfectly satisfied, after hav-
ing sat in the Oval Office with the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Chairman
STUMP) and most of the senior mem-
bers of the Republican side of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, to talk with
President Bush this morning about
what his intentions are, and his inten-
tions are to recommend that those
monies be spent this year on measures
yet to be defined.

I think it is important to point out
that the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, upon which I and the just-com-
pleted speaker serve, will help define
those needs. That is our job.

I am particularly thankful to the
President for taking time to explain
his position to us this morning, and I
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am perfectly well satisfied that those
monies can be well spent and invested
in our national security through this
mechanism.

So let me turn now to my real reason
for being here today, and that is to try
to put into the context what is going
on currently with the economy and
how this budget proposal fits into that
scenario. The budget policies under de-
bate today should be considered, I be-
lieve, in the context of the current eco-
nomic situation and the recent eco-
nomic history. In that spirit, I would
like to say a few words about where the
economy has been and where it is
going.

My remarks will center on five or six
areas. First, where we have been; sec-
ond, why we got in trouble; third, how
the stage was set for recovery; fourth,
how the events of September 11 af-
fected our economy in the context of
setting the stage for recovery; fifth,
where I believe we are now; and, fi-
nally, what policies do we need to ad-
dress to provide for healthy economic
growth in the future, and all that in
the context of this budget.

Where we have been. In the eighties
and nineties we had a phenomenon that
many people did not recognize early on
in the eighties. We had almost two
complete decades of continuous eco-
nomic growth.

Beginning in 1984, the economy start-
ed to grow, and it grew right on
through 2000, the first half of 2000, and
did not begin to slow until the latter
half of 2000. What I said is almost pre-
cisely true. There was a very short and
mild recession in the second half of 1990
and the first half of 1991. It was 8
months long. But aside from that very
short period of interruption in eco-
nomic growth, that is, and that is very
unusual, the longest period of eco-
nomic growth in our history, the most
robust period of economic growth in
our history, and we ought to recognize
it as being so.

In the middle of 2000 we began to ex-
perience a significant slowdown in eco-
nomic growth. More specifically, the
growth of real Gross Domestic Product,
consumption, investment, manufac-
turing activity and employment all
began to slow down substantially
around mid-2000.

There were several reasons to explain
this sharp slowdown. First, the Federal
Reserve raised interest rates six times,
175 basis points in total. That put a
drag on the economy, and it was in-
tended to slow the economy, because
there were certain members of the Fed-
eral Reserve Board who believed that
the economy was going to overheat,
and so a conscious effort was made to
increase interest rates.

Second, substantial energy costs,
particularly oil prices, increased from
early 1999 through 2000, and that addi-
tionally created a drag on the econ-
omy.

Third, higher interest rates and high-
er energy prices worked together to
produce enough drag on the economy

that it weakened the somewhat over-
valued stock market, and in turn the
downturn in the stock market had a
broad effect on the economy.

Finally, fourth, the tax burden or fis-
cal drag which was present in 1999 and
2000 also had its weakening effect on
the economy.

These factors were all influencing the
economy by mid-2000, thus the seeds
for the slowdown were sown prior to
mid-2000. Because of long lags, these
factors continued to influence the
economy for quite a long time.

I would also like to talk for a minute
about how the stage then in 2001 was
set for recovery. As the economy re-
mained sluggish or continued to weak-
en, however, these casual factors mod-
erated or unwound themselves during
much of 2001.

For example, the Federal Reserve
began to lower interest rates, and, over
the next period of time, lowered short-
term interest rates by 475 basis points,
a very significant thing in terms of our
monetary policy.

Second, energy prices retreated. Hap-
pily, as people watched the pump price,
when they went to the gas station
prices dropped dramatically, having a
positive effect on the economy or set-
ting the stage for a recovery.

Then stock prices stopped falling and
the stock market stabilized, again
unwinding one of the factors that pro-
duced a drag on the economy the year
before.

Finally, the Bush tax cut plan was
passed and signed into law in June, set-
ting the stage for a rejuvenation of
consumer and business rebound. As a
consequence, by late summer of 2001,
many economists were expecting a
near-term rebound in activity, which
began to occur.

The economic impact, however, of
the terrorist attacks of September 11
changed this economic outlook in a
number of ways. This is very impor-
tant. We were set to begin a recovery
by the end of the summer of 2001, and
had it not been, I believe, for the ter-
rorist attacks, that recovery would
have proceeded forward.

In the short term, after the attacks,
the attacks increased apprehension in
the financial markets and adversely af-
fected consumption and investment as
confidence waned. So, over the long
term, as people looked at the decision
process of what they were going to do
over the long term, uncertainty cre-
ated a pessimistic attitude on the part
of business people and others which af-
fected our economy. Consumption was
down, investment was down, and that
acted as a new drag on the economy.

Second, the attacks had a direct ad-
verse impact on certain industries,
most notably the airlines, the travel
industry, insurance, hotels, and, of
course, activities that are related to
those businesses.

Also in the long term, increased secu-
rity costs, it became clear, would raise
the cost of running a business and ad-
versely affect productivity and earn-
ings.

If you believe, as I do, that an econ-
omy has just so much value, and if, as
was true during the eighties and nine-
ties, we were making investments to
increase productivity which in turn
helped to build our economy, and if we
now have to divert some of those in-
vestment dollars for security purposes,
obviously those purposes, while nec-
essary, do not create the productivity
that investment in technology does.
So, this was a factor which we believe
was very important.

Similarly, spending on unnecessary
military and security buildup to some
extent crowds out more productive pri-
vate investment. Consequently, the
terrorist attacks may adversely impact
productivity growth and the economy’s
long-term potential for growth.

In sum, as a consequence of the ter-
rorist attack the economy was tipped
into recession, as certified by the Na-
tional Bureau of Economic Research,
which now the recession is said to have
begun in March.

Where are we now? Currently the pre-
ponderance of evidence suggests that
the economy is finally coming out of
the recession. If so, this recession will
be one of the mildest on record. There
are reasons for the rebound, which in-
clude the Federal Reserve’s lower in-
terest rates policies, lower energy
prices and tax cuts which were put in
place.

Recently, for example, most data are
being reported as stronger than ex-
pected. For example, real GDP for the
fourth quarter was up 1.4 percent, due
to particularly strong consumption.

Second, leading indicators are up for
the fourth month in a row, another
positive sign.

Third, monthly consumption in re-
tail, in auto sales and personal income
are improving and holding up ex-
tremely well.

Fifth, housing continues to hold up
very well.

Sixth, payroll employment gains
were registered in February for the
first time since last summer. That is
right, we gained 66,000 jobs in payroll
gains in the month of February.

Finally, there are even some signs of
improvement in manufacturing activ-
ity, which has been the hardest hit sec-
tor. The purchasing managers survey is
above 50 and durable goods orders are
up, all positive signs.

Further, prices remain behaved and
inflation is currently not a problem.

The most likely outcome for the
economy is to continue to rebound for
at least several more quarters, due in
part to inventory rebuilding and con-
tinued low interest rates.
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Let me move now to the future and

why this budget and the policies sur-
rounding it are important.

We should have learned some things
from the last 20 years in the economic
growth that we saw, and we should
have learned some things based on
what went wrong in 1999 and the first
half of 2000.
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Policies. The policies that we need to

keep the economy moving are impor-
tant, particularly important now, as
we consider this budget. Given these
developments, the question is, what
types of economic policies are appro-
priate to keep the economy moving
forward at a healthy pace without in-
flation?

I believe there are several policies
that foster the favorable set of cir-
cumstances that we need to create.

First of all, we need to recognize that
not all of this has to do with the Con-
gress of the United States; not di-
rectly, anyway. The Federal Reserve,
as I noted earlier, had a lot to do with
both the period of economic growth
that we had and something to do with
the recession that began or the slow-
down that began in 2000.

The Federal Reserve policy of gradu-
ally pursuing price stability can foster
growth in a number of ways. Such pol-
icy lowers interest rates, reduces un-
necessary uncertainty in the economy,
enables the price system to work bet-
ter, and acts like a tax cut because it
provides for less cost in doing business.

The second factor that I would point
out is that, just as was pointed out by
John Kennedy in 1963 and just as was
pointed out by Ronald Reagan in 1980,
low marginal tax rates promote incen-
tives to work, save, and invest, and to
innovate. Entrepreneurial activity is
fostered, and individuals are encour-
aged to enter market activity. All this
promotes growth without inflation.

So the policies that we saw put in
place early in the Bush administration
are extremely important, and that is
why we have advocated for additional
stimulus packages by using tax cuts.

Third, and of particular interest in
the context of this budget, government
spending constraint had a lot to do
with where we were during particularly
the last decade. Keeping government
spending shrinking as a share of GDP
enables more economic resources to be
allotted and utilized more efficiently
and with productivity in the private
sector, so tax policy remains an ex-
tremely important factor, as well as re-
straint in government spending.

Fourth, investment in technological
innovations, which I alluded to a few
minutes ago, is also extremely impor-
tant. I will not go into a long expla-
nation of this, but there is something
that economists used to refer to which
is called the Phillips curve, which says
that essentially we cannot have long-
term economic growth without infla-
tion. That is because when the econ-
omy reaches full employment, because
there is a continued demand for labor
and a very limited supply, it produces
upward wage pressures. Those upward
wage pressures are inflationary.

We proved that not to be true in the
1980s and 1990s. It is not true, it did not
happen, and the reason we believe it
did not happen is because we were suc-
cessful, as entrepreneurs and as mem-
bers of society, with introducing new
forms of technology that helped pro-

ductivity, which relieved the pressure
on labor costs.

So investment in technology and pro-
moting investment in these things, and
innovation, can add productive capac-
ity, thereby allowing for sustained eco-
nomic expansion without inflation.

Finally, foreign markets play a con-
tinuing important role in our under-
standing of how to promote growth in
our economy. Reducing tariff barriers
and promoting open markets increases
the size of the international sector, and
all this helps with economic growth
while fostering lower prices.

Increased international integration
enables the economy to take advantage
of larger markets and become more
specialized and more efficient, produc-
tive, and competitive. This allows the
economy to produce more goods with
the same or less input, and to grow
faster without inflation; the remark-
able strategies that were used by the
government, by the private sector, and
by the Fed during the eighties and
nineties.

Finally, the economic data released
in recent weeks suggests the recession
appears to be over and the recovery is
now under way. In terms of budgetary
policy, this means that we can expect
the same kinds of things to happen in
the future growth period that happened
during the last growth period in terms
of Federal revenue.

The economic outlook looks positive,
and with sound policies in place, longer
term prospects for an extended, sus-
tained expansion look promising. The
budget resolution sustains the Bush
tax cuts and provides for restraint in
Federal domestic spending.

Policies that will enhance the pros-
pect for economic growth are present
in this budget. I hope in the future we
can also agree to make the tax incen-
tives enacted in 2001 permanent, and
maximize their positive effect on eco-
nomic growth.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. NUSSLE) be permitted to control
the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New Jersey?

There was no objection.
Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Chairman, the Joint Economic

Committee has been granted the debate
on the budget message since the pas-
sage of the Full Employment and Bal-
anced Growth Act of 1978 authored by
Senator Hubert Humphrey and Con-
gressman Gus Hawkins, and it is our
duty to present the views on the cur-
rent state of the U.S. economy and pro-
vide input into the budget debate be-
fore us.

Members have just heard the distin-
guished gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. SAXTON) give us a tremendous
amount of economic data and explain
very succinctly his opinion of what it
will take to get the country growing
again.

I am proud to be here today to con-
tinue the tradition begun by Senator
Humphrey and Congressman Hawkins.
However, the budget before us is not
one of which either of those gentlemen
would be proud.

Rather than leading us down an eco-
nomic path of balanced growth and full
employment, the budget before us
today is nothing more than a political
document seeking to hide the fact that
the House Republicans’ fiscal irrespon-
sibility has led us into deficit spending
for years to come, and endangers the
future of Medicare, Social Security,
and our children’s education because
the trust funds for the two programs
for the elderly are used to finance the
misplaced priorities of the Republican
Party and their fat cat contributors,
and the Leave No Child Behind Act has
not been left with enough money for a
bus ticket to bring the children along.

What this budget is is a document
that outlines the Republicans’ philos-
ophy, and that is to reduce government
and pay no attention to the poor or the
disadvantaged among us.

It is interesting that the louder they
talk about free enterprise, the more we
find that very few of my Republican
colleagues have ever had a job in a
company they did not inherit, except
at the public trough. And the louder
they scream about free enterprise, the
more we will find they probably earned
their money at the expense of tax-
payers, and probably we will benefit
very little from these $1.5 trillion tax
cuts they passed out but it will go to
their rich contributors, for whom they
seem to spend all their time working in
the House to protect, because they cer-
tainly are not doing anything to help
the people who depend on Social Secu-
rity or Medicare.

Last year, for example, the House
passed the Social Security Lockbox
Act by a vote of 407 to 2. The gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. SHAW) voted
for the bill, and said on the House
floor, ‘‘This legislation prevents Con-
gress from using the Social Security
and Medicare surpluses to cut taxes or
increase spending.’’ My goodness.

And the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Mrs. JOHNSON) during last
year’s budget debate on the floor said,
‘‘The bottom line is that the HI trust
fund is part of the larger fund, and it
can be only used for Medicare. And it
can be used for Medicare reform, but
the Democrats voted for a lockbox, as
did we, by a vote of 407 to 2. Everybody
voted for it, and the money will stay in
the trust fund and it will only be used
for Medicare and Medicare reform, so
that is just that,’’ said the gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Mrs. JOHN-
SON).

Apparently the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Mrs. JOHNSON) and the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. SHAW)
were wrong about the effects of that
legislation, and apparently they no
longer care about protecting Social Se-
curity and the Medicare trust funds.

I hope the voters in their districts in
Connecticut and Florida will ask them,
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because I am sure that they will both
support this Republican budget today;
I challenge them not to. And the budg-
et today will decimate the Medicare
and Social Security trust funds.

So here we have the Republicans
talking about the lockbox, and they
are voting and they are going to vote
tonight, Mr. Chairman, to destroy
Medicare and Social Security.

Mr. Chairman, the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Mrs. JOHNSON) and the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. SHAW) op-
posed amendments to the economic
stimulus bill recently.

We had an amendment to extend an
increase of employment benefits for
displaced workers. The gentleman from
Florida (Mr. SHAW) voted no and the
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Mrs.
JOHNSON) voted no.

We had a bill or an amendment to ex-
tend COBRA coverage with a 75 percent
subsidy. Both of these stalwart Repub-
licans voted no on that.

We had an amendment to make tax
cuts contingent upon not breaking into
the Social Security and Medicare sur-
pluses. The gentleman from Florida
(Mr. SHAW) and the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Mrs. JOHNSON) both voted
no.

So, as I say, Mr. Chairman, the budg-
et here tonight is a farce; it is a sham;
it is a joke. The Republicans are here
to undermine critical Federal pro-
grams so they can give tax cuts to
their rich fat cat friends. Who are the
losers? Seniors, children, women, work-
ing families, poor people, immigrants,
the homeless, the environment. The
list goes on.

Last year we added we had a $5.6 tril-
lion surplus, and now, after a faltering
economy and an enormous tax cut, the
surplus is gone. This budget eats up 86
percent of the Social Security surplus
over the next 5 years, the entire Medi-
care trust fund is obliterated for the
next decade, and just last year, the Re-
publicans were passing Social Security
and Medicare lockboxes to protect
these trust funds.

Well, Mr. Chairman, the lockboxes
are gone. They not only threw away
the key, they gave a duplicate to every
one of the rich fat cats who have been
supporting their campaigns. There is
no drug benefit, there is no education
benefit. We are leaving a lot of children
behind.

Do Members know what they are
going to do? They are going to say, let
us have everybody get married. That
will resolve the problem of poverty
among the poor. What I would like to
say, Mr. Chairman, is that poor people,
having them get married just gives us
a poor couple.

Mr. Chairman, we have education
gone, special education funds gone,
TANF money increases gone.

Housing? The Republicans think that
the homeless, when the weather is nice,
are campers, so they would offer them
youth hostels, not money for housing.
We have here an example of the arro-
gance of the people who care only for a

few rich people in this country turning
their backs on the people that the
Democrats are trying to help and pro-
tect.

Would I raise taxes? In a New York
minute. Would I do away with the in-
heritance tax repeal that the Repub-
licans made to give a few thousand peo-
ple $40 billion while they will not give
the rest of the people drug benefits?
You bet.

It is time we start seeing what the
American people want. Do they want a
few rich fat cats helped, or do they
want to continue to see Medicare and
Medicaid and Social Security as some
of the safety nets for the seniors?

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. ENGLISH), a member of
the Joint Economic Committee.

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Chairman, I wish
to lift this debate above the grotesque
ad hominem quality we have been hear-
ing too much on the floor today and
focus instead on the real direction this
budget takes us in.

I have to say, Mr. Chairman, it is im-
portant that people understand that I
came here in 1994 with the first con-
servative and the first fiscally respon-
sible Republican majority in my life-
time. At the time we inherited the
House, we discovered that we had defi-
cits as far as the eye could see.

In those 8 years, we have seen a rad-
ical change in the landscape because
we have had a fiscally conservative
Congress not spending on impulse, like
the previous Congress had. We have
trimmed the deficit, we have cut taxes,
we have encouraged economic growth.

What is particularly important, Mr.
Chairman, we have made a commit-
ment to stay within a range of fiscal
responsibility and activity that has al-
lowed us to balance two budgets, and
now this year we face the acid test:
Can we maintain fiscal discipline under
very adverse circumstances.

As this budget evidences, we can do
that. Our answer is yes. This is a budg-
et that will meet America’s needs
while keeping us on a path to bal-
ancing the budget as we come out of
the recession.

As the Treasury Secretary testified
before our Committee on Ways and
Means, it is important to understand,
the United States has never run a sur-
plus during a recession. The last time
someone tried that was Herbert Hoo-
ver, and it did not work very well.
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And we have never run a surplus dur-
ing war time. Well, Mr. Chairman, we
are in the midst of a serious conflict,
and we are trying to work our way out
of a recession. And in that context this
budget keeps us on a path to a bal-
anced budget. The projected deficit is
less than 1 percent of GDP. For most of
the other industrialized nations that
deficit would be a marvel. And it
proves that this budget maintains sen-

sible funding levels. It is a fiscally re-
sponsible budget.

Contrary to what we have heard here
today, despite the over-heated partisan
rhetoric, this takes care of our social
needs by funding Medicare with a pre-
scription drug benefit and funding
highway projects while adequately
funding our national defense. It keeps
outside a growth path by preserving
tax cuts. We have heard them abomi-
nated here today, but the fact is that
we need to have a continuing commit-
ment to tax relief in order to provide
economic opportunities for millions of
Americans. As this country entered
into the recession, American working
families were suffering under the larg-
est tax burden in history. And I do not
doubt that some on the other side
would raise taxes in a New York
minute.

According to the Joint Economic
Committee study: ‘‘Delaying, reducing
or rescinding the tax cuts for working
families would only reduce economic
growth.’’ This budget spends money re-
sponsibly while not punishing working
Americans with back-door tax hikes.

Now today we have heard a lot of
very unrealistic figures being thrown
around by the other side, but that does
not change the fact that this budget re-
flects the priorities of America and the
priorities of the Bush administration.
It is virtually unprecedented, Mr.
Chairman, that the minority lacks the
unit and focus and leadership to offer
its own budget blueprint. The majority
had the courage and leadership to
stand up and offer a workable budget
blueprint. We met the needs of working
families and workers facing the chal-
lenge of finding good-paying jobs.

By contrast, the other party finds
itself unable to be all things to all peo-
ple, and accordingly, has recoiled from
offering its own budget. We must sup-
port critical homeland security initia-
tives, fully fund highway and highway
safety programs, and provide for the
needs of our military. This budget does
it, and I hope all of my colleagues will
join us in supporting this difficult, but
important, compromise.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY).

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Chairman, it is
March madness like I have never seen
it before. But I am not talking about
college basketball. I am talking about
the budget free-fall off the deficit deep
end that the Republicans are creating
for our country. This creates a $46 bil-
lion 1-year deficit. President Bush still
has an $800 billion tax break, mostly
for the wealthy, still pending in his
budget. What is sacrificed? Well, the
Social Security trust fund is sacrificed.
It is not put in a lock box. It is allowed
to be looted. Prescription drugs, it
underfunds the promise the Repub-
licans made to seniors on prescription
drugs. Education, it undercuts by 60
percent the money that was supposed
to have been spent on the poor children
in our country.
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And where did the March madness

begin? It began a year ago when the
Republicans said we can have a $1.7
trillion tax cut and it will not effect
the Social Security trust fund; it will
not effect the Medicare trust fund. But
what is happening now? They are both
hemorrhaging. This is Enron-onomics.
It takes from the poor, from their pen-
sion funds, from their health care funds
while the wealthy walk off with the
vast bulk of the wealth that was being
created by everyone.

The greatest generation in nursing
homes, the greatest generation with
health care bills. And what are we tell-
ing them? We are going to loot their
social security trust funds, their Medi-
care trust fund.

March madness. I will tell you who
will be mad. The seniors will be mad,
they will be angry, they will be out-
raged when they find out that the Re-
publicans rather than shoring up Medi-
care, Medicaid. Medicare, half of all
the seniors in nursing homes are on
Medicaid because they have Alz-
heimer’s. Where is the money 10 years
from now for those seniors with Alz-
heimer’s, for those seniors with Par-
kinsons? Where is the money? Where is
the budgeting?

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself half a minute.

Where is your plan? Where is the
plan? This is a terrible crisis, it sounds
like the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. MARKEY) just laid out, and you
would think the great Democratic
Party would come forward with a plan
to take us out of this crisis. What do
they do? They run to the floor and play
politics, they run to the floor and scare
seniors, they run to the floor and what
do they propose? Absolutely nothing. If
we are in a crisis, where is your plan?
If we need solutions, where is your
budget? If Americans want answers,
where are your answers? You have
none.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
PORTMAN).

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the chairman for yielding me
time.

Mr. Chairman, and I came back to
the floor when my friend, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR-
KEY), was talking about seniors; and he
made me very concerned because he
was not talking about our budget.
There is nothing in this budget that re-
duces funding for Medicaid. In fact,
Medicaid increases. There is nothing in
this budget that reduces funding for
Social Security. In fact, the trust fund
is totally protected. All that has hap-
pened since I have been in Congress in
the last years with regard to Social Se-
curity is two things: one, the Repub-
lican-led Congress increased the earn-
ings limit to let people who want to
work who are seniors keep their Social
Security money. So it increased bene-
fits. The second is in 1993 Bill Clinton
proposed reducing benefits by increas-
ing taxes on Social Security bene-

ficiaries. That is all we have done. Oth-
erwise, we have retained the guarantee
in law that the social security trust
fund is sacrosanct, and it is.

The tax cut last year had nothing to
do with the Social Security trust fund.
It did not touch the Social Security
trust fund. The question is very sim-
ply, Are we going to use a surplus to
pay down more debt, which is what we
have been doing? And we paid down al-
most a half trillion dollars worth of
debt.

I think the seniors out there deserve
to get a little truth and honesty in
budgeting. What we have done over the
last 4 or 5 years is we have reduced the
national debt by using the surplus to
pay down the debt, and I am all for
that. Now we are in a situation where
because of the recession and a lowering
of receipts and because of the need for
us to fund the war on terrorism and
protect this country, we are, instead of
using more money to pay down the
debt, using some money to defend this
country and increase our economic per-
formance in the future. That is the
facts. None of this relates to the Social
Security trust fund.

I am on the Committee on Ways and
Means. I work on these issues, as does
the gentleman from California (Mr.
STARK); and he knows as I know, as
does the gentleman from Iowa (Mr.
NUSSLE), that the trust fund is sac-
rosanct. We cannot and will not touch
the trust fund. The question is what we
do with the surplus. In this budget we
in a very responsible way deal with the
three issues we have facing this Con-
gress. One is national security, increas-
ing defense, the biggest increase in 20
years. Second is homeland defense. We
more than double what we need for
homeland defense. And the third is eco-
nomic security, including retirement
security.

And that same tax relief bill that the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MARKEY) talked about as hurting re-
tirement security, helped retirement
security. It provided substantial re-
sources for all of our seniors to be able
to save more for their own retirement
by letting them save more in their
IRAs, 401(k)s, defined benefit plans. It
increased economic security. It did not
risk our seniors’ economic security.
This is a sound budget.

I urge my colleagues to support it be-
cause in fact it keeps the promise to
our seniors. It does not touch Social
Security. It does not touch Medicare
except for an unprecedented $350 billion
increase in Medicare funding. More
than the United States Senate, with al-
most every Democrat voting for it, pro-
posed to increase just a year ago. This
is something that is unprecedented, to
allow our seniors to have prescription
drug coverage and to modernize Medi-
care. This will increase the kind of re-
tirement security we want to provide
for all our seniors.

I urge my colleagues to strongly sup-
port this budget. Do what is right by
our seniors and vote ‘‘yes’’ today.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from California (Mr. STARK) has 20
minutes remaining of this hour. The
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) has
31⁄2 minutes remaining.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I am about to yield a few seconds to
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. MARKEY), who realizes that the
Democrats had a plan that they took
to the Committee on Rules that was
not made in order. They had several
amendments, none of which were made
in order. So we are operating under a
gag rule. Our plan and amendments
were not allowed. This is kind of the
fascism of democracy that operates in
a Republican-controlled Committee on
Rules. The gentleman from Massachu-
setts also understands that it is a good
thing that lawyers do not teach eco-
nomics.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 seconds to
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. MARKEY).

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me time.

We are operating under an economic
plan, the Republican plan of last June.
It is only 8 months ago. They said we
have plenty of money for a $1.7 trillion
tax break. It would not affect our abil-
ity to deal with Social Security or
Medicare or Medicaid or education.
Eight months later with the wealthy
taking the bulk of the $1.7 trillion, the
greatest generation are now looking
out 5 and 10 years from now with our
nursing homes flooded with 91 percent
of all nursing homes with inadequate
care, and no additional funding in
order to deal with that long term. That
is not right.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. HINCHEY).

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, the
chairman of the Committee on the
Budget said a couple of minutes ago
that we had no plan, but we do have a
plan. It is a very simple one. The plan
is to defeat this budget resolution
which is oppressing the American peo-
ple and bring to the floor of this House
a budget resolution that makes sense;
one that does not do what this budget
resolution does, which is to invade the
Social Security trust fund every year
over the course of the next decade.

A decade from now under this plan
the Social Security trust fund will
have $1.5 trillion less than it has today
because this budget resolution invades
the social security trust fund every
year over the course of the next dec-
ade.

This year it spends every dime of the
surplus in the Medicare budget. So our
principal objection to this budget, first
of all, is it does not play straight. It
does not play fair. It is not honest with
the numbers. And it jeopardizes Social
Security and Medicare at a time when
we are going to be calling upon those
programs because of the larger num-
bers of retirees that are coming into
play. Furthermore, this budget resolu-
tion does not live up to its promises. It
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takes money out of education. We
promised money to the State for in-
creased education funding. It does not
deliver on that. And it makes virtually
impossible a prescription drug program
for the elderly.

All of that so it can continue the
ruse, the farce, that we can afford the
$1.7 trillion tax cut which you rammed
through this Congress last year. The
money just is not there. And you want
to continue to pay for that tax cut and
the only way that you can do it is by
borrowing money from the Social Se-
curity trust fund, $1.5 trillion over the
next 10 years, and taking all of the sur-
plus out of Medicare, and by failing to
deliver on the promises of health care
and education which you have made.
That is our plan: get a real budget on
this floor.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ).

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Chairman, Re-
publicans who control the House denied
the most responsible fiscally conserv-
ative Members of the Democratic
Party the right to their alternatives on
this floor. You act as a big bully, and
now you want to hold it out there as
where is your alternatives, where is
your suggestions. No matter how you
want to paint it, a deficit is a deficit is
a deficit; and the Republican budget is
swimming in red ink and broken prom-
ises. President Bush and every Repub-
lican leader promised that they were
committed to a balanced budget.
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President Bush and every Republican
leader promised that they would put
the Social Security surplus in a
lockbox and never use it again for
other spending, but today, no matter,
one thing my colleagues do deny is
that Republicans want to take a sledge
hammer to that lockbox so they can
bust it open and loot the money that
hardworking Americans have spent a
lifetime contributing. It is that bad
and it is that ugly.

The Republicans are doing this be-
cause they believe it is the only way
that they can cover up the deficits
they created as far as the eye can see,
and that is why they are only giving us
5-year numbers instead of the 10-year
numbers and that is why they are using
the overly optimistic OMB estimates
instead of nonpartisan CBO numbers.

Democrats spent 8 years putting this
Nation on a sound fiscal course, and it
has taken Republicans 14 months to
undo that. Now they want to blame the
recession for everything, but no one
here or in the country really believes
that this recession can be blamed for
deficits 10 years from now.

The fact is we Democrats saved
enough for a rainy day like this, but
the Republicans spent every penny of it
on an irresponsible economic plan,
leaving few priorities that they claim
to support like education, prescription
drug coverage for seniors and environ-
mental protection.

So vote against fiscal irrespon-
sibility. Vote against red ink and defi-
cits. Vote against looting the Social
Security and Medicare, and vote
against this budget resolution.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 10 seconds.

Mr. Chairman, I think the plan is
starting to materialize. I have been
saying the Democrats do not have a
plan, but what they are against was the
tax cut. Okay. Their plan is to raise
taxes. We are starting to see the plan.
Starting to see the plan. Raise taxes on
the American people. If it is not that,
one would think they would come for-
ward with an alternative.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
WATT), who understands that our plan
would only raise taxes on the 1 or 2
percent of the very richest people in
this country who the Republicans gave
the $1.4 billion tax cut to. It would help
low income people for whom the Re-
publicans do not really care.

Mr. WATT of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I appreciate both of these
fine gentlemen for setting the table for
me because the comments I have to
make play right into this. I did, during
the debate, try to prepare my constitu-
ents for this possibility. The problem is
that nobody believed what I was say-
ing, and I guess I even had trouble be-
lieving it myself. How could over $5
trillion in surpluses, projected sur-
pluses disappear within 1 year? I mean,
it was impossible for anybody to com-
prehend that.

Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from
Iowa would allow me to control my
time, that would be helpful to me.

The problem is nobody would believe
that this was even possible, but I want
to just go through the facts.

This administration has been in of-
fice just over 1 year. We had $3.12 tril-
lion, not even including the Social Se-
curity surplus projected as a surplus
for the next 10 years, and 1 year later
it is gone.

Despite the administration’s claims
that this is all about September 11 or
some economic downturn, over 40 per-
cent of that vanishing surplus is due to
the tax cut, and the commitment to
hold Social Security in a lockbox has
vanished. There is no commitment
anymore.

A year and a half ago, we were out
there worrying about whether or not
we were going to pay the debt down too
fast in this country and whether that
would be detrimental. What are we
doing now? We are talking about an-
other trillion dollars or more in addi-
tional interest on debt over the next 10
years.

This is all in 1 year. So why could not
my constituents believe it? Nobody
could believe that this could happen in
1 year. What is the plan? We played out
the plan over the last 8 years, and you
have done away with it within 1 year.

You have done away with it. So if you
want to know the plan, the plan is to
get you all out of office so that we can
have some responsibility in this place
again. That is the plan, and I think the
American people will understand that
that is the plan.

The seniors, the children, the people
who care about the environment, they
will understand what the plan is when
we worked so hard to put this country
back on sound economic footing, and
you will not even allow a proposed
amendment to come to the floor, and
you have got the nerve to come in here
and say where is your plan. Where is
the rule that allows anybody to offer a
plan? The Blue Dogs cannot offer a
plan. The Black Caucus cannot offer a
plan. The Democratic Caucus cannot
offer a plan because your rule does not
allow any plan other than the demise
of this country. That is what your plan
is and the American people know what
your plan is. They understand.

Now, do you want to give more tax
cuts to wealthy people? This is about
priorities. This is about priorities. We
can either give more tax cuts to
wealthy people or we can give better
education. We can give more tax cuts
or we can give more assistance to pre-
vent AIDS from spreading around the
world. We can give more tax cuts to
wealthy people or we can do more em-
ployment training so people who have
been laid off by this recession, so that
they can get some jobs. That is what
this is all about, and our plan is to get
rid of this administration and bring
some responsibility back to govern-
ment.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 10 seconds.

I rest my case. We are seeing the plan
develop before our very eyes. The gen-
tleman said it. Get us out of office,
raise taxes and then increase spending.
Increase taxes, increase spending; in-
crease taxes, increase spending. Here
we go again. Do not tell me my col-
leagues do not have a plan. They have
got a plan. It is called tax and spend.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. TANNER), who had a plan to
offer and was denied in a rather fascist
manner his right to offer amendments
here and led by the example by our new
Attorney General who feels trampling
on the Constitution is the way that fas-
cist governments should run and I
guess the way we are going under the
Republican leadership, but we will let
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
TANNER) tell us what his plan was and
what the Republicans refused to allow
him.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, par-
liamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may
inquire.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, could
the RECORD be read back? Did the gen-
tleman just call our government a fas-
cist government? I am just wondering
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if that was what was just said on the
floor of the House of Representatives.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, no. I
talked about the fascist wing of the Re-
publican Party.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, excuse
me?

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, the fas-
cist wing of the Republican Party.

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Chairman, let me
just say, that we are in a time of war
and the President called for unity, and
in that spirit, four of us, the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. MOORE), the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM),
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. MATHE-
SON) and myself, went to the Com-
mittee on Rules last night and asked
that this amendment be made in order.

Concurrent resolution on the budget
for fiscal year 2003, we used their num-
bers, the Republican numbers. We of-
fered this using their numbers. We of-
fered to extend the debt ceiling till the
end of this fiscal year without any
strings attached save one, that was
that we would be able to review the
numbers in August when the CBO num-
bers come out again to see if we are on
the right track and what they say
today is actually coming to fact and
coming to fruition. We were denied
that. That is a plan. This is a budget
that we tried to offer last night. Not in
order.

People watching may wonder, why is
all this arguing going on. I want to tell
them. Only the majority can make a
legislative body bipartisan. The minor-
ity cannot do that. We are like a jack-
rabbit in a hailstorm, all we can do is
just hunker down and take it, and if
my colleagues do not want to be bipar-
tisan, when we offer a budget based on
their numbers, offering to extend the
debt ceiling, without the approval real-
ly of our leadership and they turn us
down and then come here today and
say there is no plan, we do not have
plan. Some of us did, I tell my friends.
I saw naked raw partisanship work
when I was in the majority here and
my colleagues are practicing that
today when they deny us the ability to
at least debate using their numbers, a
different approach.

People are not dumb in this country.
They know unfair partisanship when
they see it, and if they insist on keep-
ing on doing this, we are going to have
a very difficult time solving the prob-
lems that the people of this country
face.

So I would just tell my colleagues
that I am very disappointed in the way
this debate has gone today, and I hope
we can do better in the future.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 10 seconds.

The very distinguished gentleman
who just spoke, his plan does not raise
taxes. I thought the plan was to raise
taxes. That is what the last four gen-
tlemen just said, to raise taxes. The
gentleman basically came to the Com-
mittee on Rules with my budget and a
trigger.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30
seconds to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. TANNER).

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Chairman, we sub-
mitted a budget proposal, concurrent
resolution on the budget for the fiscal
year 2003, using my colleagues’ num-
bers and they were denied. How can my
colleague say there is no plan. At least
four of us had a plan, and now they
come here and say our plan is to raise
taxes. Our plan was not to raise taxes.
Their plan was. All we asked was to re-
view the numbers in August to see if
what they say today is coming true,
and we were not even allowed to do
that, and naked partisanship is going
to get my colleagues in trouble eventu-
ally. Got this side in trouble.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT), who understands democ-
racy and the right of debate and free
speech.

(Mr. MCDERMOTT asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman,
here we are for round three of the shell
game.

This is Humphrey-Hawkins, and we
are supposed to be talking about em-
ployment. We have got people who are
getting off welfare, right? We have got
all these women, we want them to go
out there, and we are increasing the
number of hours they have to work. So
we are getting them out there, staying
away from their kids even longer.

HHS says under this shell are 15 mil-
lion children who need day care. Under
this shell we find out what the Repub-
licans take care of, 2.7 million chil-
dren. One would think that if there
were 15 million who needed it and they
were only covering 2.7 million that
they would put in some additional
money. I mean they are not going to
leave any child behind certainly. They
really do care about children. I have
heard them come out here and get al-
most weepy eyed over children, but
there is only 2.7 million.

What is under this shell? Nothing.
They flat-lined it. They said the money
we gave last year is exactly what we
are giving this year. What that means,
according to the Children’s Defense
Fund, is 30,000 more kids are going to
be out from under this shell. They are
not going to be covered by day care,
and at the end of 10 years of this they
are going to have 114,000 more kids if
they keep flat-lining it.

Now, we can try and confuse people,
but when a mother leaves the house in
the morning and she is going off to a
job, she wants to work, raise her level
of dignity. She feels good about herself,
but she does not feel good and cannot
concentrate on what she is doing if she
does not know her kid is in good child
care, and if we do not supplement what
people making $7 an hour in those jobs
making beds in the hotels are making,
they cannot get good child care.

Do not come out here with that rhet-
oric about leave no child behind. Vote
no on this resolution.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from California (Mr. STARK) has 6 min-
utes remaining. The gentleman from
Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) has 21⁄2 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 10 seconds.

Would the gentleman from Wash-
ington look under one of those shells
and see if there is a Democratic plan?
I mean they are leaving the entire
country behind by not having a plan.
The entire country is left behind by the
Democrats today. Please look under
that shell and look for a Democratic
plan.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 31⁄4 minutes to
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr.
WATTS), the very distinguished chair-
man of the Republican Conference.
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Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing me this time. I have heard a lot
over the last couple of hours about
what the Republican budget does not
do, and it is ironic that in this budget
we take care of IDEA, which we have
been fighting for; we take care of sen-
iors and prescription drugs; we protect
the homeland security; we do things
for national security; we do things to
try to get some growth in the econ-
omy.

So I continue to ask the question,
Where is the Democrats’ plan? Where is
their budget? And the fact is they have
no budget. That tells the American
people there is no vision.

I just want to share something. I
could come up here and I would not
have to say a word but point out what
the Democrats are doing, because they
have nothing. Wanted: Democrat budg-
et plan. Suspected of raising taxes on
American families; increasing wasteful
Washington spending.

And I could go on forever. Again, I
ask the question, Where do we go from
here? Give me a plan on what you pro-
pose to win the war against terrorism.
Give me a plan. It is easy to beat up
ours, but give me something to show
where you want to take the Nation.

Again I ask you the question, What
do you want to do to secure the home-
land? Are you going to raise taxes? Are
you going to cut other programs? What
are you going to do?

Give me a fiscal break. What are you
going to do to protect America’s home-
land? Again, I ask the question, since
we have taken care of families, we have
done things to try to grow the econ-
omy, what is the Democrats’ plan to
grow the economy? Give me a fiscal
break. If you are going to beat us up,
give us your plan.

We have seen nothing over the last 2
hours, over the last 2 weeks, over the
last 2 months. We have seen nothing.

Again, I ask the Democrats, What do
you do to help workers? I see nothing
in your budget. I have seen no budget
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that you have submitted. I have seen
no vision you have provided. Again, do
you want to raise taxes? Do you want
to cut programs? Do you want to take
care of workers? What do you do to
take care of workers? No vision. No
budget.

What are you going to do for pre-
scription drugs? We have money in our
budget to take care of that need.
Again, are you going to raise taxes; cut
programs somewhere? Are you going to
cut national defense? Give me a fiscal
break. If you are going to beat us up,
give us your plan.

Nothing for prescription drugs. Again
I ask, Where is your plan for health
care? No plan. Are you going to raise
taxes? Are you going to increase waste-
ful Washington spending? Are you
going to cut homeland security? Are
you going to cut national security, the
defense budget? What are you going to
do to take care of the health care
needs?

No plan. No budget. No vision. No
nothing. My colleagues just come to
the floor and beat us up over the things
that we have done trying to help peo-
ple. What are you going to do for So-
cial Security? Nothing. Zilch. Not
nothing. Not nothing do you do. No
budget. No vision.

Give me a fiscal break. If you are
going to beat us up over our budget,
surely somebody’s got a budget of their
own; surely somebody’s got some vi-
sion in that party; the great party that
once said ‘‘All we have to fear is fear
itself.’’ Now all you have to offer is
fear itself.

Give me a fiscal break. Offer your
plan. No budget. No vision. Case closed.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from California (Mr. STARK) has 6 min-
utes remaining on the subject of eco-
nomic goals and policies.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I am
happy to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BECERRA),
who understands that gagging people
and preventing them the right to
speech is not incumbent in our democ-
racy, and remembers a time when not
all people in this country were allowed
to speak out. The Republicans obvi-
ously are reverting to those times be-
cause they are afraid to hear another
plan.

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

I wish the gentleman from Oklahoma
had been here 3 hours ago when we
were asking for a chance to speak, to
present a budget, to not be gagged, to
have a chance under the rules of the
House of Representatives, the people’s
House, to debate. But under the Repub-
lican rule, which manages and controls
all the time, we do not have an oppor-
tunity to present any plan because my
colleagues will not give us a chance to
present any plan. So what we have to
deal with is what you give us.

I remember 2 years ago we had a
President who said, and this was dur-
ing harder times, he said we are going

to save Social Security first. It seems
now we have a President and col-
leagues on the other side who say be-
cause we have hard economic times,
and because we have to pass a budget,
we have to take from Social Security
first; take these tax cuts, that will go
mostly to the well-to-do and large cor-
porations, like Enron; take from Social
Security first to fund programs like
Star Wars, and you are going to take
from education.

Mr. President, please explain to me
why you will not fund drug-free school
programs. Mr. President, please explain
to me why you will not fund dropout
prevention programs in our schools.
Mr. President, please explain why you
and my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle will not fund school construc-
tion monies so we can build more
schools in our overcrowded systems.
Mr. President, please explain to me
why we gutted the monies for class-
room size reduction so our kids would
not have to be 30 in a classroom to
learn.

Take from Social Security first? I in-
tend to try to save Social Security
first. And if I had a chance to present
a budget, I would show you how we
could save Social Security first. But
you do not. Instead, we have a security
blanket that is thrown around this
budget. Everything is security.

Well, by your raiding Social Security
and Medicare by about $1 trillion, we
could fund eight wars on terrorism. In-
stead, we are giving money to the well-
to-do and corporations like Enron.
Vote against this budget because it
does not deserve our vote and the
American people do not want it.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIRMAN

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would re-
mind Members to address their re-
marks to the Chair and not to the
President.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
DAVIS).

(Mrs. DAVIS of California asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend her remarks.)

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to this budg-
et.

The budget before us today reflects a failure
to meet the promises made to members of the
House Education and the Workforce Com-
mittee as we worked to make the com-
promises needed to create a bipartisan edu-
cation reauthorization bill known as The No
Child Left Behind Act.

One of the key issues was that if we voted
to require extensive testing by all schools in
the country in order to achieve accountability,
we would also supply funding to support the
improved teaching that may be needed to help
school districts achieve their required goals
and avoid expensive penalties. However, this
budget cuts The No Child Left Behind Act by
$90 million.

It is unconscionable that programs have
been cut that were integral to members agree-
ing to the compromises that led to passage of
the Act. Yet, forty programs would be termi-

nated. These include such critical support for
children as funding for elementary and sec-
ondary school counseling. A second area of
support called for in the Act is to place quali-
fied teachers in every classroom; however, the
budget eliminates teacher technology training.
The list of terminated programs includes the
National Writing Project, which gives teachers
experience in improving their writing and mod-
els best practices. It also cuts funding for an-
other program that sets the standard for identi-
fying accomplished teaching, the National
Board for Professional Teaching Standards,
which administers a highly lauded national
process for identifying the highest quality
teachers.

I have selected just these few examples of
eliminated programs that would improve
teaching quality so that indeed no child would
be left behind. But this budget decreases re-
sources for teachers by 4 percent and elimi-
nates high-quality training for 18,000 teachers.

Many members of the House wanted the
opportunity to vote to provide funding for a
much older federal mandate which has been
shamelessly under-supported since 1975, spe-
cial education. Yet, we have not even been al-
lowed to show our support for phasing in this
commitment over a period of years. The mod-
est increase in funding contained in this budg-
et is only a third of the amount that real com-
mitment would offer. Although the Education
and Workforce Committee will be working on
the reauthorization of the Individuals with Dis-
abilities Education Act in the next Congress,
there is no justification for holding this funding
commitment hostage in order to implement
whatever needed reforms may be agreed to
by Congress at that time.

The list of other gaping holes in this budget
for education is long—freezing funding rather
than providing the $500 million called for in
the No Child Left Behind Act to support the
21st Century Community Learning Centers,
which provide safe, healthy places for children
to learn after school.

While the bill is targeted at the lowest in-
come, lowest performing children, the key por-
tions of that effort contained in Title I are woe-
fully under-funded while the number of poor
children mushrooms.

There are no funds to subsidize interest on
school modernization bonds needed to ad-
dress the $127 billion backlog in school re-
pairs, again a program that many members
supported.

Finally, high quality child care must be avail-
able to enable more children to be ready to
learn when they reach kindergarten. Yet, this
budget freezes child care funding. What will
be the value in reauthorizing the child care
block grant this year, when we are told in ad-
vance that long overdue reforms cannot be
made because there are no additional funds?

As members should be aware, virtually
every national education support organiza-
tion—such as the Parent Teachers Associa-
tion, the National School Boards Association,
and the 100-member consortium of education
organizations called the Committee for Edu-
cation Funding—have expressed their outrage
at the inadequate funding for education in this
budget.

Is this what our constituents want? Clearly
not. A study released yesterday, conducted by
the Ipsos-Reid polling and research organiza-
tion, reported that education was, by a wide
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margin, the highest national priority for spend-
ing on non-military or homeland security pro-
grams. An astonishing 85 percent agreed that
a good reason to increase federal spending on
education was that ‘‘our national security de-
pends on our ability to successfully equip our
children with the skills and knowledge they will
need to function in today’s increasing complex
world.’’

The public supports a substantial increase
in spending. Their commitment to our children
must start with this budget so that no longer
will so many be left behind.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, may I
ask how much time is remaining?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from California has 4 minutes remain-
ing.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 21⁄2 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, there are some of us
who remember this world in the 1930s,
when Hitler suspended the Bundestag
to promulgate conservative ideology
and not let people speak. It is a shame
that the Republicans in the House, Mr.
Chairman, have taken up that same
ideology and are denying a chance for
debate and open discussion of a budget.
It does smack of fascism; and it is too
bad, because the American people will
recognize that and understand that in a
free economy, and in a free country
that created programs like Social Se-
curity and Medicare and special edu-
cation and aid for dependent children
and aid for people who are unable to
care for themselves, for the disabled,
that to deny them care is obscene.

I think it will be quite clear that, for
whatever reason, whether it is deficits
or anything else, that the over-
whelming desire of the Republican
Party is to destroy programs in the
Federal Government, except those few
intended for the very wealthy.

Most of the colleagues who are
screaming about the war never wore a
uniform other than the Boy Scout uni-
form. And I would like to suggest, as I
said before, none of them have worked
in free enterprise, which they tout so
loudly. And yet, because that is where
the campaign contributions come from,
in the hundreds of millions of dollars,
that is where their allegiance is. They
are forsaking the seniors who need
health care and who need an economic
safety net. They are forsaking our chil-
dren by denying them the chance to
come along and get an education.

I am sure the American public is
going to recognize this, and I am sure
they are going to recognize it when
they see wasteful money spent on
things like Star Wars, which will not
work, and programs which do nothing
except to pay for large defense contrac-
tors, who are related to former Repub-
lican Presidents, and I think they are
going to see that this is an obscene,
corrupt, and undemocratic attempt to
harm those people who are most fragile
in this country only to benefit the 1 or
2 percent of the very wealthiest. And I
hope my colleagues will vote down this
budget.

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of
my time to the gentleman from South

Carolina (Mr. SPRATT), and I ask unan-
imous consent that he be allowed to
control that time.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California?

There was no objection.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman

from South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT) is
recognized for 11⁄2 minutes.

The gentleman from Iowa (Mr.
NUSSLE) has 81⁄2 minutes remaining and
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. SPRATT) has 91⁄2 minutes remain-
ing on the debate on the congressional
budget.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT).

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I yield
11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. LEWIS).

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I want to thank my friend and
colleague for yielding me this time.

Mr. Chairman, the Republican budget
is irresponsible, irrational, and just
plain wrong. It is a sham, it is a shame,
and it is a disgrace.

The Republican budget buries us in a
pile of debt and puts us in a much deep-
er financial hole; and it is the obliga-
tion of the Republicans, the majority
party, to dig us out.

The Republicans have destroyed the
lock box and thrown away the key. Mr.
Chairman, Social Security is a sacred
trust, a covenant with the American
people. It is a promise that should
never, ever be broken. But the Repub-
lican budget spends $225 billion of the
Social Security trust fund on other
government programs.

Social Security is a safety net for
many Americans, allowing them to live
with dignity. But the Republican budg-
et takes away that safety net. Repub-
licans are stealing the Social Security
trust fund. The Republicans are taking
the security out of Social Security.

Mr. Chairman, I urge all of my col-
leagues tonight to vote for the people,
vote for the old folks, vote for the dis-
abled, and vote against the Republican
budget.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
21⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. FLETCHER), a member of
the Committee on the Budget.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Chairman, we
have heard a lot of strong words, I
think even sometimes inappropriate
words, disturbing, extreme words this
evening, as we have been discussing
this budget, particularly from the
other side.

All of us agree that these are unusual
times. It is a time for tough decisions,
a time that defines people. Do they rise
to the occasion, or do they cower when
they should stand tall? Do they sit
quietly when they should speak? Do
they freeze when they should lead? I
am amazed this evening that at a time
like this the Democrats have not stood,
they have not spoken, and they have
not led. At a time when your country
needs vision, they have none.

This year’s budget reflects the tough
decisions of those willing to lead when

events call for a clear vision and clear
priorities. Our budget meets the de-
mands of these historic times and pro-
vides for our national defense, it pro-
vides for homeland security, and it pro-
vides for personal security.

Let me talk about health care just
briefly. Our plan provides $350 billion
to expand and enhance Medicare; to
provide a prescription drug plan for our
seniors, which is needed; to provide for
the reform of Medicare. Would we like
to add more? Yes.
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But we have added a very reasonable
amount. If Members look at prescrip-
tion drugs, approximately 72 percent of
our seniors are covered by prescription
drugs. Yet the only thing that we have
heard from the other side of the aisle is
a plan that would control everything in
the medicine box of our seniors, and
would displace this money that already
provides prescription drugs with an in-
crease in taxes or an increase in def-
icit.

We also have expanded and enhanced
our community health centers, which
provide health care for those who fall
through the cracks. We have expanded
health care for the poor, the children,
and the uninsured. We have increased
funding for research by doubling the
funding for NIH, and we have provided
fiscal responsibility.

The other night in the Committee on
the Budget when Democrats offered a
string of amendments, the sum of those
amendments would have increased our
deficit by $200 billion. That is why we
do not see them offering a budget. That
is why we did not see them offering a
budget when we marked it up during
the committee. If we combined all of
those amendments, it would require us
to increase taxes by $150 billion to pay
for the additional amendments they
wanted.

We have not cowered. We have taken
a stand, a tough stand in these days
that require tough stands. We have
provided a budget which establishes
the needed priorities, and yet it is re-
markable to me that we hear chilling
silence when it comes to offering a
budget of responsibility.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, there
has been a lot of anger on the floor
today, and to me this is such a sad day.
It is total reversal of all our former
self-congratulation. The last adminis-
tration took credit for beginning our
deficit reduction course to save Social
Security and Medicare. The majority
said oh, no, we are doing it, and the
country gave us both the credit. There
will be no question where the blame
lies for dynamiting the lockbox. The
Social Security and Medicare lockbox
will be remembered as the most fraud-
ulent metaphor the majority has ever
used on this floor.

The majority has taken us back to
the dark budget ages of using budget
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estimates by political appointees rath-
er than by the professionals of the Con-
gressional Budget Office. The Amer-
ican people are always willing to take
domestic cuts in time of war. Members
will never convince them. They are too
smart to be convinced by a budget that
tells them we can do tax cuts, fight a
war, and defeat a recession at the same
time. The seniors and the baby
boomers deserve a lot better.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to myself to engage in a col-
loquy with the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. NUSSLE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Chairman, in
an earlier colloquy today on transpor-
tation spending, I understood a couple
of things. One is that although the
budget provides for $1.8 billion in out-
lays, I understood the colloquy to indi-
cate that if the Committee on Appro-
priations only wanted to appropriate
$23 billion for 2003, and not the $27 bil-
lion, a little over $27 billion, we on the
Committee on Transportation and the
Infrastructure expected.

Secondly, I would query the chair-
man about the firewalls. I understand
in the budget resolution we cannot
construct firewalls to protect the TEA–
21 dollars, and I am wondering where
that will come and what the commit-
ment is.

Thirdly, today the Senate marked up
their budget and provided for an addi-
tional $5.7 billion of Federal highway
spending in 2003. I would solicit an
opinion from the chairman.

Mr. NUSSLE. Number one, we have a
reserve fund for the extra transpor-
tation dollars so it would only be re-
leased to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure if in fact
they marked it at that higher level, 4.4
of contract authority, 1.3 in outlays.

Second, on the firewall that was dis-
cussed, that is for a future potential
budget enforcement act reform bill
that we intend to move on the floor.

The third question was whether or
not we would try for a higher number
with the Senate. We are working to try
to get as much money to stimulate the
economy as possible. We agree trans-
portation is one of the ways. We will
work for as high a number as we can.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. SOLIS).

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to
express my disappointment and dis-
couragement with respect to the Re-
publican budget proposal. We are fail-
ing the working men and women, chil-
dren and seniors. My constituents
elected me to come here to talk about
issues that we are not having a fair
chance to discuss. That is why the
other side of the aisle hears our loud
tone of voice and our cry. There are
thousands of people in our districts
who are unemployed who were affected

long before September 11, who had
some hope, who thought that our lead-
ership, that our President, was going to
leave no child behind.

The President has decimated our
budget with respect to education. He
has made promises and broken them.
People will have their energy bills cut.
The LIHEAP program is going to be
slashed. People will have to make a de-
cision whether to buy food or pay the
light bill. This is a harsh reality of the
Republican proposal, and I stand here
to say this is not acceptable and that
my constituents in the 31st Congres-
sional District want their voices heard.
We want to be able to have our amend-
ments in our presentations in our com-
mittees. I ask for a ‘‘no’’ vote on the
Republican budget proposal.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I have heard often on this
floor today for a call of calm and rec-
onciliation. I have also heard the dis-
cussion about the Democrats having no
plan. Well, Mr. Chairman, let me say,
these four volumes indicate why Demo-
crats cannot have a plan because the
Republicans and the administration
have squandered the surplus. There is
no surplus. This plan invades Social
Security. This plan blows up the
lockbox.

In fact, my constituents will be ask-
ing me why over the last 3 years, when
the Democrats had a plan for a pre-
scription drug benefit, why there was
no response from the Republicans. Why
Social Security is at the point it is
when we had a trillion dollar surplus.
No plan? We do not need a plan. Those
who have destroyed the plan destroyed
the surplus, and need to present us
with something that Americans can be
proud of.

It is interesting that Republicans
would talk about homeland security
and the war against terrorism. A min-
uscule amount in this budget is for
homeland security. Most of it is squan-
dered away by the invading of Social
Security. I ask my colleagues to vote a
resounding ‘‘no’’ for this budget be-
cause this is not a budget that Ameri-
cans can stand on. It is a budget that is
nothing but smoke and mirrors and
walls that do not respond. This is a
budget that does not work.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4
minutes to myself.

Mr. Chairman, well, we are coming to
the end of this very important debate.
We have heard a lot of discussion and
debate today about plans and who has
got a plan and who does not have a
plan. Let us review the bidding very
quickly.

The President in response to Sep-
tember 11, the national emergency, the
war against terrorism and a recession
in our economy put a plan on the table
in February. It was not a perfect plan.

There has never been in the United
States history a perfect budget plan,
but he has one.

What did we do in committee last
week? We took that plan and we made
it better. How? We said special edu-
cation is going to get a little bit extra.
Veterans are going to get a little bit
extra. Science is going to get a little
bit extra. Homeland security can get
extra. We are going to treat defense,
and all sorts of things that we thought
were important priorities with a little
extra, and the President today said the
Republican plan is better.

We have taken the President’s plan
and we have made a better plan. So the
President has a plan and the Repub-
licans have a plan. During the last 6
months of the most crucial time in
American history, what have the
Democrats been doing? Well, three very
important things that we did together
in a bipartisan way. We said we are
going to respond to the national emer-
gency. So we dipped into that surplus,
and we took some money out and we
said New York needs some help. We did
that in a bipartisan way. Every Mem-
ber voted for it.

Then we said we are not going to let
people come into this country and do
what they did to the people of America
ever again. We will find them. We will
beat them. We will win this war, and
we will do whatever it takes. In a bi-
partisan way, we stood together and we
funded that war. Every Member voted
for it.

Just last week, finally, we all said
the economy is just too important for
us to allow it to languish or for it to
possibly falter. In a bipartisan way, we
dipped in there again and took some of
that money and said that is what we
are going to do. All of this hand wring-
ing about where did the surplus go, my
gosh, it just vanished. Members, it did
not vanish. Have Members forgotten
Osama bin Laden? Have my colleagues
forgotten what happened on September
11?

Members are saying the seniors are
not going to understand. The seniors
won World War II. Our kids under-
stand. Our parents understand. The
teachers understand. The nurses under-
stand. Our veterans, by God, under-
stand. So for the other side to run in
and tell us now that nobody under-
stands where the surplus went is a
bunch of malarkey.

So what did the other side do over
the weekend? Instead of writing their
own plan, 96 pages of criticism. That is
fair. We are living in America. We will
fight to the death anybody’s right to
disagree. That is what America stands
for, but at some point in time the other
side does not just get to disagree. They
have to lead. The great party on the
other side of the aisle has led many
times in our history, but now it fails.

The minority leader said, ‘‘We think
the Republican budget in the House is
a failure, an absolute, total failure in
dealing with the big problems in Amer-
ica,’’ and he let his voice drop.
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Did the gentleman come down here

with a plan? No. Did he say I have got
some ideas? No. Did he criticize? Sure,
and he has a right to do that. I will
fight for his right to do that. But Mem-
bers are not allowed to just complain.
Members are not allowed to just play
politics. At this most crucial time in
American history, Democrats have to
stand up and say what is important and
put their plan on the table. They are
not allowed to just snipe from the side-
lines and say, oh, we are for national
defense and homeland security. Yes, we
want a prescription drug benefit. Gosh,
we want more than the Republicans do
for education. Oh, yes, in fact, we want
more for science, and let me think, we
want more for all of these things.

We cannot do that without a plan, or
without raising taxes. So please, I ask
the other side of the aisle to dem-
onstrate their leadership by coming
forward with a plan. I beg them. This is
too crucial a time in American history
for them to let us down.

I implore Members to vote for a plan
to win the war and get this country se-
cure again.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I yield
30 seconds to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. TANNER).

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Chairman, the rea-
son the sign used by the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) was made yes-
terday was because the majority knew
last night when we went to the Com-
mittee on Rules with our plan that we
were not going to be able to offer it. So
these nice charts we see about not hav-
ing a plan, we would have a plan today,
but the other side of the aisle would
not let us offer it.

We would like to look in August and
see if what the gentleman says tonight
is actually coming true. What the
other side of the aisle said last year we
know has not come true, and we only
ask to review it in August. We used the
Republican plan as a gesture of biparti-
sanship. The other side of the aisle will
not let us have a plan, and then they
bring all of these charts down here that
they made up yesterday and say the
Democrats do not have a plan.

b 1915

This raw partisanship, people are not
dumb, they see it. It is going to get you
in trouble just like it got this side in
trouble sooner or later.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Here is one reason that we have not
produced a plan. It is because the plan
that we are confronted with, the budg-
et, so-called, before us, is not a real
budget. As I said earlier, it is a tip of
an iceberg.

Here are just a few of the things that
it does not include. It uses OMB scor-
ing, and therefore it picks up $225 bil-
lion because OMB estimates the cost of
Medicare by that much less than CBO.
It fails to fully fund discretionary
spending at the level of inflation, that
is all, current policy, and picks up an-
other couple of hundred billion dollars.

We do not think that is realistic. If we
had to put up a plan that would be
comparable on an apples to apples
basis, we would have to adopt these
and many other devices in this budget
which we think would be a bad prece-
dent. That is why we declined to do it.
There will be a Democratic plan. Sen-
ator CONRAD is producing one as we
talk.

Let me just say once again with re-
spect to the war, when the votes come
on the defense appropriations bill and
on the other appropriations bill with
homeland security and national secu-
rity, Democrats’ names will be the
board because we back the President
and we support those appropriated
items.

Let me say something else about the
key concern that we have in this budg-
et and the situation we are in today.
This graph here shows the extent to
which previous administrations have
invaded Social Security. The Clinton
administration came to office in 1993
inheriting a budget deficit of $290 bil-
lion, a record deficit. On February 17,
less than a month after being in office,
they put on our doorstep a deficit re-
duction plan which passed this House
by one vote. As a result, every year for
the next 8 years the bottom line of the
budget got better to the point where in
the year 2000, we were literally in sur-
plus without counting Social Security
or Medicare, the first time in our fiscal
history that that happened. It hap-
pened under the aegis of the Clinton
administration. Sure you cast some of
those votes and I cast some of those
votes, they were costly votes in most
cases; but this is where the handoff oc-
curred to President Bush.

I have seen at least five Republicans
come here to the well and tout the fact
that you have had $400 billion in debt
reduced in the last several years. All of
that happened on the Clinton adminis-
tration’s watch. Why did it happen?
When you move your budget out of def-
icit into surplus, you have got money
to pay off debt. That is why it hap-
pened.

But look what happens. Here at the
pinnacle of this summit, there is a
handoff to President Bush and imme-
diately things go south. Some of that
is due to the fact that we have had fun-
damentally unexpected, terrible trage-
dies to occur in this country; and I
would be the first to admit that that
has had an impact, no question about
it. But your tax cuts had an impact,
too. Your miscalculation of what the
economy was going to do has had a big
impact as well. It is at least 40 percent
of this. But look at this. And the rea-
son we cannot go with your budget to-
night is it has no plan, it has no strat-
egy, it has no way for us to reverse
that course which is graphically laid
out there, showing you that we are
backpedaling right to where we were 10
years ago. After 10 years of progress on
the deficit, we are literally back-
sliding.

Since everybody seems to be pooh-
poohing the deficit, as if this is a tem-

porary, transitory phenomenon, let me
read CBO’s analysis, dated March 6, of
the President’s budget. It says that
this year we will incur a deficit under
President Bush of $248 billion; $297 bil-
lion next year under his budget. Over
the next 10 years it says we will incur
deficits of $1.8 trillion. The con-
sequence of that is we will be invading
Social Security to the tune of $1.8 tril-
lion.

Here is this chart which we have used
before. You start with a blue stub
there, you start with a blue stub there
which shows that we handed off the
budget to the Bush administration
with a budget out of Social Security
and out of Medicare and look what hap-
pened. Immediately the red lines below
the line begin to appear. The yellow
lines up here indicate that every year
over the next 10 years we will consume
the Medicare surplus. Every year over
the next 10 years we will consume the
Social Security surplus. There is no
way around it. You do not have a plan
in your budget to reverse course here.
So everyone voting for this budget to-
night should understand this is the
bottom line that you are voting for, an
invasion of the Social Security surplus
for the next 10 years. That is the bot-
tom line. What it means is that we will
be incurring more debt. We will not be
achieving our promise of paying off the
debt so that we can alleviate the bur-
den on the Treasury and make it able
to meet its Social Security obligations.

This is a 180-degree reversal of where
we were last year. That is why we re-
spectfully decline to vote for this budg-
et resolution. We think it is a badly de-
signed element, and we think it will
take us back to where we were. We
hoped that we had recovered from that
from a long time ago, but it does not
appear that we have.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
the balance of my time to the very dis-
tinguished gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HASTERT), the Speaker of the
House.

Mr. HASTERT. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
President’s budget, and I urge my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to
support this budget as well. The budget
process helps the Congress to decide
the spending priorities of this Nation. I
am disappointed that some folks on the
other side of the aisle have decided not
to propose a real substitute. Instead of
making tough decisions, some would
rather complain from the sidelines.

This Congress has a responsibility to
govern. I believe that this budget ful-
fills our responsibilities to our con-
stituents and to our Nation. I want to
congratulate our budget chairman for a
job well done. I thank the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE).

Our first responsibility is to defend
our Nation. Folks, we are at war. We
must spend money to win this war.
This budget contains a historic in-
crease in defense spending. Our troops
need this money so that they have the



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1066 March 20, 2002
weapons, the supplies, the equipment
to do the job. Some say that there is
not enough money in this budget to
fight this war. I assure you if the Presi-
dent needs more money to fight this
war, this Congress will make sure that
any man or woman who wears the uni-
form of the United States military and
puts themselves in harm’s way, they
will have the training, the equipment
and the weapons and whatever they
need to win.

This budget also contains the nec-
essary money for homeland security.
On September 11, we found out that
terrorists can attack in the most un-
conventional way. We do not know
where they will strike next. We do not
know, but we have to be prepared. This
budget helps our Nation prepare for
these contingencies.

This budget also helps prepare our
Nation for other challenges on the do-
mestic front. It includes money to im-
plement the President’s ambitious edu-
cation agenda, so that our schools will
teach our children better. It includes
the largest financial commitment to a
prescription drug benefit in our Na-
tion’s history. We reserve $350 billion
to Medicare and prescription drugs for
seniors in this budget. It also includes
important funding for our Nation’s vet-
erans and for our Nation’s farmers. The
President’s budget sets the right prior-
ities for our Nation.

My friends on the other side of the
aisle, some have criticized our budget
with great enthusiasm; but they have
failed to offer a real alternative. Why
did they not offer an alternative? Some
would like to play politics with Social
Security. Any realistic budget would
have to confront the fact that the sur-
plus disappeared because of the eco-
nomic slowdown, because of the war
and certainly because of domestic ter-
rorism in this country and our willing-
ness to prepare ourselves for it.

Folks, we made a real decision last
year. I heard some of our friends talk
about surplus. We had a great surplus.
We made a conscious decision to take
some of that surplus off the table, be-
cause we thought moms and dads and
local people who make money, punch a
time clock, own their small business,
they make better decisions with that
money in their pocket than the Wash-
ington bureaucrats. We also made a
conscious decision to pay down debt.
During this period of time, we paid
down over $450 billion of public debt. I
think that is probably better than hav-
ing that surplus sitting there and being
tempting for people here in Wash-
ington.

I know people have big plans, big
thick books on how to spend that
money. But times have changed. We
must prepare this Nation to continue
to fight the fight that we are in. We
must prepare our people for domestic
violence and prevent people from com-
ing into this country and have ter-
rorist attacks across this Nation. We
need to take care of our senior citizens.
We need to take care of our veterans.

We need to take care of farmers. This
budget does exactly that.

I ask you tonight, put politics aside,
put demagoguery aside, and vote for
this budget so that we can move for-
ward and this Congress can get its
work done.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Chairman, I am having
this statement placed in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD today, although I am not physically
present. As you know, I have been granted a
leave of absence so I can be with my family
in Mississippi to attend the funeral of a close
relative. For this reason, I was away from the
House floor yesterday, March 19, 2002, and
am away today, March 20, 2002. I want this
statement placed in the RECORD today so that
I can be on record on today’s most important
proceedings pertaining to the Federal budget
for Fiscal Year 2003.

Today the House is considering the Federal
budget for Fiscal Year 2003. I stand by our
President as he leads us in the war against
terrorism. But I cannot vote for this budget
proposal because I have serious concerns
over this Budget’s treatment of health car for
seniors, veterans and retired military. In addi-
tion, Mr. Speaker, the Rules Committee re-
fused to make in order the Blue Dog Coalition
budget alternative. I cannot support a rule that
will not allow for open, honest debate on a
matter as important as the Federal budget.

This proposed Budget fails to address
pressing health care needs but includes new
unspecified tax cuts—tax cuts that have not
even been proposed by anyone or considered
by Congress. According to the Congressional
Budget Office (CBO), Congress’ own account-
ing agency, there is no budget surplus. There-
fore, funding for these tax cuts could only
come from Trust Funds that are set aside for
health care entitlements such as Social Secu-
rity and Military Retiree Health Care. I cannot
support a budget that threatens the well being
of our nation’s seniors and veterans, or those
who will soon be part of those venerable seg-
ments of our society.

A particular matter affecting military retirees
is Concurrent Receipt. Certain military per-
sonnel qualify for both military retired pay and
veterans disability compensation. Current law
requires that military pensions be reduced,
dollar for dollar, by the amount of VA disability
compensation received.

This is an injustice that should have been
corrected long ago. The United States govern-
ment promises certain benefits when young
Americans are recruited to serve a career of
military service, including health care and pen-
sions upon retirement. Veterans who become
disabled in the line of service also earn and
deserve their health care benefits.

The proposed FY2003 Budget calls for con-
current receipt for a limited number of disabled
retirees, but his Budge is woefully inadequate
because it would continue to deny earned
benefits to many other disabled retirees.

Yesterday, Congressmen GENE TAYLOR and
I attempted to introduce an amendment to the
Budget proposal, to fully fund concurrent re-
ceipt for military retirees who are also service-
connected disabled. Funds for this proposal
would have come from funds allotted in the
budget for unspecified tax cuts that have not
even been proposed or considered by this
House. Unfortunately, on a party line vote, the
House Rules Committee refused to allow the
full House of Representatives to even consider
the Shows-Taylor Amendment.

Reducing these promised and earned bene-
fits—to disabled war heroes, of all people—is
wrong. The FY2003 Budget Resolution that is
being considered is called a ‘‘wartime budget.’’
How can we recruit soldiers to fight the War
on Terrorism if we continue our legacy of bro-
ken promises? Too many military veterans are
telling their children and grandchildren not to
join the service because the government does
not keep its promises. This is precisely why
we must keep our promises to our military he-
roes this year, today.

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in op-
position to H. Con. Res. 353. As a senior
member of the House Budget Committee, I
am profoundly disappointed with this measure
which unrepentantly retreats from the fiscal
policies and practices that fostered enormous
federal budget surpluses. In the Majority’s
push to craft a ‘‘nominally balanced budget,’’
they have failed to put forth a plan to get our
budget on the path to recovery. Further, Mr.
Speaker, this budget blatantly ignores what
everyone here knows—and what all the major
economic forecasters, including CBO, OMB
and GAO, told us well before September
11th—the federal budget will be overtaken by
escalating budget deficits as the Baby Boom
generation begins to retire in just six short
years. This budget, which calls for cumulative
non-Social Security deficits of $1.052 over the
next five years, spending all of the Medicare
trust fund surplus and 86 percent of the Social
Security surplus, actually worsens our long-
term fiscal picture.

Mr. Chairman, last year, I stood on the floor
of the House and cautioned against betting
the ranch on ten-year estimates that the CBO
itself has stressed are highly uncertain. Based
on its own track record, CBO concludes that
its estimated surpluses could be off in one di-
rection or the other, on average, by about $52
billion in 2001, $120 billion in 2002, and $412
billion in 2006. This year, the Majority seems
to have come around to my view—why else
would they put forth a budget based on five
year numbers? Why indeed? It couldn’t be be-
cause ten-year numbers would reveal just how
much of the Social Security and Medicare sur-
pluses this budget will really consume, could
it? It wouldn’t be to cloak the fact that over ten
years, over half of the projected Social Secu-
rity surplus will have to be diverted to cover
other government functions, according to both
the CBO and OMB, would it?

Mr. Chairman, to arrive at a ‘‘nominally bal-
anced budget,’’ my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle not only ignore the impending
budgetary pressures out past 2007 but, for the
first time since 1988, discard CBO’s projec-
tions, now that they have become inconven-
ient, in favor of rosier OMB estimates. Have
they learned nothing from the dramatic rever-
sal in our nation’s budget picture? Mr. Speak-
er, last year, the Majority was more than will-
ing to accept the CBO’s estimate of a $5.6 tril-
lion surplus. Now that applying CBO’s base-
line to their budget resolution will result in a
worsening of the non-Social Security deficit, to
the tune of $318 billion, over the next decade,
the Chairman of the House Budget Com-
mittee, my colleague, Mr. NUSSLE, has de-
cided that since he does not like the ‘‘weather
report’’ as prepared by CBO, he will simply
‘‘turn the channel.’’ Well, Mr. Speaker, while I
respect my colleagues right to hope for the
best, it does not erase our affirmative duty to
prepare for the worst. The hallmark of respon-
sible budgeting is leaving room for error. Last
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year’s budget left no room for error. In fact, by
August, we were projecting that for the next
seven years, virtually all of the non-Social Se-
curity, non-Medicare surplus would be spent,
not to improve the programs, not to create a
prescription drug benefit under Medicare or
even enhance the solvency of these critical
programs, but to cover other government ex-
penditures. And, Mr. Chairman, that was well
before September 11th and the resulting war
on terrorism.

Additionally, Mr. Chairman I would note that
to arrive at their ‘‘nominal balanced budget’’
for 2003 the Majority has put the blinders on
with respect to the supplemental defense re-
quest that we all know is coming next week
and has blocked out the memory of their
much-touted stimulus bill that was enacted just
over a week ago and has a five-year cost of
$94 billion. When the stimulus bill is included,
this budget has a deficit of $224 billion in 2003
and $830 billion between 2003 and 2007, ex-
cluding the Social Security surplus.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, adding insult to injury
is the Majority’s proposal for a national pre-
scription drug program for seniors. H. Con.
Res. 353 claims to create a $350 billion re-
serve to be spent, over ten years, for not only
a drug benefit but also the Medicare ‘‘mod-
ernization’’ and provider givebacks. Without
ten-year numbers for the rest of the budget,
how can this proposal be credible? Further,
the budget condition release of monies for a
drug benefit on enactment of a Medicare mod-
ernization bill and provider payment adjust-
ments. Last week, during the House Budget
Committee’s mark up of this bill, I offered a
reasonable, budget neutral amendment that I
offered to create a meaningful voluntary pre-
scription drug benefit within Medicare for all
Medicare beneficiaries. Regrettably, it was
summarily rejected along party lines. Under
my amendment, $69 billion would be added
over three years to the Medicare service, rais-
ing the total commitment to $158 billion by
2007 and $500 billion over ten years. These
additional funds are essential if a Medicare
prescription drug benefit is to be available to
and affordable for the majority of those receiv-
ing Medicare benefits.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues to join
me in rejecting this ‘‘spend today, borrow to-
morrow’’ measure that turn its back on hard-
learned fiscal of the passed decade and un-
dermine longstanding domestic priorities, such
as strengthening Social Security and Medi-
care, providing a universal prescription drug
benefit. Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues to
make the right choice today and reject this
sham budget.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in op-
position to H. Con. Res. 353, the FY 2003
Congressional Budget Resolution. The budget
resolution is fiscally irresponsible. It spends
more than 86 percent of the Social Security
surplus and uses up the entire Medicare sur-
plus. There are only six years left before the
baby-boom generation begins to retire, and
now is not the time to deplete the Social Se-
curity and Medicare surpluses.

Over the past eight years we have had
budgets culminating in real debt reduction,
and a growing surplus that did not rely on So-
cial Security or Medicare. The budget resolu-
tion before us today, quickly creates an on-
budget deficit of $974 billion over five years
according to the Congressional Budget Office.

The tragic attacks on September 11, 2001,
the short and shallow recession, and the con-

tinuing war on terrorism taken all together did
not precipitate the budget deficit. Mr. Chair-
man, while I support the war on terrorism, and
increased homeland security, I did not support
the irresponsible tax cut passed last year. The
fact is, it consumed approximately 43 percent
of the budget surplus and led to our current
poor fiscal health.

This budget does not lead to debt reduction
or Social Security and Medicare solvency and
it does not ensure that our other national prior-
ities are met. Last year, the leadership went
down the primrose path by enacting a tax cut
that cost our country nearly 2 trillion dollars.
But before this year is out we must get the
budget back on track.

Further, for the first time in years, the budg-
et resolution is only a five-year budget instead
of a ten-year budget. It remains in deficit
throughout the next five years, which leaves
us to infer the damage that will result in the
second five years. In effect, this budget cloaks
the large amount of Social Security and Medi-
care surpluses that will be spent after FY2007
and it allows the Leadership to avoid deciding
whether to sustain the sunset provision of the
tax cut passed last spring or extend the tax
cuts at an additional cost. This lack of a ten-
year plan leads me to believe that either the
House Leadership has no long-term plan of
recovery or they have a plan that will not
stand scrutiny under the public eye. Regard-
less, this resolution offers no targets, no ob-
jectives, and no strategies to return to budget
surpluses.

In addition, this budget resolution attempts
to make the deficit appear smaller by author-
izing non-defense, and non-homeland security
discretionary spending at almost five percent
below the level necessary to maintain current
levels of services. Perhaps, even more dis-
appointing, the resolution cuts funding for the
bipartisan No Child Left Behind Act recently
signed into law, as well as other cuts in edu-
cation, health care, and environmental protec-
tion.

Mr. Chairman, I am saddened that we are
being forced to vote on this irresponsible
budget resolution without any opportunity to
create a bipartisan fiscally responsible budget.
As Members of this great institution, we often
deliberate important issues that effect our own
and our children’s futures. During debates of
this nature, I frequently ask myself one simple
question; will the vote I am about to cast make
the nation and our society better and safer for
my two sons, Johnny and Matt, as they live,
learn and grow in the 21st Century. For once,
lets put their future first, ahead of Washington
politics.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues to op-
pose the budget resolution for the fiscal year
2003.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of this resolution and I want to thank
Chairman NUSSLE for the hard work he and
his staff did pulling it together.

I just want to point out one feature of the
Budget Resolution that may go unnoticed as
we debate defense spending and tax policy
and other macroeconomic issues.

This budget provides a healthy and needed
boost for scientific research—a boost that
goes significantly beyond what the Administra-
tion called for. I’m especially pleased with the
funding for Function 250, the General Science
function, which is based on an 11.1 percent
increase for Research and Related Activities
at the National Science Foundation (NSF).

Our nation’s long-range future depends in
no small measure on the investments we
make today in research and development, and
in science and math education. NSF spending
is critical to ensuring a health R&D and edu-
cation enterprise. The Budget Resolution rec-
ognizes that.

I want to thank Chairman NUSSLE for work-
ing so cooperatively with me and with other
Members of the House Science Committee to
ensure that the Budget paid proper attention
to science funding and to balancing the fed-
eral research portfolio. We obviously haven’t
solved all our science funding problems, but
this Budget Resolution is an important step in
doing so, especially given how tight overall do-
mestic discretionary spending it.

I urge my colleagues to support this Resolu-
tion.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise today to express my concerns
about the budget resolution that is under con-
sideration. I feel very strongly that the budget
we are debating is seriously flawed because it
contains cuts and funding amounts that are
frozen at previous year levels.

Furthermore, the priorities reflected within
the budget are a clear indication that vital
needs and programs are being sacrificed. I am
dismayed about this budget because the ma-
jority failed to make in order any of the
amendments offered before the Rules Com-
mittee that would have restored many of the
cuts proposed by the president.

None of the (4) amendments I offered in
committee were ruled in order. Consequently,
my efforts to restore $379 million for Commu-
nity Development Block Grants (CDBG’s) to
the purchasing power level of FY 2002 will not
become a reality. These grants are critical to
local communities. They fund programs that
promote economic development in low and
moderate-income communities and are used
to eliminate or prevent slums and blight and to
address needs that pose a threat to the health
and safety of our communities. The cuts, if im-
plemented, would affect wealthy and low and
moderate-income communities that receive
CDBG’s.

I also advocated restoring funding for em-
ployment and training programs, which was
cut by $686 million from the 2001 level. My
amendment would have restored the funding
for the Youth Opportunity grants program back
to its current 2002 level which would have
amounted to a nominal add-back of $180.6
million to the program for 2003.

Youth training services prepare low-income
youth for academic and employment success.
They are vital to curtailing high school dropout
rates, increasing college enrollment, and im-
proving the unemployment rate of young
adults.

I also sought to restore a modest amount of
$3 million to the Public Health Service’s Office
of Minority Health that is located in the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services. The
funding would be used to reverse the tragic
imbalance and racial disparity in terms of ba-
bies born in the African American and white
communities in our country whereby a black
baby born today is twice as likely to die within
the first year of life than a white baby. That
baby is twice as likely to be born prematurely
and at a low birth weight.

We must do all that we can to determine
why out of 1,000 births, 14 African American
babies die, while for their white counterparts it
is only 6 out of 1,000.
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Had my amendment been ruled in order, I

would have been able to make the case to
have the Secretary of HHS undertake re-
search, in collaboration with other relevant
agencies, to help address and eliminate racial
health disparities in birth outcomes. This is
one of our Government’s Healthy People 2010
target goals.

Finally, I offered an amendment that would
reduce the proposed $28 billion in new tax
cuts in order to pay for the additional highway
spending. This amendment adds $1.3 billion to
the highway program for 2003 with similar in-
creases in the following years, adjusted for in-
flation. This would put the total add-back from
the President’s budget to $5.7 billion, since
the budget committee has already added back
$4.4 billion.

Continued investment in highway infrastruc-
ture will contribute to job creation and protec-
tion as the economy recovers from recession.
We simply cannot afford to shortchange our
infrastructure needs.

Mr. Chairman, these are just some of the
shortcomings of the budget being offered
today. At this time in our nation’s history, we
can ill-afford to withdraw our important legacy
of social and health services.

Too many Americans are in need and feel-
ing the impact of September 11th. Our Gov-
ernment’s support is more vitally required than
ever in these difficult days. Our funding of key
programs must be sustained, if our fellow
Americans are not to lose faith in our leader-
ship.

Money counts for all Americans but if you
are unemployed, hungry, elderly and sick,
homeless and or a dependent child, it is a life-
line and a commitment that must be kept. Our
Government should shortchange no American
and that is why this budget is so dis-
appointing. The gap between our socio-
economic reality and this proposal is daunting.
The Budget does not add up, Mr. Chairman,
and should be voted down.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposi-
tion to the budget offered by the Republican
Majority.

Today’s Washington Post contained a re-
markable report that an Antarctic ice shelf the
size of Rhode Island just shattered and col-
lapsed into the sea. Scientists say that they
have never seen as large a loss of ice mass
and that the disintegration was all the more re-
markable because of the extraordinary rapidity
of the collapse. An ice mass 1,200 square
miles in area and 650 feet thick that had ex-
isted for 12,000 years disintegrated in 35
days.

I bring this to my colleagues’ attention be-
cause the disintegration of the Federal Gov-
ernment’s budget position over the last year
has been nearly as staggering. Eight years of
hard-won budgetary gains and fiscal discipline
were thrown out the window in a single year.
Last year’s projected ten-year budget surplus
of $5.4 trillion dollars collapsed literally before
our eyes, sacrificed to the irresponsible tax
and budget policies of the Administration and
the Republican Majority in Congress.

Just nine months ago, the Chairman of the
Budget Committee said, ‘‘This Congress will
protect 100 percent of the Social Security and
Medicare Trust Funds. Period. No speculation.
No supposition. No projections.’’ This promise
echoed similar pledges by the Speaker, the
Majority Leader, and the Majority Whip to
place the Social Security and Medicare sur-

pluses in a lockbox and build a firewall be-
tween the Social Security and Medicare trust
funds and the rest of the budget.

Well, here we are twelve months later and
$4 trillion poorer. The lockbox has been
smashed open. The firewall has been
breached. The promises of the Republican
Majority have been broken. The budget before
the House today raids Social Security and
Medicare this year. It raids Social Security and
Medicare next year. It raids Social Security
and Medicare the year after that. It raids So-
cial Security and Medicare for as far as the
eye can see.

Last year’s budget resolution placed our na-
tion’s finances in a deep hole. The budget be-
fore the House today digs the hole deeper. It
robs us of a chance to address critical needs,
like a real prescription drug benefit for seniors
and adequate funding to modernize our kids’
schools and reduce class size. The return of
large, multi-year budget deficits will also make
it much more difficult to strengthen the Social
Security and Medicare programs in advance of
the Baby Boom generation’s retirement, which
begins in 2008 when the leading edge of the
Baby Boom enters their retirement years.

I urge the House to vote down this budget
so we can begin work on a bipartisan budget
resolution that meets our responsibilities, re-
stores our fiscal health, and keeps faith with
the promises all of us have made to the Amer-
ican people.

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in strong opposition to the Republican’s fatally
flawed budget resolution. Here we go again.
The Republican resolution is simply smoke
and mirrors. It’s a ‘‘pretend’’ budget so decep-
tive that if it were an ad, the public would sue
for violations of the truth in advertising laws
and they would win!

Not even the transparent ploy of using five-
year budget estimates from the President’s Of-
fice of Management and Budget rather than
the usual ten-year budget estimates from the
non-partisan Congressional Budget Office can
hid the fact that the Republican budget resolu-
tion would raid virtually all of the Social Secu-
rity and Medicare surpluses over the next five
years in order to pay for the fiscal chaos
caused by last year’s irresponsible tax bill.

Five times last year, here in the House, we
voted almost unanimously for a Social Secu-
rity ‘‘lockbox’’. The President and the Repub-
lican leadership repeatedly pledged their com-
mitment to that Social Security lockbox. In this
budget, the Republicans don’t just pick the
lockbox. They shatter it with a sledge hammer!

Don’t be fooled. When you get rid of the ac-
counting smoke and mirrors in the President’s
budget, the non-defense domestic spending is
not even a ‘‘current services’’ budget. This
budget is replete with severe program cuts.
Cuts that low income Americans simply cannot
take. We are left with much less than we had
to begin with. Where is the money for a real
prescription drug benefit? For affordable hous-
ing? For Head Start? For Education? For Job
training? For worker health and safety?

The deceptive ‘‘pretend’’ Republican budget
ignores the cost of the Supplemental that will
be offered as soon as this budget resolution
leaves the House. It ignores the cost of pro-
viding relief to millions of middle class tax-
payers to keep them from being subjected to
the alternative minimum tax. It ignores the
cost of the Republican proposal to make per-
manent the tax cuts from last year’s bill. It pro-

vides woefully inadequate resources for a pre-
scription drug benefit and makes any prescrip-
tion drug benefit compete with both the cost of
provider ‘‘givebacks’’ and the costs of unspec-
ified Medicare ‘‘modernization’’.

Mr. Chairman, we need a budget that pro-
vides a real prescription drug benefit, im-
proves education, ensures the solvency of So-
cial Security and Medicare, and pays down
the national debt. We need an honest budget,
not this sham Republican press release.

Securing our national defense and home-
land security, adopting a real prescription drug
benefit, improving education, providing afford-
able housing for the poor and the homeless,
maintaining the solvency of Social Security
and Medicare, paying down the national
debt—that’s the American agenda, not con-
tinuing to squander our resources on overly
large tax cuts tilted toward those who need it
least. We can and must do better. Reject the
Republican budget.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Chairman,
like all Americans, I believe that we must meet
our most pressing priorities of protecting our
country against terrorism, improving our inter-
national relations, and growing our economy. I
agree with the president that these current
challenges warrant small, short-term deficit
spending.

However, I am concerned about the lack of
sound budgeting practices in the Republican
Budget offered today. Under their plan we
cannot both address our most pressing current
needs, and establish a framework for a long-
term, sustainable revenue and spending plan
without relying on massive borrowing.

The Republican Budget spends most of the
Social Security surplus and all of the Medicare
surplus, putting us in terrible position to deal
with the impending entitlement crises when
the baby boomers retire. Despite promises last
year from both the White House and Congress
to save every single dollar of the Social Secu-
rity surplus and Medicare surplus, and Con-
gress’ votes for a Social Security ‘‘lockbox’’
five times in the past few years, this budget
uses nearly all the Medicare and Social Secu-
rity surpluses—more than 86 percent of the
Social Security surplus and every penny of the
Medicare surplus.

The Republican budget also just isn’t hon-
est—it doesn’t take into account the tax and
spending programs that both Republicans and
Democrats know Congress is going to pass.

For example, the individual Alternative Min-
imum Tax will balloon twenty-fold by 2012, af-
fecting 39 million households (34 percent of all
taxpayers), but fixing that problem isn’t in the
budget. Republicans also support making per-
manent last year’s tax cuts, which would cost
$569 billion and Speaker Dennis Hastert plans
to bring up an additional tax cut bill this spring.
None of these items are in the budget.

And in terms of spending, the White House
has said that it will submit a supplemental ap-
propriations request for defense and homeland
security that will certainly be approved by
Congress—but that isn’t in the budget either.
They are assuming non-defense, non-home-
land security discretionary spending will be
kept at only five percent of the levels nec-
essary to maintain current levels of services in
2003. We all know that’s an unrealistic projec-
tion—even under Republican control of Con-
gress, spending has always increased on
these programs.
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Another problem with the Republican Budg-

et is that it uses the optimistic, rosy projec-
tions from the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) rather than the more conserv-
ative Congressional Budget Office (CBO) pro-
jections. Over the next five years, the dif-
ference between CBO and OMB revenue pro-
jections is $110.4 billion. OMB also plans on
the government spending $48 billion less over
the same five year period on mandatory
spending programs like Medicare and vet-
erans’ benefits. That’s a lot of ifs.

To be perfectly honest, I don’t really care
whether the numbers we use are labeled
CBO, OMB or UFO, but I do believe that it’s
sound budgeting practice to use more con-
servative numbers when you’re balancing your
checkbook.

The bottom line is that even with all of these
budget tricks and gimmicks that make it look
like we can have everything we want, the
budget is still in deficit and our debt is still
climbing. The budget deficit for next year is
projected to be $46 billion, and we’ll be in def-
icit every year for ten years. By 2007, when
the baby boomers start to retire, the govern-
ment will owe more debt to the public—nearly
$3.5 trillion—that it does today.

Our federal budget needs to be more bal-
anced and fiscally responsible than today’s
Republicans proposal.

I had hoped that House Republicans would
recognize the need and the real possibility for
bipartisan cooperation on developing a pro-
posal for the federal budget. If the House
leadership is willing to invite more people to
the table, to go to an economic conference as
we’ve suggested, I am confident that we can
have a federal budget that will protect the
country against terrorism, lend needed support
to our military, take care of workers at home,
and pay for needed programs like education,
healthcare and social security as well as en-
suring a strong economic foundation for the
future.

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in
support of the Fiscal Year 2003 Budget Reso-
lution and to commend my colleagues on the
Budget Committee for their hard work and ef-
forts to produce a strong wartime budget that
meets the needs of our nation. This budget di-
rectly addresses America’s security needs—
fighting the war on terrorism and protecting
American citizens—without neglecting our do-
mestic priorities.

I am especially proud of the way this budget
addresses the needs of our nation’s 25 million
veterans. First of all, discretionary spending
for veterans totals $26.8 billion for 2003. That
is a 12 percent increase over 2002 levels. VA
medical care funding is increased to $23.9 bil-
lion and another $1.145 billion is included to
prevent instituting a $1500 deductible for Pri-
ority 7 veterans.

In addition, this budget provides the funds
necessary to correct the concurrent receipt re-
striction for veterans with 60 percent or higher
disability ratings. Current law requires that a
veteran’s retired pay be reduced by the
amount of disability benefits he or she re-
ceives. This is an unfair practice and I am
proud to support a budget that will end this re-
striction.

The FY03 budget has the support of the
American Legion, the Veterans of Foreign
Wars, the AMVETS and many others. Their
support further indicates that we are on the
right track to meet the critical needs of vet-

erans. I would like to thank Chairman NUSSLE
and the Budget Committee for putting this
sound resolution together and urge all of my
colleagues to support this measure and en-
sure adequate funding for our nation and our
veterans.

Ms. SCHAKOWKSY. Mr. Chairman, on July
11, 2001, Republican House Majority Leader
DICK ARMEY said, ‘‘We must understand that it
is inviolate to intrude against either Social Se-
curity or Medicare and if that means forgoing
or, as it were, paying for tax cuts, then we’ll
do that.’’ Unfortunately, the Republican Budget
Resolution does not reflect that sentiment in
the least. The House Republicans are offering
a budget that virtually spends almost the en-
tire Social Security surplus to pay for last
year’s tax breaks that mostly benefit the
wealthy.

I urge all my colleagues to oppose this
Budget Resolution and here is why:

First, the Republican Budget Resolution
would take over $1 trillion from the Social Se-
curity Trust Funds and eliminate the Medicare
surplus over the next five years.

The President and every House Republican
leader promised last year that every single
dollar of the Social Security and Medicare sur-
pluses would be saved for Social Security and
Medicare. With this Republican budget, vir-
tually no dollar of the Social Security and
Medicare surpluses will be saved for Social
Security or Medicare.

The Congressional Budget Office reports
that the single biggest factor in the dis-
appearing surplus is the Bush tax cut, not the
war on terrorism or the recession.

Second, the Republican Budget Resolution
abandons domestic priorities.

The Budget Resolution: cuts $90 million
from last year’s bipartisan legislation that
funds our nation’s main elementary and sec-
ondary education programs; eliminates the
Community Access Programs (CAP) and
Health Professions Training program, freezes
funding for the Ryan White AIDS Programs,
and slashes funding for Rural Health Activities
by $54 million; cuts the Violence Against
Women Act Grants, and funds the Legal Serv-
ices Corporations well below needed levels:
cuts state and local law enforcement grants by
$1.7 billion; funds the Community Develop-
ment Block Grant program at $379 million
below what is needed to maintain current lev-
els; does not include an additional $1.3 billion
in federal highway funding requested by the
Democrats.

Third, the Republican Budget Resolution
does not offer seniors a comprehensive, af-
fordable, and voluntary prescription drug ben-
efit under Medicare.

Finally, the Republican Resolution does not
take into account future impending costs like
additional funding for homeland security, re-
sponse to natural disasters, which will require
more funds for FEMA and other federal agen-
cies. None of these or other certain or likely
contingencies are accommodated in the reso-
lution, making its projections highly suspect.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, this year’s
budget provides the resources for education
reform while funding a nation at war.

As one of the authors of the bipartisan edu-
cation bill signed by the President in January,
I’m proud to support this budget. It’s a com-
passionate one that reflects our nation’s prior-
ities and helps states and local schools meet
the promise of education reform.

It’s a clear statement that this Congress and
this President will not turn its back on our chil-
dren and their future, even in a time of war.

This budget builds on the significant in-
creases provided for education in recent
years—an average annual increase of 14.3
percent over the past four years.

[TEACHERS.] I’m particularly proud of the
support this budget provides for school teach-
ers. President Bush and Congress have pro-
vided a 35 percent increase in federal teacher
quality funds to help states and local schools
put a quality teacher in every classroom by
2005. The President’s budget request this
year maintains this historic level of support.
We’re asking a lot of teachers, and they de-
serve our support.

[SPECIAL EDUCATION.] The budget pro-
vides a $1 billion increase for special edu-
cation, putting us on track for full-funding of
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act
within 10 years. It also paves the way for us
to make long-overdue changes to IDEA to en-
sure that children with special needs are not
left behind. I’m especially grateful that our
Budget Committee colleagues have taken this
step.

Building on last year’s reforms, the budget
also:

[LOW-INCOME SCHOOLS.] Provides a $1
billion increase in Title I grants to low-income
schools—on top of last year’s $1.6 billion in-
crease—focusing resources on the highest-
poverty school districts.

[READING FIRST.] Provides a $100 million
increase for the President’s plan to improve
reading instruction by addressing reading dif-
ficulties at an early age through proven sci-
entific methods.

[HEAD START.] Increases Head Start by
$130 million to increase children’s prepared-
ness for learning when they enter school.

[CHARTER SCHOOLS.] Provides $100 mil-
lion in new funding for charter school facility fi-
nancing.

[EXPANDED PARENTAL CHOICE.] Funds
new tax relief measures, such as education
tax credits, to assist parents transferring their
children from chronically-failing or dangerous
schools.

[HISTORICALLY-BLACK COLLEGES &
HISPANIC SERVING INSTITUTIONS.] Pro-
vides a 3.6 percent increase for assisting his-
torically black colleges, universities and grad-
uate institutions, as well as Hispanic-serving
institutions.

[PELL GRANTS.] Maintains the maximum
Pell Grant at a historic high of $4,000.

The budget also paves the way for other pri-
orities such as welfare reform and child care.
Funding for the Child Care Development Block
Grant (CCDBG) has more than doubled in the
last five years to $2.1 billion. This budget
keeps that commitment to help move more
Americans toward independence and self-reli-
ance.

I also want to commend the committee for
providing significant increases in funding for
two key Department of Labor offices that help
to safeguard the pension assets and retire-
ment security of American workers. The budg-
et provides a $3 million increase for the Office
of Labor Management Statistics, and a $7 mil-
lion increase for the Office of Inspector Gen-
eral.

Budgets are about tough choices. But there
are some who don’t want to make choices.
There are some who dare to suggest that this
budget somehow shortchanges our children.
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They say they want more funding for edu-

cation, but they won’t put forth their own budg-
et to tell us how they’d get to that goal. Stu-
dents, teachers, and parents deserve to know:
Which tax would they raise? Which program
would they eliminate?

Last week’s action in the Budget Committee
offered a hint. Last week, Democrats offered
17 amendments to the proposed budget.
Taken together, the amendments totaled $205
billion in new spending and $175 billion in new
taxes over five years.

Mr. Chairman, in this time of national emer-
gency, what Americans want is leadership—
not gamesmanship.

I’m proud to support this budget, which re-
sponds to our nation’s challenges without for-
getting the promise to the children who are
our future.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, last
year, when the Republican leadership brought
their budget resolution to the floor I com-
mented that they were ‘‘leading us down a fis-
cally dangerous path.’’ Now that we are debat-
ing the fiscal year 2003 budget resolution, it is
clear that the Republican leadership has no in-
tention of exiting that treacherous route.

This 2003 budget resolution, like its 2002
predecessor proposed by the same Repub-
lican majority, is fiscally irresponsible and puts
at risk Congress’s ability to live up to our com-
mitments to public welfare, the environment,
and important infrastructure projects.

The Social Security trust fund is being in-
vaded for more than $1 trillion over the five-
year budget window. In addition the entire
Medicare surplus will be sacrificed. At the
same time, the purchasing power of our do-
mestic programs is being reduced by more
than $20 billion in fiscal 2003 alone. Instead of
providing necessary funding for critical domes-
tic needs, the Republican leadership is taking
Social Security and Medicare funds paid from
the wages of working people and returning it
through tax cuts to the corporations and indi-
viduals who are least in need.

The public deserves an honest, long-term
budget, but Congress is not able to provide
one when there is such a broad disconnect
between what the Republican leadership
promises and what they deliver. The oppor-
tunity for an honest debate with alternatives
and amendments has been stifled by the
closed rule the Republicans have put into
place for the debate of this resolution.

In addition to funding the war on terrorism
and ensuring homeland security, my constitu-
ents in Oregon want the federal government to
fulfill its commitment to domestic priorities,
which includes Social Security, the environ-
ment, education, and necessary infrastructure
projects. This budget resolution fails our do-
mestic priorities and, therefore, I oppose its
passage.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, this is truly an
Enron budget. The Republican Budget Com-
mittee has cooked the books and produced
the most seriously flawed budget in my career.

The accounting gimmicks are spectacular.
We have a 5-year budget instead of the cus-
tomary 10-year budget. This is because it
hides dwindling revenue from the gradually im-
plemented Bush tax cut. If refashioned, a 10-
year budget would show much larger deficits.
Republicans also chose to use the politically
crafted OMB numbers, instead of the non-par-
tisan CBO numbers. Whether we insert polit-
ical or non-partisan numbers into this resolu-

tion, the story is no different at the end of the
day. Because all of the accounting tricks in the
world cannot hide that we are still raiding So-
cial Security and Medicare. And we are still
growing the national debt. The Republican
Party is trying to hide a budget deficit of $257
billion next year and that is just plain wrong.

In this budget, providing a Medicare pre-
scription drug benefit and increasing provider
payments do not reflect half of what is nec-
essary according to reasonable forecasts. And
this budget does not even take into account
the additional spending and further tax cuts
proposed by the President. This time next
year it is very likely we will have a budget def-
icit double or triple what is reflected in this res-
olution.

Mr. Chairman, we need an honest budget,
one that provides a prescription drug benefit to
our seniors, keeps Social Security solvent for
the baby-boomers, and does not further sad-
dle the national debt we are leaving to our
children. We can provide a budget that does
all this by simply ending the greed. So much
of our revenue surplus was squandered on a
tax cut that benefitted the wealthiest 1 percent
of Americans. And last week, the President in-
vited them back to the feeding trough. We
must not pay for this giveaway on the backs
of our seniors, children, and all those looking
to Social Security for their retirement needs.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to keep your promises to
your constituents and vote down this budget.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in op-
position to the Republican budget resolution
for fiscal year 2003.

I understand that the nation is engaged in a
vital enterprise in response to the vicious at-
tacks of September 11th. I know that fighting
to break up terrorist organizations and pro-
tecting our country and our people, which I
support, are expensive undertakings and the
highest national priorities.

But, Mr. Chairman, they are not our only pri-
orities.

From September 11th on, the President has
exhorted the American people to continue our
normal activities—perhaps being more aware
of what’s around us, perhaps putting up with
more security hassles and delays—but starv-
ing the domestic budget is not going to keep
us moving forward as I thought the President
meant we should.

We still need to invest adequately in health
care, education, job training, law enforcement,
clean air and water, energy efficiency, eco-
nomic development, housing, science and
technology.

We particularly need to address the impend-
ing retirement of the baby boom generation,
strengthening Medicare and Social Security,
not diverting their surpluses to general govern-
ment operations.

At bottom, Mr. Chairman, what we need to
do in this budget resolution is identify and pro-
vide the resources needed to do both of these
things—defend and protect ourselves, and in-
vest in the future—which means we must take
another look at the huge, irresponsible tax
cuts for the wealthy that were enacted last
year.

Some people thought we could make the
tax cuts and have plenty of money left over to
meet the Nation’s needs. They were wrong.
This budget misses or avoids opportunities as
it promises years of deficit spending. This
demonstrates that we must revisit the revenue

side and, at a minimum, suspend further cuts
until we can afford them.

Mr. Chairman. I am certain we can do better
than this budget resolution. I urge my col-
leagues to vote against it and commit to work-
ing together to fashion a new budget resolu-
tion that provides the resources to provide
both for our security and for our Nation’s do-
mestic needs.

Mr. OTTER. Mr. Chairman, I rise today to
address the issue of funding veterans military
retirement in conjunction with veterans dis-
ability compensation. I am pleased that the
House fiscal year 2003 budget resolution in-
cludes funding to eliminate the veterans retire-
ment and disability concurrent receipt offset.
The $6 billion over the next 6 years to gradu-
ally provide full benefits to all disabled retirees
is long over due.

I firmly believe veterans should not have
money taken out of their military retirement to
pay for their disability compensation because
these are two separate entities that serve two
different compensations. I was pleased to co-
sponsor legislation to repeal this offset, and I
am pleased that by providing funding for con-
current receipt, Congress has finally recog-
nized the importance of keeping its promises
to those men and women who have risked
their lives, and have suffered injuries in pre-
serving our freedom.

Mr. HILLEARY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in sup-
port of the Budget Resolution. This is a good
budget that will serve our Nation well during
this time we are at war with terrorists. It funds
our national security as well as addressing our
homeland security needs while ensuring that
many other problems are addressed.

To touch upon just a few of the many wor-
thy items in this budget, I want to highlight the
support in this budget for local firefighters, dis-
abled military retirees, home healthcare and
IDEA funding.

Firefighters often provide the backbone of
both rural and urban communities in our Na-
tion. They risk their lives in order to save the
lives and property of others. I am gratified that
the Budget Committee was able to recognize
their important contributions by encouraging
this Congress to continue to provide grants di-
rectly to local firefighters.

I am also pleased that this resolution pro-
vides funding to address the concurrent re-
ceipt problem facing our military retirees who
are disabled. This budget puts us on a path to
eliminate the concurrent receipt problem within
5 years for our military retirees who are the
most severely disabled.

I also want to applaud the Committee for
continuing its commitment to ensure that
home healthcare remains available to our el-
derly. A 15 percent cut in reimbursements to
home health providers scheduled for October
1, 2002 will devastate the industry and ulti-
mately force many of our elderly out of their
own homes and into hospitals and nursing
home facilities.

Finally, this budget continues the commit-
ment of this Congress to work hard toward
fully funding its commitment to assist schools
in educating students with special education
needs. We include $1 billion over last year or
a 12 percent increase. Further, we commit to
providing 12 percent increases every year
over the next 10 years so that we fully fund
the commitment made by Congress on IDEA
funding.

This budget also does so much more to pro-
tect the American people. I commend it to all
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of my colleagues and urge you to support H.
Con. Res. 353, the Budget Resolution for Fis-
cal Year 2003.

Mr. PASTOR, Mr. Chairman, I rise today in
opposition to this misguided budget resolution.

After 28 years of deficit spending and
digging our children into deeper and deeper
debt, in 1998, we finally balanced the budget
and experienced budget surpluses. This lasted
for only 5 years, and then a misguided $1.4
trillion tax cut threw us into fiscal irrespon-
sibility once more. Now, this budget sends us
into deficit spending as far as the eyes can
see.

As bad as deficit spending may be, what is
worse, we are once again raiding Social Secu-
rity and Medicare.

We have taken endless votes in this House
to ensure that we protected Social Security.
We voted time and time again to place the So-
cial Security trust fund into a ‘‘lockbox.’’ But
this lockbox has been smashed open and So-
cial Security has been raided so that we can
give the wealthiest among us a huge tax cut.

Mr. Chairman, I strongly support the Presi-
dent’s efforts to stop terrorism. We must fund
our military and homeland security. We must
ensure that we are safe to travel our country
and the world. We must support our President
in this effort.

But, we cannot neglect the other needs of
our people. We should fully fund education
programs for all ages. We should ensure that
our Nation’s infrastructure is modern and safe.
We must find a way to provide health care for
those millions who have no health care op-
tions. We must find a way to provide prescrip-
tion drug coverage for our elderly. And we
must do whatever it takes to protect Social
Security.

It is my contention that this budget is bro-
ken. We might be better served to start over,
to sit down with the President and come up
with a new plan, a plan that protects us from
those who wish to do us harm, a plan to pro-
tect our children from ignorance, a plan to pro-
tect our elderly from sickness, a plan to pro-
tect our children from added fiscal irrespon-
sibility, and a plan to protect Social Security.

Mr. Chairman, I regretfully oppose this
budget. Let’s start over with the President. If
we work together we can do all these things.

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, the budget
resolution we are considering today is more of
a campaign pamphlet than it is a deliberative
piece of legislation. As a member of the Ap-
propriations Committee, I’m pleased to say
that the work of the Budget Committee is no
longer grounded in fiscal reality but more apt
to produce what we call soundbite legislation.
Once again, we are seeing that budget resolu-
tions can engage in flights of fancy, while the
Appropriations Committee will be forced to do
the hard work of deciding how the real money
will be spent in this place. This resolution real-
ly makes the budget process a sham. This is
a budget that’s based less on sound economic
assumptions and more on the principles of
Enronomics.

The supporters of this budget are working
on a selling job to make you believe that this
plan will provide a balanced budget by fiscal
year 2010. But what we are told is far different
from the fiscal reality. This is feel good legisla-
tion that will exact fiscal harm and pain in the
out years. To hide the real truth, the Repub-
lican budget purposely uses 5 year numbers
instead of 10.

The Republican budget is simply irrespon-
sible. In its budget, the GOP proposes new
tax cuts and funds these cuts by spending
hundreds of billions from the Social Security
trust fund to pay for other programs. More-
over, the Republican leadership plans to bring
to the floor next month even larger tax cuts
and has expressed support for making perma-
nent the provisions in last year’s tax cut. CBO
estimates that by making these tax cuts per-
manent, revenues would be reduced by $569
billion over 10 years.

Democrats want a budget that reflects our
Nation’s priorities. Unfortunately, key Demo-
cratic amendments on key issues that the ma-
jority of Americans care deeply about were
blocked by Republicans from reaching the
House floor.

An amendment I offered relating to prescrip-
tion drugs, which would have ensured that
seniors receive a prescription drug benefit that
is comprehensive and meaningful, was
blocked from being considered on the floor.
Unfortunately, the $350 billion that the Repub-
licans have proposed in their budget for Medi-
care reform and prescription drugs would
barely make a dent in helping seniors and the
disabled in getting the prescription drug cov-
erage they need—and deserve. We have all
made this a pledge with our words—the test is
to show it with the numbers laid out in the
budget resolution. The Republican resolution
fails miserably at this test.

Their budget also fails to adequately fund
other key priorities so important to Americans
and our future, such as education, child care,
and environmental protections.

The Republicans budget aims to hide the
truth and the real costs over the years. I op-
pose this budget resolution and urge my col-
leagues to vote against this resolution.

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general
debate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment
in the nature of a substitute printed in
House Report 107–380 is adopted and the
concurrent resolution, as amended, is
considered read.

Under the rule, the Committee rises.
Accordingly, the Committee rose;

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE) having assumed the
chair, Mr. SIMPSON, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the concurrent resolution (H.
Con. Res. 353) establishing the congres-
sional budget for the United States
Government for fiscal year 2003 and
setting forth appropriate budgetary
levels for each of fiscal years 2004
through 2007, pursuant to House Reso-
lution 372, he reported the concurrent
resolution, as amended pursuant to
that resolution, back to the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

The question is on the concurrent
resolution.

Under clause 10 of rule XX, the yeas
and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 221, nays
209, not voting 5, as follows:

[Roll No. 79]

YEAS—221

Aderholt
Akin
Armey
Bachus
Baker
Ballenger
Barr
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bereuter
Biggert
Bilirakis
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bono
Boozman
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Coble
Collins
Combest
Cooksey
Cox
Crane
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal
DeLay
DeMint
Diaz-Balart
Doolittle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Ehrlich
Emerson
English
Everett
Ferguson
Flake
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Fossella
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Ganske
Gekas
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Goode
Goodlatte

Goss
Graham
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Grucci
Gutknecht
Hansen
Hart
Hastert
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hilleary
Hobson
Hoekstra
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Isakson
Issa
Istook
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kerns
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Knollenberg
Kolbe
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Manzullo
McCrery
McHugh
McInnis
McKeon
Mica
Miller, Dan
Miller, Gary
Miller, Jeff
Moran (KS)
Morella
Myrick
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Oxley
Pence

Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Portman
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reynolds
Riley
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roukema
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schaffer
Schrock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Stump
Sullivan
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tauzin
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thornberry
Thune
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Toomey
Upton
Vitter
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Watkins (OK)
Watts (OK)
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NAYS—209

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baca
Baird
Baldacci
Baldwin
Barcia
Barrett
Becerra
Bentsen
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop
Blumenauer
Bonior
Borski
Boswell

Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson (IN)
Carson (OK)
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Condit
Conyers
Costello
Coyne
Cramer
Crowley

Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Deutsch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dooley
Doyle
Edwards
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Farr
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Fattah
Filner
Ford
Frank
Frost
Gephardt
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green (TX)
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hill
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
John
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
Kleczka
Kucinich
LaFalce
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren

Lowey
Luther
Lynch
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Millender-

McDonald
Miller, George
Mink
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (VA)
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Phelps
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Rivers

Rodriguez
Roemer
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Rush
Sabo
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Scott
Serrano
Sherman
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Spratt
Stark
Stenholm
Strickland
Stupak
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor (MS)
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thurman
Tierney
Towns
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Velazquez
Visclosky
Waters
Watson (CA)
Watt (NC)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (PA)
Wexler
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn

NOT VOTING—5

Blagojevich
Ehlers

Gutierrez
Shows

Traficant

b 1955
Mr. JOHN changed his vote from

‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’
Mr. RILEY changed his vote from

‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’
So the concurrent resolution was

agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
Stated for:
Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.

79, adoption of H. Con. Res. 353, Concurrent
Resolution on the Budget for FY 2003, I was
too late to cast my vote because I was de-
tained in a meeting. Had I been present, I
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, regarding rollcall

votes on today, March 20, 2002:
On rollcall 69, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on

Approving the Journal.
On rollcall 70, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on

Motion to Suspend the Rules and Agree, as
Amended H. Res. 339, urging the Government
of Ukraine to Ensure a Democratic, Trans-
parent, and Fair Election Process Leading Up
to the March 31, 2002 Parliamentary Elec-
tions.

On rollcall 71, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on
Passage of H.R. 3924, the Freedom of Tele-
commute Act.

On rollcall 72, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on
the Motion to Suspend the Rules and Agree to
H. Res. 371, expressing the sense of the
House of Representatives regarding Women’s
History Month.

On rollcall 73, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on
the Motion to Adjourn.

On rollcall 74, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on
the Motion to Adjourn.

On rollcall 75, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on
Ordering the Previous Question on H. Res.
372, providing for consideration of H. Res.
353, the Budget Resolution for Fiscal Year
2003.

On rollcall 76, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on
the Motion to Table Motion to Reconsider H.
Res. 372.

On rollcall 77, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on
Agreeing to H. Res. 372.

On rollcall 78, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on
the Motion to Table the Motion to Reconsider
H. Res. 372.

On rollcall 79, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on
Agreeing to H. Res. 353, the Bduget Resolu-
tion for Fiscal Year 2003.

f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3694

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that my name be
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 3694,
the Highway Funding Restoration Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). Is there objection to the
request of the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut?

There was no objection.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on House Concurrent Resolution
353, Concurrent Resolution on the
Budget, Fiscal Year 2003.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

f

COMMENDING MEMBERS OF COM-
MITTEE AND STAFF FOR WORK
ON HOUSE CONCURRENT RESO-
LUTION 353, CONCURRENT RESO-
LUTION ON THE BUDGET, FISCAL
YEAR 2003

(Mr. NUSSLE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to first of all thank our competi-
tors today. As the old saying goes, I
think it was a saying by a former
Speaker, the Democrats are just our
opposition; it is the Senate that is the
real enemy around here. I realize that
is probably not appropriate.

The point I am trying to make is
that the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SPRATT) and the Democrats
on the Committee on the Budget did an
admirable job of presenting their

points of view, both in committee and
here on the floor today. I want to
thank them for that, and I would also
like to thank our staffs.

We get to come on the floor and do
all of this debating, but the prepara-
tion to put this budget together, like it
or not, is done by a lot of work during
a lot of hours, many of them late
nights, by our staff. Rich Meade and
Tom Kahn and the whole gang at the
Committee on the Budget do an excel-
lent, professional job.

Again, as I say, like the budget or
not, it is professional work and they
need to be commended for that.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. NUSSLE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, through-
out this year, the gentleman from Iowa
(Chairman NUSSLE) and I have tried to
maintain an amicability and civility in
the committee, which has worked be-
tween us because there is a natural re-
lationship of friendship between us to
start with.

I commend him for the manner in
which he has handled this on the floor.
We have deep disagreements, but nev-
ertheless, we have been able to disagree
yet not be disagreeable. It is partly be-
cause of the manner with which the
gentleman has tackled this whole
thing, and I commend him for that.

Let me also say to the House staff,
they have worked, on both sides, long
hours, hard hours. If Members want to
see some evidence of the output, look
at the walls of this place, at all of the
posters they have presented, only a
fraction of which ever made it in the
well of the House; but nevertheless,
they will be seen between now and the
next several weeks.

They won, but we will revisit this, I
am sure, many times in the future. In
any event, I thank the gentleman for
the manner in which he has worked.

Mr. NUSSLE. Probably much to the
chagrin of many Members who had to
listen to this part of the debate.

f

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON
EDUCATION AND THE WORK-
FORCE TO HAVE UNTIL MID-
NIGHT THURSDAY, APRIL 4, 2002,
TO FILE REPORT ON H.R. 3762
Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that the Committee on
Education and the Workforce have
until midnight on Thursday, April 4, to
file a report to accompany H.R. 3762.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.
f

PROVIDING FOR CONDITIONAL AD-
JOURNMENT OR RECESS OF
HOUSE AND SENATE
Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I offer a

privileged concurrent resolution (H.
Con. Res. 360) providing for an adjourn-
ment or recess of the two Houses, and
ask for its immediate consideration.
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