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the 17th largest city in the country. 
This lack of funding directly affects 
every community in our metropolitan 
area. 

Last year the Baltimore region alone 
spent more than $14 million to protect 
itself. Cities, counties, and towns can-
not do it by themselves; they need Fed-
eral funding to equip our first-line re-
sponders. We must train our first-line 
responders. We must give them the 
equipment to protect themselves so 
that they can protect us in the event 
that there is a terrorist attack. 

Put against a tax cut that equals $117 
billion, $3.5 billion is not asking for too 
much to protect and to give the re-
sources to our front-line responders. I 
urge my colleagues across the aisle to 
reconsider their budget priorities so 
that they better reflect the priorities 
of the American people as it relates to 
our protection and our security. We 
must provide the tools necessary to our 
first responders that would protect our 
citizens. 

In today’s Washington Post, the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, Tom 
Ridge, said that the President plans to 
propose a supplemental Federal budget 
to pay for more counterterrorism 
measures. I applaud that; however, for 
the sake of our country, our citizens, 
our hometown, our homeland, I hope 
these counterterrorism measures in-
clude more resources for local govern-
ments and first responders.

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.)

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
LYNCH) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. LYNCH addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.)

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia 
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas addressed the House. Her re-
marks will appear hereafter in the Ex-
tensions of Remarks.)

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LEE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. LEE addressed the House. Her 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. KUCINICH addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

PROPOSED BUDGET FAILS TO 
PROVIDE FOR HOMELAND SECU-
RITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentlewoman from Or-
egon (Ms. HOOLEY) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, 
I want to talk about the budget we are 
going to have tomorrow. A budget 
needs to reflect what our national pri-
orities are. That is what a budget is all 
about, making choices. 

I want to tell the Members, although 
I made several attempts, as well as 
many members of our committee, to 
make changes in the budget, all of 
those were defeated. I am going to talk 
just a minute about one of those issues, 
and that is homeland defense. 

This is a time, Mr. Speaker, when 
more than ever we need to make sure 
that our counties and cities and States 
are well-equipped for our national se-
curity. This budget fails to adequately 
provide for our homeland security. The 
President said we were $2.2 billion 
short in homeland security. The Sec-
retary said we were short $2.2 billion 
for homeland security. Yet this budget 
leaves that shortfall. 

Let me just talk a minute about 
what is happening in our State. Our 
State has high unemployment. We are 
laying off our police and our fire-
fighters. Our young men and women 
who are in law enforcement are being 
called up for the National Guard and 
being sent to the Middle East, and 
many are already in the Middle East. 
Our local communities frequently do 
not have equipment that talks to one 
another, communicates with one an-
other. 

What we are trying to do in this 
budget and what the Republican budget 
lacks is the money to make sure that 
our local police and our local fire de-
partments and our local emergency 
workers, not only that we have ade-
quate personnel, but that we have the 
equipment so they can respond if there 
is a terrorist attack in the United 
States and in our communities. 

I cannot believe that we are going to 
do a budget at a time like this that 
does not respond to our local commu-
nities and our local States for those 
people that are going to be the first 
line of defense. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL). 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague for yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, this Republican budget 
resolution is a failed economic plan 
that proposes $1 trillion in tax cuts in 
search of an economic purpose. This 
budget follows President Bush’s $1.3 
trillion tax cut 14 months ago to get 
this economy moving and produce jobs. 
That was the argument behind the 
original tax cut. 

The net result is 2.5 million Ameri-
cans today are without work who had 
work prior to that tax cut, and there 
are 4 million more Americans without 
health care who prior to that tax cut 
had health care, 2 million more Ameri-
cans who have moved from the middle 
class to poverty prior to that tax cut, 
and $1 trillion worth of corporate as-
sets have been foreclosed on and hit 
Chapter 11. That has been the net ef-
fect of this tax cut. 

Now, what are we about to do? We 
are about to put our foot on the accel-
erator 14 months later for another $1 
trillion plus tax cut that will have the 
same effect of lost jobs, lost health 
care, lost corporations and family 
dreams, and more and more Americans 
moving from middle class to poverty. 

We need to move the trend the other 
way. We need an economic plan, not 
just a tax cut. While we consider this 
budget, we as a Nation, as one Nation, 
as one country, are moving closer to 
war. We also have a plan now for that 
war and for after that war to rebuild 
Iraq; in the range of $100 billion they 
are talking about rebuilding Iraq. The 
administration’s postwar request 
would build more housing, more 
schools, and go further in providing 
health care for pregnant woman in Iraq 
than this budget provides Americans. 
The Wall Street journal wrote on Mon-
day that the postwar reconstruction of 
Iraq is ambitious in scope and speed. 

I want to read some of the juxtaposi-
tions that are playing here, so as Mem-
bers on the other side think about 
their vote, it just does not get glossed 
over by one fix or two in what we here 
in this Chamber call the manager’s 
amendment. 

Let me read under health care. Med-
icaid provides insurance coverage for 
over one-third of the live births nation-
ally here in this country, yet Medicaid 
is scheduled for a $95 billion cut. In 
Iraq after the war, maternity care will 
be guaranteed for 100 percent of the 
population. 

The U.S. budget we are about to vote 
on does not provide a single dollar of 
health insurance for the uninsured in 
this country, where we have 42 million 
Americans who work full time without 
health care. In Iraq after the war, 13 
million people, half the population, 
will be guaranteed health care cov-
erage. 

Under education, the U.S. budget 
cuts Head Start for 28,000 children, cuts 
education spending by 8 percent, zeroes 
out 40 new programs, like technology, 
like Star Schools. In Iraq, there will be 
guaranteed books and supplies and 100 
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