t»r?

H180

The effects of the actions listed above are
detailed in the accompanying report.
Sincerely,
DOUGLAS HOLTZ-EAKIN,
Director.
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FISCAL YEAR 2005 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT AS OF JANUARY 21, 2004

[In millions of dollars]

Budget authority Outlays Revenues
Enacted in previous sessions:
Ri n.a. n.a. 1,482,831
Permanent and other spending legislation 1,175,185 1,129,242 n.a.
Appropriation legislation ! 0 391,841 na.
Offsetting receipts —398,008 — 398,008 n.a.
Total, enacted in previous sessions 777,178 1,123,075 1,482,831
Enacted this session:
Authorizing Legislation:
TANF and Related Programs Continuation Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-262) 122 138 0
Bunning-Bereuter-Blumenauer Flood Insurance Reform Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-264) -1 -1 0
Child Nutrition and WIC Reauthorization Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-265) 66 57 0
GAO Human Capital Reform Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-271) 1 1 0
An act to renew import restrictions on Burma (P.L. 108-272) 0 0 -10
AGOA Acceleration Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-274) 0 0 =30
Surface Transportation Extension Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-280) 0 —11 0
United States-Australia Free Trade Implementation Act (P.L. 108-286) 0 0 -29
John Marshall Commemorative Coin Act (P.L. 108—290 -2 -2 0
Marine Corps 230th Anniversary Commemorative Coin Act (P.L. 108-291) -3 -3 0
Coast Guard and Maritime Transportation Act (P.L. 108-293) 2 2 0
SUTA Dumping Prevention Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-295) -7 -7 0
Morocco Free Trade Agreement (P.L. 108-302) 0 0 -5
Welfare Reform Extension Act, Part VIII (P.L. 108-308) 416 379 0
First Continuing Resolution, 2005 (P.L. 108-309) 2 143 24 25
Surface Transportation Extension Act of 2004, Part V (P.L. 108-310) 4,493 7 0
Working Families Tax Relief Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-310) 2,126 2,126 —27,054
An act to amend the Lease Lot Conveyance Act of 2002 (P.L. 108-351) 1 1
American Jobs Creation Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-357) 764 764 —4,927
Ronald W. Reagan National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (P.L. 108-375) —1,530 581 0
Provo River Project Transfer Act (P.L. 108-382) -1 -1 0
2004 District of Columbia Omnibus Authorization Act (P.L. 108-386) 20 2 0
Taxpayer-Teacher Protection Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-409) —80 —15 0
Second Continuing Resolution, 2005 (P.L. 108-416) 12 12 5
Miscellaneous Trade and Technical Corrections Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-429) 0 0 —167
Third Continuing Resolution, 2005 (P.L. 108—434) 0 0 2
An act to amend title XIX of the Social Security Act (P.L. 108—448) 145 145 0
Arizona Water Settlements Act (P.L. 108-451) 2 2 0
Veterans’ Benefits Improvement Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-454) —26 —28 0
Thrift Savings Plan Open Elections Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-469) 0 0 -1
An act to authorize salary adjustments for Justices and Judges of the United States (P.L. 108—491) 5 5 0
An act to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (P.L. 108-493) -1 -1 -1
An act to amend the National Telecommunications and Information Administration Organization Act (P.L. 108-494) 300 0 0
Federal Employee Dental and Vision Benefits Enhancement Act of 2004 (P.L. 108-496) 1 1 0
An act to accelerate the income tax benefits for charitable cash contributions for the relief of victims of the Indian Ocean tsunami (P.L. 108-1)3 ........ccccccoooerevuvereruuure 0 0 -11
Total, authorizing legislation 6,968 4,178 —32,203
Appropriations Acts:
Department of Defense Appropriations Act, 2005 (P.L. 108-287)2 391,153 266,777 0
Military Construction Appropriations Act, 2005 (P.L. 108-324)2 10,003 2,447 0
Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2005 (P.L. 108-334) 30,557 18,473 0
District of Columbia Appropriations Act, 2005 (P.L. 108-335) 560 481 0
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2005 (P.L. 108-447)2 764,621 576,603 131
Total, enacted this session 1,203,862 868,959 —32,072
Entitlements and mandatories: Difference between enacted levels and budget resolution estimates for appropriated entitlements and other datory programs — 14,691 —2,444 n.a.
Total Current Level 1,2 1,966,349 1,989,590 1,450,760
Total Budget Resolution 2,012,726 2,010,964 1,454,637
Current Level Over Budget Resolution na. n.a. n.a.
Current Level Under Budget Resolution 46,377 21,374 3,877
Memorandum:
Revenues, 2005-2009:
House Current Level na. na. 8,565,703
House Budget Resolution na. n.a. 8,638,287
Current Level Over Budget Resolution na. n.a. n.a.
Current Level Under Budget Resolution n.a. n.a. 72,584

Notes: n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law. Numbers may not sum to totals because of rounding.
1. For purposes of enforcing section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act in the House, the budget resolution does not include Social Security administrative expenses, which are off-budget. As a result, the current level excludes these

items.

2. Per section 402 of S. Con. Res. 95, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2005, provisions designated as emergency requirements are exempt from enforcement of the budget resolution. As a result, current level ex-
cludes the following amounts: outlays of $19,902 million from 2004 budget authority provided in the Defense Appropriations Act, 2005 (P.L. 108-287); outlays of $622 million from funds provided in the Emergency Supplemental Appropria-
tions for Disaster Relief Act, 2004 (P.L. 108-303); outlays of $444 million from funds provided in the Continuing Resolution, 2005 (P.L. 108-309); budget authority of $14,528 million and outlays of $6,995 million from the Military Con-
struction Appropriations Act, 2005 (P.L. 108-324); and budget authority of $396 million and outlays of $167 million from the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2005 (P.L. 108-447).

3. Legislation to aid victims of the tsunami (P.L. 109-1) was enacted in the 109th Congress. All other legislation listed in this section was enacted in the 108th Congress.

Source: Congressional Budget Office.

SUPPORTING OUR TROOPS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, there
has been wide political discussion re-
cently on the imperative nature of sup-
port for our troops. Yesterday, unex-
pectedly, Senators from the Democrat
Party used strong rhetoric in dis-
cussing the needed support for both our
military and our veterans. These are
wonderful comments of support, but

they must not stop as mere comments.
This should be a matter of bipartisan
support.

I was in the United States Army on
active duty from 1978 to 1982. I person-
ally believe President Carter was one
of the most honest, caring, and decent
Presidents we have ever had; but his
administration was exceedingly weak
in its support for the military and for
its veterans. Terrorists were sent a
clear message when his administration
failed to respond in any meaningful
way after U.S. soil was attacked and

terrorists took U.S. hostages who were
held for over a year. The U.S. appeared
to be a toothless, hapless, spineless
paper tiger.

At Fort Benning, Georgia, we in the
United States Army saw the dawn of a
new day with the Reagan administra-
tion. We began to see supply requests
met, improved conditions, and, yes,
much better morale. We had a Presi-
dent who meant what he said and he
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said he supported the military. Presi-
dent Reagan kept his promises. How-
ever, under the President in office dur-
ing the 1990s, the military budget was
again severely cut.

Once again my friends who remained
in the military could feel the renewed
respect and help for the military when
President George W. Bush took office.
Not only has the military been much
better equipped and supplied, but also
the Republican-controlled Congress has
been increasing veterans’ benefits. In
fact, since Republicans took control of
Congress there has been a 58 percent
increase in veterans funding.

Just as the vast cuts during the
Carter administration depleted and
drained the strength of the U.S. mili-
tary, during the 1990s the White House
bragged of vast cuts in government
when, in fact, the only true cuts were
in military personnel. As a result of
those cuts during the 1990s, George W.
Bush’s administration found itself, just
as President Reagan had, battling to
rebuild military strength.

We in this Republican-controlled
Congress have done that and continue
to do that along with some other
friends. If yesterday’s speeches were
heartfelt, and there truly is a desire
among Senators across the aisle to
strengthen the military, to protect
those who are protecting us and to
keep and help our courageous veterans,
I say, with arms open wide, Welcome to
the Republican agenda.

————

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

(Mr. STRICKLAND addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

KEEPING PROMISES TO VETERANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, for the
past 14 years, I have had the privilege
of representing the largest U.S. Army
installation in the world, Fort Hood,
an installation that has sent over 40,000
brave American soldiers to fight in
Iraq. That is why I am so deeply of-
fended and shocked that the Under Sec-
retary of Defense in this administra-
tion, the Under Secretary of Defense
for personnel and readiness, Dr. Chu,
was quoted in today’s Wall Street
Journal as saying, in reference to pro-
grams funding military retirees and
veterans, ‘‘The amounts have gotten to
the point where they are hurtful. They
are taking away from the Nation’s
ability to defend itself.”

I am appalled, Mr. Speaker, and I be-
lieve veterans and military retirees all
across this country have a right to be
offended that the Under Secretary of
Defense in this administration would
say that the very men and women who
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risk their lives and sacrifice greatly to
defend our Nation are responsible for
hurting our Nation’s ability ‘‘to defend
itself.” It is a wrong statement.

The truth is that veterans have kept
their promises to our Nation and now
our Nation has a moral obligation to
keep its promises to those who have
served our Nation in uniform. The
truth is, Mr. Speaker, that respecting
the sacrifices of our veterans in respon-
sible ways with quality health care and
decent benefits is not only the right
thing to do, because our veterans have
earned those benefits, it is the smart
thing to do.

As someone who has represented
40,000 soldiers over the last 14 years, 1
can tell you that when we break our
promises to yesterday’s service men
and women we call veterans, today’s
service men and women are going to
pay attention. The fact is, in a vol-
untary military force, we cannot bring
the best and brightest into our mili-
tary if we do not keep our promises
made to our veterans.

My good colleague and friend from
Texas, the previous speaker, talked
about the 58 percent increase in vet-
erans funding during this administra-
tion. That is part of the facts. The rest
of the story is that much of those in-
creases came from the leadership of
Democrats and Republicans here in
this Congress. The fact is that over the
last couple of years we have added well
over $1 billion, now approaching $2 bil-
lion in funding for veterans health care
that the administration did not ask
for.

The fact is that we are spending too
little, not too much on our veterans
and military retirees. The truth is that
last year’s budget for veterans health
care did not even keep up with infla-
tion. So, in effect, we had a real cut in
veterans health care spending during a
time of war. What happened to the
principle of shared sacrifice during a
time of war?

I find it outrageous and offensive
that Secretary Chu blamed veterans
for trying to undermine our Nation’s
security, when just as easily this ad-
ministration, along with Dr. Chu, could
suggest perhaps we reduce a little bit
of that $124,000-a-year tax break that
the administration and the Repub-
licans in Congress have given to people
in America making over $1 million a
year.

Maybe before we start blaming mili-
tary widows for undermining our Na-
tion’s security, maybe before Dr. Chu
starts criticizing veterans and military
retirees who risked their lives in Viet-
nam and Iraq, Korea, Iwo Jima and
Normandy, maybe they should look at
their own policies that have provided
tax breaks for Members of Congress,
tax breaks for people making over $1
million a year that, in my opinion,
make a farce out of the quintessential
American value and principle of shared
sacrifice during a time of war.

I would hope Dr. Chu will quickly re-
tract his outrageous attack on our Na-
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tion’s finest, those men and women
who have served our country so admi-
rably in uniform.

O 2015

Mr. Speaker, I would hope that the
administration before the sun sets an-
other day will say that Dr. Chu’s state-
ment does not reflect administration
policy. I hope that the Republican lead-
ership in the House joins with me in a
bipartisan effort to criticize this out-
rageous and wrong attack on America’s
military veterans and retirees.

The fact is we should be saluting our
veterans, especially during a time of
war, not criticizing and attacking
them. The fact is that we spend much
too little in keeping our promises to
our servicemen and women who have
retired, not too much.

I hope we can see this kind of state-
ment relegated to the back pages of
mistakes made by administration offi-
cials. Together the leadership of this
House should fight for veterans bene-
fits in the months ahead, although I
would say, Mr. Speaker, I am con-
cerned that the House leadership re-
cently fired rather than saluted the Re-
publican chairman of the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs in the House be-
cause he had stood up for veterans. Our
veterans have stood up for us, let us
stand up for them.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BURGESS). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. MALONEY) is recognized for
5 minutes.

(Mrs. MALONEY addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———
ONGOING WAR IN IRAQ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. MEEHAN) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, tonight I
would like to address the most urgent
issue facing our Nation today, the on-
going war in Iraq.

I recently returned from a congres-
sional delegation trip to Iraq with the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SAXTON) and several of our colleagues
on the House Committee on Armed
Services. Meeting with our servicemen
and women in Iraqg made me appreciate
their service and their courage even
more. My trip also reinforced my con-
viction that America needs an exit
strategy from Iraq, and that is what I
would like to discuss tonight.

It has been nearly 2 years since we
invaded Iraq and removed one of the
world’s most brutal regimes; but 2
years later, America’s Armed Forces
are confronting a far more resilient
enemy, a growing insurgency that has
plunged Iraq into violence and chaos.

The elections are drawing closer. The
peace and stability seem to be moving
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