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On Thursday, House Budget Committee Chairman Rayl. P
Ryan (R-Wis.)announcespending levels for the remainder of
the 2011 Fiscal Year. Und#re plan discretionary spending
would be cut by $74 billion, and security spendindefense,
homeland security, and other related agencies—wuweilcLit by
$16 billion.

At first glance, this seems like a minor victory teficit hawks.
While the amount of security spending cut is siilt close to the
reductionsChristopher PrebldBenjamin Friedman

andtherspropose, or anywhere near the $100 billion in
discretionary spending cuts the GOP proposed iltsige to
America,”it is a start. But let’s be clear: the Federalaieis
projected to be $1.5 trillion this year. In no wdnes $74 billion
dollars in cuts address this problem.




And in fact, it's not even $74 billion.
As multiple outletshavecorrectly reported—reports Ryan’s

office continueto deny—the amount of discretionary spending

cuts, based on current spending levels, is onlyf#i8én and
security spending will receive an $8 billiowcrease, not
including funding for operations in Irag and Afglstan.

This discrepancy is due to the GOP proposal cogrsavings
against Obama’s FY 2011 budget, which was nevartedaand
thus is not the current spending level. The curspehding
levels are in place via a continuing resolutiort thestains the
FY2010 budget, plus inflation, until March 4. Anal, $he GOP’s
numbers are based on a bit of trickery. Althougpu®icans
promised to bring spending back to FY2008 levélsy tmiss the
mark by $123 billion in discretionary spending, igttheir plan
for funding security-related functions is $81 lmitli higher than
FY 2008.

As Benjamin Friedmagnxplaineda few weeks ago, Rep. Ryan,
as Budget Committee Chairman, has the poweintge-
handedly set the top-line mark for the federal lmtdgut the
levels he proposes for departments and agenciditi@renore

than recommendations; they are not binding. Theagiations
committees actually distribute the money. Becalishig, it is
difficult to say where actual cuts may come frord arno the
winners and losers will be. And the $8 billion iease for
security is not yet set in stone.



Fiscal conservatives will likely have the chanceffer
amendments to Ryan’s proposal when the next cangnu
resolution comes to the House floor—necessary beétarch 4
to avoid a government shutdown. The amendmentsl d@myue a
substantial impact on the top-line, possibly ainfimgthe
promised amount of $100 billion, if members of Bepublican
Study Committee, which includes about two-thirdshef
houseget their way

So, there is still hope that the GOP will realizattit can’t keep
military spending off the table when searchingldadget cuts.
They should take heed from

the manyconservativeheavyweighthat have come out in favor

of cutting military spendingncluding President of Americans
for Tax Reform, Grover Norquist. In a Cato Hill Bfing on
January 19, Grover, along with Christopher Preht&Benjamin
Friedman of the Cato Institute discussed the neethé 112th
Congress to get serious about reigning in the dledn stop
providing a free pass to the Pentagon. The reniaks just
been posted online and you can find thesre



