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|mpact of Military Budget on Social Services

by Joan Marie Seadman, CSC; Aline Marie Seuer, CSC; Judy Cannon, RSV

We know that two common types of
documents reveal our real values:
our calendars and our budgets.
Where we spend our time and our
money indicate — more clearly than
our words, perhaps —what is most
important to us. Ascitizensin our
democracy, we look to the federal
budget to embody national priorities.

We find that the proposed federal
budget that President Bush sent to
Congress in February responds to
the horrible events of September 11
by greatly increasing moniesallotted
to military spending and homeland
security, while at the sametime
reducing or freezing fundsavailable
to meet people’s basic social needs.
Specifically, the proposed budget

e continuesthereductionin
money availablefor federal
spending by making perma-
nent the 10-year $1.35
trillion tax cut enacted last
spring, aswell asincluding

an additional tax cut.

is based on aforecast of a
ten-year surplus of $1
trillion, which oneyear ago
was estimated to be $5.6
trillion.
adds$15.5hilliontothe
Department of Energy for
nuclear weapons activity.
adds $48 hillion tothe
Department of Defense
budget, bringing thetotal to
$369hillion, including
approximately $9.4 billion
for the fight against terror-
ismand $7.8 billionfor
missile defense.

increases non-defense
programsonly 2 percent,
which is less than the rate
of inflation.

freezes spending on TANF
(Temporary Assistance for
Needy Families) at its 1997
level, dthoughinflation has
eroded the block grant’s
value by more than 11
percent.

does not increase spending

for affordable housing.
* dipsintothe Social Security

Trust Fund.
Overdl, military spending makesup
morethan half theentirediscretion-
ary budget; theremainder is
divided among programssuch as
environment, health and human
services, Labor Department
programs, housing, veteran's
programs, education, scienceand
research, foreign assistance,
trangportation and international
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Social Analysce

Asweidentify the underlying values
and prioritiesembedded inthe
President’s budget, we are aware that

Last year's$1.35trillion ten-
year tax cut disproportionately
benefited corporations and
wealthy individuals.

In the short run, the recession
and increased spending on the
war is most responsible for the
decrease in the surplus.
However, the tax cut is the
largest single factor in the
deterioration of the surplus
over thelong haul. (NET-
WORK Legidative Update,
February 11, 2002)

The dramatic decrease in the
surplusseriously jeopardizes
the future of Social Security
and Medicare, as well as other
programs that serve people
who are vulnerable.

“The budget proposal callsfor
ending chronic homelessnessin
ten years but that is not backed
up with dollars.... Over the
past two decades, there has
been a steady erosion of the
housing stock that is affordable
to the lowest income people.”
(NETWORK Legidlative
Update, March 4, 2002)
Mediaforms anational con-
science supportive of military
spending. Thereisnot propor-
tional attention givento alter-
native means of promoting
peace and addressing the
causes of terrorism.
Theincreased military budget
benefitstechnology companies.
This does not address the need
for increased meaningful
employment opportunities.
Doestheincreasein military
spending make us amore
secure nation and world?

Security ismeeting the
basic human needs of all
people; decent and safe
shelter, accessto quality
health care, education,
work that isdignified and
pays alivable wage.

Therelationship between military
spending and poverty was high-
lighted by nuclear physicist Mary
Ann Doyle, CSJ, as she commented
on the missile defense program
formerly known as Star Wars:. “At
the August meeting of the Leader-
ship Conference of Women
Religious...l shared my conviction
that no system, however technologi-
cally advanced, can guarantee that
every missilewill be detected and
stopped.... In the meantime, people
around the world continueto die
from starvation, poor health care
and AIDS; children go uneducated;
families are homeless; peoplelack
even the basics for life while we
and our enemies spend a dispropor-
tionate amount of money on military
weapons of all types.” (Mary Ann
Doyle, CSJ, NETWORK Connec-
tion, November/December 2001, p.
12)

A military solutionto terrorism
proposes to do away with violence
through violent means. However,
we are convinced that violence does
not end violence; it only compounds
it. In his persuasive message for the
World Day of Peace on January 1,
2002, John Paul 11 stated, “ To pray
for peace isto pray for justice, for a
right ordering of relationswithin and
among nations and peoples.”

We want our federal budget to
promote respect for human dignity
and address socia causes of
suffering, violence, and terrorism.

“We are convinced that the first, and
second, and last words from leaders
inthe Catholic community must
promote and explore and lead the
way along every possible peaceful
avenueto conflict resolution and the

achievement of justicefor al.” (A
Catholic Community Respondsto the
War,” December 17, 2001)

We believe that “economic equity ...
callsfor an economy and society that
value as their central dynamic the
meeting of basic human needsin a
sustainable way over the accumula-
tion of profits.” (Economic Equity
Satement, NETWORK, February
2002)

Asinformed and active citizens, we
can spend our time in effective
effortsto influence how our nation
spends its money. We can

1. Continue to educate our-
selves and our congre-
gations on the massive
increaseinthemilitary
budget, the conse-
quences of increased
military spending on
social programs, and
the continued tax
breaks for corporations
and wealthy individuals.

2. Contact the President and
Members of Congress
to advocate for a
budget responsiveto
human needs, particu-
larly the needs of
people who are most
vulnerable.




