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Summary: The United States continually faces political conflict over the federal budget with the concept of interest group politics.  Several problems are faced by Congress because every area that budget cuts are per posed there will be interest groups protesting about the heartlessness of cutting federal funds.

 Budget conflicts are an important side of Congress by showing conflict between divided government.  These conflicts show how important discretionary spending is. Interest groups have major influence dealing with the federal budget and they show that interest groups have a hand in the budget-making process.  

Application:

Congress has to make a decision when it comes to discretionary spending, because Congress knows that they are going to make some interest group angry, when they have to cut funds.  For instance, on June 26, 1995 the Americans for a Happy Tomorrow (AHT), who represent senior citizens, environmentalists, and school lunch servers.  The AHT received 73 million from the U.S Department of Labor (DOL), the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS), and finally the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).  They were there to protest the purposed budget cuts to their organization. Soon after the protest the reconciliation hearings began. Another example would be a subcommittee of the Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee held a hearing on “ forest health and restoration.”   The panel was 50 percent federally subsidized and included representatives of the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners ($257,000 in federal funding in1994) and National Audubon Society ($135000 in 1994). 


 The conflicts that are caused between Congress and interest groups are also caused between committees and sub-committees. Interest groups take their problems to the next level to get their point across. They take it to the committees and sub-committees, where all the research is done, budgets are reviewed, and all of the debating occurs.  For example, on February 2, 1995, the Child Welfare League of America testified before the House Ways and Means subcommittee about welfare reform.  They benefit by receiving $250,000 in 1994, but per poised budget cuts where soon to be on the agenda. This group put more pressure on the committee and the Congress by running an advertisement that opposing the reform, which stated: “More children will be killed. More Children will be rapped.”


In Congress or even the committees these men and women favor certain interest groups over others.  In a divided government political views clash, especially concerning the budget because of discretionary spending: they have to narrow down the programs that they give money to.  For example, Republicans would want to have more of the budget to go towards national defense. They also would take away money from the domestic programs and put them in foreign affairs.  Democrats are just the opposite they want more domestic programs, for instance, social security, Medicaid, and Medicare.  That is why politicians have to be good in compromising because nothing will get done and programs will not have any money in order to run.  Politicians also help interest groups by: “These days of big- city political machines dispersing patronage may be coming to an end, but the discernment of financial dividends to political friends (interest groups) is a prominent feature of the federal budget. While claming they are only “ doing good,” they are in fact “ doing well” at the taxpayers expense” (Marshal Wittman). This quote shows that if politicians get their interest group more of the budget money, they will help him or her out in the next election.                   
