
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 154, Pt. 3 3893 March 12, 2008 
Now, what are some of the con-

sequences in this budget between their 
way and our way? Well, one of them is 
the issue of middle class tax cuts. Now, 
they are going to say that all these 
middle class taxes are going to go up. 

Here’s the reality: The budget con-
tains what we call a reserve fund for 
the purpose of financing middle class 
tax cuts. And, again, when we reach 
that point, we will make a decision as 
to how best to preserve those, either 
based upon growth in the economy, 
which we certainly hope will occur, in 
offsets in spending, which we are pre-
pared to make, or in other sources of 
revenue which we have brought to this 
floor before. 
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Look at the issue of children’s health 

care. Last year, we attempted to pro-
vide health insurance for 5 million ad-
ditional children. These are the chil-
dren of people that work in conven-
ience stores, gas stations and retail 
stores. These are very hardworking 
people who are struggling to get ahead. 
And there is a program that has 
worked very well since 1997 to help 
those families and their children. Now, 
we wanted to expand that coverage to 
5 million more children, and we paid 
for it. A great number of Members on 
their side voted for this, and a great 
number of Members of the other body 
on their side voted for this, but not 
quite enough, because we ran into a 
Presidential veto, and we couldn’t 
quite override it here. 

Our budget will do the same thing. It 
will say let’s find health insurance for 
5 million more children who do not 
have it, and let’s pay for it. Let’s not 
pay for it by borrowed money. 

For those who are trying to live by 
collecting child support enforcement, 
there are more resources for it. For 
those women who are pregnant or have 
small children and want to promote 
their well-being, there is more money 
for it. For Americans struggling to 
deal with getting by and paying the 
grocery bills on food stamps, there is 
more resources for this. Public health 
issues, whether it is the spread of dis-
ease or the prevention of disease, there 
is more resources for this, as well. 

This budget proceeds on the powerful 
principle on which American families 
proceed. Don’t try to survive on bor-
rowed money forever. It puts us in po-
sition to make difficult and sometimes 
unpopular choices. It does not raise 
taxes on anyone in the fiscal year that 
is in front of us, and it makes invest-
ments in the strategy for economic 
growth that has worked in the past and 
we believe will work again. 

I know that the gentlelady from Mas-
sachusetts (Ms. TSONGAS) who is new to 
the institution, but in no way new to 
serving her constituents, has a special 
concern about block grants. I would 
like to encourage her to engage in a 
colloquy at this time. 

Ms. TSONGAS. I would like to thank 
the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Like my colleagues, I was dis-
appointed that the President’s budget 
made such a poor investment in the 
health of our Nation’s cities and com-
munities at a time when strong action 
is necessary to stave off economic ruin 
for many hardworking Americans. Our 
cities are our Nation’s economic en-
gines, providing vital infrastructure, 
the foundation for an educated work-
force, and for the health of our commu-
nities. 

For any of us who represents a city of 
any size, we know what a challenge it 
is, and yet how important it is that the 
Federal Government be a strategic 
partner with them. When I asked lead-
ers in the cities of my district how the 
Federal Government could best help, 
the answer was unhesitating and un-
equivocal: Community Development 
Block Grant funding. CDBG funding 
has improved the quality of life in the 
cities of the Merrimack Valley in my 
district and in thousands of other cit-
ies across the country by helping to 
improve parks, add green space, and 
create affordable housing. 

In Lowell, CDBG funds were used to 
reclaim a contaminated site creating 
the potential to attract new companies 
to employ city residents. And they are 
not alone in putting these funds to 
such good use. Most recently, the City 
of Lawrence suffered a devastating fire 
which destroyed businesses and homes 
downtown. CDBG funding has been 
critical for razing and rebuilding these 
destroyed properties. 

If CDBG funding is not adequately in 
place, communities like this, faced 
with disaster, would have few alter-
natives to help finance their recovery 
effort, not to mention the loss of sup-
port for vital housing and community 
and economic development activities 
that States and local governments 
have come to rely on. 

I would like to confirm with the gen-
tleman from New Jersey that the budg-
et resolution before us today thank-
fully rejects the President’s cuts to the 
grant programs that have proven so 
critical to helping our communities 
and provide additional funding for 
CBDG and other economic development 
and affordable housing priorities. 

I would also like to confirm that the 
budget before us today rejects the 
President’s proposal to eliminate the 
Social Services Block Grant. Cities in 
my district rely on social service and 
community service grants to carry out 
programs ranging from parenting class-
es and consumer and tax counseling to 
child enrichment and adult literacy 
classes. Without these funds, critical 
elements of our social safety net will 
be lost exactly when American families 
need them most. 

I thank the gentleman for engaging 
in a colloquy and for presenting us 
with a budget that makes both a moral 

statement about our priorities and a 
reality-driven investment in the con-
tinued growth and vitality of our com-
munities. 

Mr. SPRATT. I can assure the 
gentlelady that the programs that are 
of concern to her from the Community 
Development Block Grant, the Social 
Services Block Grant and the Commu-
nity Services Block Grant are all ac-
commodated in this budget resolution, 
and we definitely oppose certainly the 
repeal of the Social Services Block 
Grant. 

Mr. Chairman, I move that the Com-
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Ms. 
MOORE of Wisconsin) having assumed 
the chair, Mr. ALTMIRE, Acting Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the concurrent 
resolution (H. Con. Res. 312) revising 
the congressional budget for the United 
States Government for fiscal year 2008, 
establishing the congressional budget 
for the United States Government for 
fiscal year 2009, and setting forth ap-
propriate budgetary levels for fiscal 
years 2010 through 2013, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R. 
3773, FISA AMENDMENTS ACT OF 
2008 

Mr. WELCH of Vermont, from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 110–549) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 1041) providing for 
the consideration of the Senate amend-
ment to the bill (H.R. 3773) to amend 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act of 1978 to establish a procedure for 
authorizing certain acquisitions of for-
eign intelligence, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON 
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2009 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1036 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the concurrent resolu-
tion, H. Con. Res. 312. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the concurrent 
resolution (H. Con. Res. 312) revising 
the congressional budget for the United 
States Government for fiscal year 2008, 
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