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because they were legally determined
to be mentally ill or involuntarily
committed to a mental institution.
The VA will not transfer information
on veterans who just were treated for
posttraumatic syndrome or who have a
VA disability rating based on some
mental health problem that does not
reach the legal threshold of mental ill-
ness within the State.

In addition, I recognize that mental
illness is not necessarily a permanent
impediment. Since the State made the
initial determination of mental illness,
that State should be able to remove
that determination. H.R. 2640 contains
a section to address this section.

If a State elects to receive funds au-
thorized by H.R. 2640, it must establish
a procedure to review and, if appro-
priate, reverse mental health status. A
veteran or any other individual will be
able to apply to a State court, board,
commission or any other lawful au-
thority. That authority would review
the person’s situation. It is up to the
State to set up and determine how the
procedure will operate in accordance
with due process. I expect that a State
would use the same process that it uses
to make the initial determination or
commitment.

H.R. 2640 does not change how a per-
son is found to be disqualified from ob-
taining or possessing a gun. The lan-
guage and procedures of the Gun Con-
trol Act of 1968 remain in effect. The
bill does, however, insist that NICS re-
ceives only records on disqualified per-
sons, whether a veteran or nonveteran.

H.R. 2640 would also allow States to
establish procedures that permit a per-
son disqualified on the basis of legal
mental illness to prove to the State
that he or she no longer poses a danger
to society.

I believe that H.R. 2640 is fair and it
is balanced. I am hoping the other body
will soon approve the bill so that the
States will be encouraged to provide
information that improves the back-
ground check system on gun purchases.
This was a bill that was worked out to-
gether here in the House. It had strong
bipartisan support. If the bill had been
placed when it was first passed in the
year 2002, there is a possibility that
Mr. Cho from Virginia Tech would not
have been able to obtain a gun and
commit the unfortunate murders that
he did.

Mr. Speaker, it is common sense that
when you work with the NRA, and cer-
tainly those that consider me a fair
person on reducing gun violence in this
country, that we need to get the other
body to pass this bill so we can save
lives.

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

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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MAKING TRADE ADJUSTMENT AS-
SISTANCE PROGRAMS BETTER
FOR THE FUTURE

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

Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, as the United States enters a
new era of trade liberalization, where
foreign competition and an evolving
international market challenge the
historic preeminence of America’s
manufacturing base, Congress must be
vigilant in upholding its commitment
to working people and update the safe-
ty-net programs that were created to
help America’s families stay afloat
during challenging and troubling eco-
nomic times.

As the growing global economy con-
tinues to reduce barriers to trade, do-
mestic employers are forced to respond
to new opportunities and challenges
alike. The Trade Adjustment Assist-
ance programs collectively assist in
the transition involved in overcoming
these challenges.

Today, Mr. Speaker, the House
passed landmark legislation to extend
these critical safety-net programs to
American workers and employers who
have suffered from foreign trade. The
reauthorization of these programs rep-
resents an opportunity for significant
reform and enhancement and will serve
as one of the milestones that can be a
foundation for strengthening U.S.
trade policy.

Since 1975, over 3 million American
workers have been certified for assist-
ance under the TAA for Workers pro-
gram, and more than 2 million workers
have directly received assistance. In
the last 10 years, the TAA for Firms
program has saved more than 60,000
jobs. In my district in western Penn-
sylvania, more than 20 companies have
gone through the program and, as a re-
sult, have been able to save and even
create new jobs for local workers.

Clearly, the TAA programs as a
group have an impressive record of suc-
cess. And the bill that we voted on
today, although not designed exactly
as I would have preferred, is a strong
step forward in strengthening these
programs so that they are more effi-
cient, more robust, more flexible and
more user friendly.

H.R. 3920 would move to overhaul and
reauthorize the TAA for Workers,
Firms and Farmers programs for an ad-
ditional 5 years, through 2012. Impor-
tantly, the measure would speed the
delivery of benefits by establishing an
automatic industry certification sys-
tem for workers negatively impacted
by trade.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, the TAA
certification process has been a bureau-
cratic nightmare of red tape that has
plagued the program for a long time.
H.R. 3920 would replace the current
sluggish and Byzantine system which
requires the Department of Labor to
individually approve the petitions for
assistance for these workers. The es-
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tablishment of an automatic industry
certification alone will be a dramatic
improvement on current law.

In addition, the bipartisan measure
would extend eligibility to service
workers, such as engineers, boost
health care benefits, and improve wage
insurance programs. In fact, many of
these provisions rather closely mirror
legislation that I introduced early this
year, H.R. 910, the American Competi-
tiveness and Adjustment Act.

As cochair of the TAA Coalition, I
have long advocated for the strength-
ening and streamlining of these crit-
ical safety-net programs, and I am
proud to have been a part of today’s
House action, which has been years in
the making.

By expanding and clarifying benefits,
cutting through mountains of red tape
and channeling the right resources to-
ward retraining, H.R. 3920 represents
the most important restructuring of
TAA since the program’s inception. In
my view, the Congress has a funda-
mental obligation to American em-
ployers and workers to devote the time
necessary to make significant improve-
ments to the program this year.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues to advance these common-
sense improvements to vastly accel-
erate and enhance the opportunities af-
forded workers displaced by trade, as
well as augment the competitiveness of
American employers before they are
forced to furlough workers.

TAA has proven to be a lifeline for
American workers displaced by trade.
It has prevented thousands of Amer-
ican companies from surrendering to
the often increased pressure of the
international marketplace, despite
their innate ability to compete on a
level playing field and to succeed in
doing so.

House passage of this bill clears the
first hurdle in helping to make TAA
better for the future.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the Senate to act
swiftly on this critical issue. American
workers, employers and indeed our
economy cannot wait.

————
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DEMOCRATS HONOR FISCAL
RESPONSIBILITY

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

Mr. HALL of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I come to the floor in defense of fiscal
responsibility. After 6 years of disas-
trous management and record deficits,
the new Democratic House has restored
fiscal sanity to the Federal Govern-
ment. We have reinstated PAYGO, or
pay as you go, and passed a budget that
will balance Federal spending.

As the Speaker knows, PAYGO re-
quires the House to live by the same
rules that American families live by.
Like them, if we want to spend more
money on something, we know we have
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to spend less money on something else.
Just as families sit down and make
tough choices every day, Congress now
has to decide what the government’s
priorities should be.

And the new Democratic majority
has made America’s priorities the pri-
orities of this Congress. We have twice
passed the SCHIP legislation to provide
working families with health care for
their children.

We passed the College Cost Reduction
Act, the largest investment in college
financial aid since the GI bill. This bill
increased Pell Grants, provided tuition
assistance for future teachers, and en-
abled loan forgiveness for first respond-
ers, law enforcement officers, and fire
fighters.

The new Democratic Congress also
honored America’s promise to our vet-
erans by passing the largest budget in-
crease in the history of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs.

We have passed appropriations bills
that fund the most pressing needs of
our country. As the bridge collapse in
Minnesota showed, there are serious in-
frastructure needs throughout the
country. In fact, there are 13 deficient
bridges alone, according to a study
that we were shown today in a Trans-
portation and Infrastructure hearing,
in my district, the 19th Congressional
District of New York.

The House has increased funding for
highway repair by $631 million over the
President’s request to make these im-
portant repairs.

We have provided $400 million extra
to improve the quality of teachers in
America’s schools.

House Democrats provided $1.8 bil-
lion above the President’s request to
invest in renewable energies to save
our environment and end our depend-
ence on foreign oil.

Because we have funded these vital
needs for America, the President has
threatened to veto these bills. After
borrowing more money than every
other President in history combined,
President Bush has decided to pretend
to be fiscally responsible. Unfortu-
nately for the President, his Halloween
costume just doesn’t fit. For as he pro-
tests over $22 billion for American
needs, he has watched $35 billion in
taxpayer money get lost or stolen in
Iraq. With the money the President has
lost in Iraq, we could pay for all of
these important needs with billions left
over. The President has spent over $2
billion in Iraq to improve oil produc-
tion; yet still, production of oil in Iraq
remains at below prewar levels.

Now the President threatens to veto
the Homeland Security bill because
House Democrats have added that same
amount to train first responders and
protect our ports. It seems that the
President believes it is more important
to waste money in Iraq than to provide
critical equipment and protective gear
for 250 fire departments in New York.

The President has stood by while
contractors have gone $144 million over
budget building the embassy in Iraq.
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With this $144 million, I believe we
should instead provide health care for
over 20,000 New York veterans.

The President has paid $2 billion to
provide drinking water to the Iraqi
people, although fewer Iraqgis now have
access to drinkable water than before
the war. Yet the President threatens to
veto $1.2 billion, as compared to $2 bil-
lion, for clean drinking water here in
America.

Finally, the President stood quietly
by as the American government
shipped $8.8 billion in cash to Iraq and
simply lost it. You heard me correctly,
lost it. There are absolutely no records
to explain where this money went. It
just disappeared into the Iraqi desert.

The new Democratic majority has
spent the last year restoring fiscal san-
ity to the government’s budget. We
have passed legislation to help middle-
class families insure their children and
pay for college. We have funded impor-
tant needs across this country. I am
proud of our work and I urge the Presi-
dent to stop playing politics and sign
these important bills.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WATERS addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

PUBLICATION OF THE RULES OF
THE COMMITTEE ON SMALL
BUSINESS, 110TH CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. i

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, in accord-
ance with clause 2(a) of rule XI of the Rules
of the House of Representatives, | respectfully
submit the rules of the Committee on Small
Business for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD. The Committee on Small Business
adopted these rules by voice vote, a quorum
being present, at our organizational meeting
on January 31, 2007.

RULES AND PROCEDURES ADOPTED BY THE
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, U.S. HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES, 110TH CONGRESS,
2007-2008

1. GENERAL PROVISIONS

The Rules of the House of Representatives,
and in particular the committee rules enu-
merated in rule XI, are the rules of the Com-
mittee on Small Business to the extent ap-
plicable and by this reference are incor-
porated. Each subcommittee of the Com-
mittee on Small Business (hereinafter re-
ferred to as the ‘‘committee’’) is a part of the
committee and is subject to the authority
and direction of the committee, and to its
rules to the extent applicable.

2. REFERRAL OF BILLS BY CHAIRWOMAN

Unless retained for consideration by the
committee, all legislation and other matters
referred to the committee shall be referred
by the Chairwoman to the subcommittee of
appropriate jurisdiction within 14 calendar
days. Where the subject matter of the refer-
ral involves the jurisdiction of more than
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one subcommittee or does not fall within
any previously assigned jurisdictions, the
Chairwoman shall refer the matter, as she
may deem advisable.

3. DATE OF MEETING

The regular meeting date of the committee
shall be the second Thursday of every month
when the House is in session. A regular
meeting of the committee may be dispensed
with if, in the judgment of the Chairwoman,
there is no need for the meeting. Additional
meetings may be called by the Chairwoman
as she may deem necessary or at the request
of a majority of the members of the com-
mittee in accordance with clause 2(c) of rule
XI of the House.

At least 3 days notice of such an additional
meeting shall be given unless the Chair-
woman determines that there is good cause
to call the meeting on less notice.

The determination of the business to be
considered at each meeting shall be made by
the Chairwoman subject to clause 2(c) of rule
XI of the House.

A regularly scheduled meeting need not be
held if there is no business to be considered
or, upon at least 3 days notice, it may be set
for a different date.

4. ANNOUNCEMENT OF HEARINGS

Unless the Chairwoman, with the concur-
rence of the Ranking Minority Member, or
the committee by majority vote, determines
that there is good cause to begin a hearing
at an earlier date, public announcement
shall be made of the date, place and subject
matter of any hearing to be conducted by the
committee at least 7 calendar days before
the commencement of that hearing.

After announcement of a hearing, the com-
mittee shall make available as soon as prac-
ticable to all Members of the committee a
tentative witness list and to the extent prac-
ticable a memorandum explaining the sub-
ject matter of the hearing (including rel-
evant legislative reports and other necessary
material). In addition, the Chairwoman shall
make available as soon as practicable to the
Members of the committee any official re-
ports from departments and agencies on the
subject matter as they are received.

5. MEETINGS AND HEARINGS OPEN TO THE
PUBLIC

(A) Meetings: Each meeting of the com-
mittee or its subcommittees for the trans-
action of business, including the markup of
legislation, shall be open to the public, in-
cluding to radio, television and still photog-
raphy coverage, except as provided by clause
4 of rule XI of the House, except when the
committee or subcommittee, in open session
and with a majority present, determines by
record vote that all or part of the remainder
of the meeting on that day shall be closed to
the public because disclosure of matters to
be considered would endanger national secu-
rity, would compromise sensitive law en-
forcement information, or would tend to de-
fame, degrade or incriminate any person or
otherwise would violate any law or rule of
the House; Provided, however, that no person
other than members of the committee, and
such congressional staff and such executive
branch representatives as they may author-
ize, shall be present in any business meeting
or markup session which has been closed to
the public.

(B) Hearings: Each hearing conducted by
the committee or its subcommittees shall be
open to the public, including radio, tele-
vision and still photography coverage, except
when the committee or subcommittee, in
open session and with a majority present, de-
termines by record vote that all or part of
the remainder of the hearing on that day
shall be closed to the public because disclo-
sure of testimony, evidence or other matters
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