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LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. BLUNT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, I rise for
the purpose of inquiring about next
week’s schedule from my friend, the
majority leader; and I yield to my
friend.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the distin-
guished Republican whip for yielding;
and I would tell him on Monday, the
House will meet at 12:30 p.m. for morn-
ing hour business and 2 p.m. for legisla-
tive business. We will consider several
bills under suspension of the rules, as
we usually do; but there will be no
votes until 6:30 p.m. on Monday.

On Tuesday, the House will meet at
10:30 a.m. for morning hour business
and noon for legislative business. We
will consider additional bills under sus-
pension of the rules, a complete list of
which will be available by the end of
the week. We also expect to consider
H.R. 1227, the Gulf Coast Hurricane
Housing Recovery Act, which has been
reported out of the Financial Services
Committee.

On Wednesday and Thursday, the
House will meet at 10 a.m. On Friday,
the House will meet at 9 a.m. We will
consider the TU.S. Troop Readiness,
Veterans’ Health and Iraq Account-
ability Act; the Caller ID/spoofing bill;
and the D.C. vote bill.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend for
the information.

Mr. Speaker, on the I guess what I
would consider the two major bills, the
supplemental appropriations bill and
the D.C. voting bill, I may be wrong in
characterizing those are the two, but I
would think they would.

You would expect both of those to be
on the floor next week, is that what I
heard?

Mr. HOYER. I do.

Mr. BLUNT. On the supplemental, we
have a fairly firm sense that that will
be ready next week? The committee
has dealt with it today.

Mr. HOYER. The committee has fa-
vorably reported that bill, and we ex-
pect it to be on the floor next week.

Mr. BLUNT. You would expect that
to be near the end of next week?

Mr. HOYER. Yes, sir.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend for
that.

On both of those bills, do you have a
sense of the opportunities we will have
on the D.C. voting bill and the supple-
mental to have amendments to those
bills, to have the ability to change
them?

Mr. HOYER. Because the bills, not
the D.C. bill, but the supplemental was
just reported out, I have not had, nor
do I believe the Speaker has had an op-
portunity to discuss with Mr. OBEY his
recommendation on a rule, so I unfor-
tunately don’t have an answer for you
on the supplemental.

On the D.C. bill, they are marking up
right now, so I am in the same posi-
tion, because they haven’t finished
their markup. They are marking up as
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we speak on that bill. So I have not
had the opportunity to talk to Mr.
WAXMAN about his advice or desire, or
Mr. CONYERS. It’s a joint referral, they
are considering it together, the D.C.
bill. So I cannot give you an answer. 1
apologize at this point in time.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank my friend for
that response. I would say that there
are few exceptions to the rule, but my
experience has been, and I have had
some experience on this question when
we were in the majority and had chair-
men, the chairman almost never wants
to believe that the bill can be im-
proved.

So the chairman’s desire for a closed
rule is generally unanimous, though I
know the chairman of the Finance
Committee last week took a different
view, and I was pleased to see his dif-
ferent view of that.

I think on appropriations bills, there
are very few, if any, exceptions where
those bills have not come to the floor
with an open rule. The gentleman is a
member of the committee and would
have a sense of that, but the tradition
here is pretty strong.

I don’t know of any more important
bill we are likely to deal with this year
than this particular appropriations
bill. T would hope that we have this
kind of open process on the appropria-
tions bill that we have had in the past.

I would yield for a response.

Mr. HOYER. I appreciate your yield-
ing and appreciate your observation.
Although I am not now on the Appro-
priations Committee, you are correct, I
served there for 25 years. I am on leave.
I have no expectation of going back
soon, I hope.

In any event, the gentleman is cor-
rect. As you know, the bill we are talk-
ing about is probably, as we discussed
on the floor, one of, if not the most im-
portant bill that we might consider
this year on funding our troops, sup-
porting our troops in Iraq, and dealing
with the policy that we are pursuing in
Iraaq.

Obviously there is a broad spectrum
of views on that. Just as obviously, if
you had some bills that in many in-
stances come with an open rule, very
frankly, I don’t know about your expe-
rience, but our experience has been
that there are a wide range of views.

It may well be that we will solicit a
request for possible amendments and
make decisions on them, because this
is, to some degree, as you know, not a
straight appropriations bill in the
sense that this is where the money is,
in or out, up or down. This is a consid-
eration of policy and authorizing bills.
Usually the tradition is to have amend-
ments offered in the Rules Committee
and the Rules Committee determines
which amendments they want to make
in order.

I cannot anticipate what we are
going to do at this point in time. The
gentleman’s point is well taken, but we
will have to see how we want to bring
to this floor to try to reflect in the
final product, as best we can, the views
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of the American people, which are di-
vided, and I think will be reflected in
the floor vote on that bill.

Mr. BLUNT. I thank the gentleman
for that response. I would say that I be-
lieve that I reflect the view of this side
that the debates both on the policy
issues, that I frankly think may be ap-
propriate in some other bill besides an
appropriations bill, on the policy issues
and the spending issues, a full and free
opportunity to discuss those is the de-
sire of this side. I think it serves the
best interest of the country.

As this appropriations bill gets
broader and broader in the areas it
deals with, it becomes more and more
like the regular appropriations bills we
will bring to the floor, and the tradi-
tion of the House, unaltered by any
pattern I am aware of, has been on ap-
propriations bills, as long as the Mem-
ber was willing to say where they
would pay for the change that they
want to make, that they have been
given the opportunity to make those
amendments.

I was disappointed, as broad-based
and as big as the continuing resolution
was that we passed earlier, that it vio-
lated what I considered a well-under-
stood and time-honored principle of
amending those bills. This bill would
go even further if we did that, and it
would be a bad pattern, I think.

On the budget, does the gentleman
have any information on the budget
itself, when we might be able to see the
majority’s budget and when we would
be voting on it, both?

I would yield to my good friend.

Mr. HOYER. We expect the budget to
be marked up in the latter part of next
week, the middle or latter part of next
week, and we expect the budget to be
on the floor the following week. As I
indicated last week, we are still on
that path, that schedule.

Mr. BLUNT. And so my friend’s ex-
pectation from the previous week is
unchanged, that we will see the supple-
mental on the floor next week and the
budget on the floor the following week
would be your anticipation?

Mr. HOYER. That is my anticipation.

Mr. BLUNT. I have no other ques-
tions. I am pleased for the information
and hope we have an opportunity to de-
bate these bills.

————

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMOR-
ROW, ADJOURNMENT TO MON-
DAY, MARCH 19, 2007, AND HOUR
OF MEETING ON FRIDAY, MARCH
23, 2007

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at noon tomorrow; when the
House adjourns on that day, it adjourn
to meet at 12:30 p.m. on Monday, March
19, for morning hour debate; and fur-
ther, when the House adjourns on
Thursday, March 22, it adjourn to meet
at 9 a.m. on Friday, March 23.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland?
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There was no objection.

———

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON
WEDNESDAY NEXT

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the business
in order under the Calendar Wednesday
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday
next.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

———

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND
COOPERATION IN EUROPE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 3003 note, and the order
of the House of January 4, 2007, the
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment of the following Members of
the House to the Commission on Secu-
rity and Cooperation in Europe, in ad-
dition to Mr. HASTINGS of Florida,
Chairman, appointed on January 12,
2007:

Ms.

Mr.

Ms.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

SLAUGHTER, New York
MCINTYRE, North Carolina
SoL1s, California
BUTTERFIELD, North Carolina
SMITH, New Jersey
ADERHOLT, Alabama

PENCE, Indiana

P1TTS, Pennsylvania

————

HONORING THE BENTONVILLE
HIGH SCHOOL CHAMBER CHOIR

(Mr. BOOZMAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
this afternoon to honor an exceptional
group of teenagers from my home dis-
trict, the Bentonville High School
Chamber Choir.

The choir, comprised of juniors and
seniors, is one of only four across the
Nation chosen to go to Carnegie Hall
next week for the National High School
Choral Festival.

Under the direction of Terry Hicks,
the choir has participated in many re-
gional and national competitions, rep-
resenting Arkansas and the Third Dis-
trict with class. We are privileged to
have students such as the Bentonville
Chamber Choir 1living in and rep-
resenting the State of Arkansas, and I
commend their success.

I wish them the best of luck on their
performance at the world-famous Car-
negie hall.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
CLARKE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 18, 2007, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

RENAMING THE DEPARTMENT OF
THE NAVY

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

Mr. JONES of North Carolina.
Madam Speaker, in 1947, with the Na-
tional Security Act, the United States
Congress clearly stated that we have
four separate military services, the
Army, the Air Force, the Navy and the
Marine Corps. Too many times people,
both in the military and outside the
military, do not realize that we have
four separate services.

The Department of the Navy was cre-
ated to be the department for two
equal services acknowledged by law,
the United States Marine Corps and
the United States Navy. Both the Navy
and the Marine Corps have proud herit-
ages. In my service in Congress and in
my seven terms on the Armed Services
Committee, many times in hearings we
hear the Navy admirals and the Ma-
rines generals stating for the RECORD,
we are one team, we are one fighting
team.

Madam Speaker, it is time for the
Marine Corps to be recognized as the
other three services are recognized. As
a great defender of freedom for Amer-
ica with H.R. 346, this is the fourth
Congress that I have introduced legis-
lation to change the name of the De-
partment of the Navy to be the Depart-
ment of the Navy and the Marine
Corps.

Madam Speaker, 121 of my colleagues
last year cosponsored the bill. This
year the bill is the same language. We
are gaining large numbers from both
parties who believe in the fairness of
this legislation.

I would like to share part of an edi-
torial published last year in the Chi-
cago Tribune, and I quote, ‘“No service
branch shows more respect for tradi-
tion than the United States Marine
Corps does, which makes it all the
more ironic that tradition denies the
corps an important show of respect:
Equal billing with the other service
branches.”

Madam Speaker, I submit for print-
ing in the RECORD the entire editorial
from the April 21, 2006, Chicago Trib-
une.

[From the Chicago Tribune, Apr. 21, 2006]

STEP UP FOR THE MARINES

No service branch shows more respect for
tradition than the U.S. Marine Corps does,
which makes it all the more ironic that tra-
dition denies the corps an important show of
respect: Equal billing with the other service
branches.

The Continental Congress ordered ‘‘two
Battalions of Marines’ to be raised in 1775 as
landing forces for the Navy. The Marines
have remained within the Navy on govern-
ment organization charts ever since, even
though the corps functions through wartime
and peacetime as a separate branch in every
other way.

Like the Army, Navy and Air Force, the
Marine Corps has its own command struc-
ture. Its commandant holds equal status
with other members of the Joint Chiefs of
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Staff, which happens to be chaired for the
first time by a Marine, Gen. Peter Pace.

Several Marine veterans and supporters
have launched an online petition drive to
support a bill proposed by Rep. Walter B.
Jones. The North Carolina Republican,
whose district includes Camp Lejeune, wants
to fix the matter simply by changing the De-
partment of Navy to the ‘“‘Department of the
Navy and Marine Corps.”

Jones has twice passed similar measures in
the House with bipartisan support, but the
Senate was cool to them. Senate Armed
Services Committee Chairman John Warner,
a Virginia Republican, veteran and former
Navy secretary, has promised ‘‘fair consider-
ation” for the legislation. That’s Senate-
speak for a reluctance to commit. His reluc-
tance seems to be rooted in a sense of tradi-
tion. But sometimes it’s good to break with
tradition. The War Department, for example,
became the Defense Department after World
War II. The Army Air Corps was elevated in
1941 to the Army Air Forces and in 1947 to
the autonomous Air Force.

The Marines have not asked for complete
autonomy. Nothing structurally needs to
change in their relationship with the Navy,
which has served both branches well. The
corps only asks for recognition. Having
served their nation proudly and coura-
geously since colonial days, the leathernecks
have earned a promotion.

But sometimes it’s good to break
with tradition. The War Department,
for example, became the Defense De-
partment after World War II. The
Army Air Corps was elevated in 1941
into the Army Air Force, and in 1947 to
the autonomous Air Force.

The Marines have not asked for com-
plete autonomy. Nothing structurally
needs to change in their relationship
with the Navy, which has served both
branches well. The Corps only asks for
recognition, having served their Nation
proudly and courageously since colo-
nial days. The Ileathernecks have
earned a promotion.

Madam Speaker, I want to say more
emphatically beside me is a poster, is a
blow up of orders from the United
States Navy to submit to the family of
Michael Bitz, a Marine sergeant killed
in Iraq. His family received a Silver
Star for valor. He gave his life for this
country.

I have met his family, I have met his
children, twins he will never know on
earth because he died before they were
born. You can see that the orders for
Silver Star says at the top, the Sec-
retary of the Navy, Washington D.C.,
and there is a Navy flag, but there is
nothing about the Marine Corps about
the heading.
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We took these orders and we want to
show you how, if this bill should be-
come law, how the fairness will show
itself. If you take the orders for Mi-
chael Bitz, again, a marine who died
for this country, his family received a
Silver Star, and should this bill ever
become law, this is what the orders
will say: the Secretary of the Navy and
Marine Corps, with the Navy flag and
the Marine flag.

Madam Speaker, before I close, this
is only an issue of fairness. The Marine
Corps has earned this distinction to
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