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March 20, 2007

Ms. Lynn Silversmith Klein of Mary-
land
Mr. Adam Jones of Michigan

———

REPORT ON H.R. 1591, U.S. TROOP
READINESS, VETERANS’ HEALTH
AND IRAQ ACCOUNTABILITY ACT

Mr. OBEY, from the Committee on
Appropriations, submitted a privileged
report (Rept. No. 110-60) on the bill
(H.R. 1591) making emergency supple-
mental appropriations for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2007, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the Union Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule XXI, all points of
order are reserved on the bill.

————

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
CONGRESSIONAL-EXECUTIVE
COMMISSION ON THE PEOPLE’S
REPUBLIC OF CHINA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to 22 U.S.C. 6913, and the order of
the House of January 4, 2007, the Chair
announces the Speaker’s appointment
of the following Members of the House
to the Congressional-Executive Com-
mission on the People’s Republic of
China, in addition to Mr. LEVIN of
Michigan, Chairman, appointed on Feb-
ruary 7, 2007:

Ms. KAPTUR, Ohio

Mr. HONDA, California

Mr. UDALL, New Mexico

Mr. WALZ, Minnesota

Mr. MANZULLO, Illinois

Mr. P1TTS, Pennsylvania

Mr. ROYCE, California

Mr. SMITH, New Jersey

————

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes
each.

——————

THE LEAST AMONG US

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, it has
been said that we will all be judged by
how we treat the least among us. No-
where is that more true than in Iraq.

Two international headlines tell us of
the devastation that is now Iraq. The
first: ““Silent Victims: What Will Be-
come of Iraq’s Children?”’

And the second: ‘“World Ignoring
Iraqi Refugees.”

These headlines from CNN and the
BBC, respectively, tell of the Iraqi vic-
tims of the occupation. While our brave
men and women in uniform have done
so much to try to improve the lives of
average Iraqi families, the policies of
the Bush administration have failed
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them and failed the Iraqi families in
this regard.

A recently released report from the
U.N. found that nearly two million peo-
ple have been displaced by the occupa-
tion of Iraq. Many of these refugees are
seeking homes within Jordan and
Syria. The report estimates that a
quarter of these refugees are children,
children who lack education opportuni-
ties and a normal, safe childhood.

It seems like the so-called mission is
far from being accomplished. Iraqis are
begging to leave Iraq’s violence and in-
stability. Thousands upon thousands of
applications for residency in the
United States have been denied, even
for those who served alongside our
troops as translators and as guides.

Four years ago the President prom-
ised an Iraq flourishing under a stable
democracy. When children are afraid to
go to school and parents are fearful of
even taking a trip to the local market,
President Bush’s promise adds up to a
total failure.

One child, a fourth grader, who was
profiled in the CNN piece said: ‘“They
killed me father and uncle in front of
my eyes.” He was unable to continue
because he broke down and he sobbed.
This is the legacy that we are leaving
for Iraq’s future generation.

It is clear that our presence in Iraq is
bringing more violence and more insta-
bility. Our presence may have given
rise to a strong and deadly terrorist
movement within the Iraqi civil war.
Let’s be honest. It is well past time to
bring our troops home and let the Iraqi
people regain their sovereignty.

Let me be clear: we must not with-
draw our support of the Iraqi people.
We should be investing in the political,
fiscal, and social infrastructure of Iraq.
We must help to provide for the most
basic needs, including education, elec-
tricity, drinkable water, sanitation,
and security. In the now famous words:
“Mr. President, you broke it, you buy
it.”

My colleagues, it is time to bring our
troops home. It is time to restore hope
for the Iraqi people. It is the very least
that we can do.
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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. Mr.
Speaker, since 1947 Congress has twice
affirmed that the Marine Corps is a
separate military service within the
Department of the Navy. In 1947, the
National Security Act stated that we
have four separate military services:
the Army, the Air Force, the Navy, and
the Marine Corps.

In 1986, the Goldwater-Nichols Act
formally acknowledged the roles of
each service’s commanding officer and
stated that each branch’s commander
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serves equally as a member of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff.

For the past 5 years, this House has
sent legislation to the Senate that
would rename the Department of the
Navy to be the Department of the Navy
and Marine Corps. Not only has this
change received support from the full
House Armed Services Committee and
the House itself, but by such notables
as Secretary of the Navy Paul Nitz; As-
sistant Secretary of the Navy H. Law-
rence Garrett, III; Acting Secretary of
the Navy Daniel Howard; Secretary of
the Navy John Dalton; General Carl
Mundy, 30th Commandant of the Ma-
rine Corps; General Chuck Krulak, 31st
Commandant of the Marine Corps; the
Fleet Reserve Association; the Marine
Corps League; the National Defense
PAC; and the National Association of
Uniformed Services.

Wade Sanders, the Deputy Assistant
Secretary of the Navy for Reserve Af-
fairs, 1993 to 1998, also declared his sup-
port for this change. He stated: ““As a
combat veteran and former naval offi-
cer, I understand the importance of the
team dynamic and the importance of
recognizing the contributions of team
components. The Navy and Marine
Corps team is just that: a dynamic
partnership, and it is important to
symbolically recognize the balance of
the partnership.”

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to
share part of an editorial published last
year in the Chicago Tribune, and I will
submit the entire editorial for the
RECORD.

[From the Chicago Tribune, Apr. 21, 2006]
STEP UP FOR THE MARINES
(Editorials)

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
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 the 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,
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