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The Afghanistan Study Group offered 

some prescriptions and alternatives, 
including political reconciliation; an 
emphasis on regional diplomacy; and 
investments in Afghanistan’s economic 
development—all of which are develop-
ments of the SMART security plan 
that I’ve been promoting for years. 

But instead of heeding this advice, 
we’re pressing forward stubbornly with 
failed policy. And the more it fails, the 
more resources we devote to it. As Rob-
ert Dreyfuss writes in The Nation, the 
prevailing wisdom (if you can call it 
that) seems to be . . . if sending 30,000 
troops to the wrong place isn’t getting 
results, sending 30,000 more to that 
same wrong place might help, and then 
when that doesn’t work, why, send an-
other 30,000 troops.’’ 
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Madam Speaker, conditions in Af-
ghanistan have gotten so bad that hu-
manitarian groups can’t move freely to 
deliver the aid that is so badly needed. 
The gruesome murders of medical aid 
workers last month underscored the 
deteriorating security situation. The 
New York Times cites the Afghan NGO 
Safety Office as saying there were 
more than twice the number of insur-
gent attacks this August than August 
of 2009. 

I don’t agree with everything the Af-
ghanistan Study Group has to say. In 
fact, by calling for a gradual military 
drawdown, I believe they are just not 
being bold enough. But Madam Speak-
er, this disastrous war has gone on long 
enough. It’s done enough damage. It’s 
time now to bring our troops home. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF NAVY AND 
MARINE CORPS 

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. Madam Speaker, for 10 
years the House of Representatives, 
under the leadership of DUNCAN HUNTER 
and IKE SKELTON, have brought to the 
floor of the House in our Armed Serv-
ices bill language to honor and respect 
the Marine Corps by changing the 
name of the Department of Navy to be 
known as the Department of Navy and 
Marine Corps. For 10 years we sent this 
language over to the Senate. For 10 
years the Senate rejected the House po-
sition. 

This year, under the leadership of IKE 
SKELTON and BUCK MCKEON, the Armed 
Services Committee decided to bring 
this language to the floor as what’s 
called a stand-alone bill. We had 425 
House Members—there are only 435— 
425 signed this bill to recognize the 
Navy and Marine Corps as one fighting 
team. And the bill passed the House, as 
you know, Madam Speaker, by what’s 
called unanimous consent. 

Well, at that period of time Senator 
PAT ROBERTS from Kansas, a former 
Marine officer, put the same bill in. It’s 
what is called a companion bill. And by 

the time we had passed our bill, he had 
80 Senators in the U.S. Senate sign his 
companion bill to rename the Depart-
ment of Navy to be Navy and Marine 
Corps. 

Madam Speaker, I have said many 
times in the last few weeks that I don’t 
think you could get 80 Senators to 
agree there is a Santa Claus. But the 
Senators do recognize the importance 
of honoring the Marine Corps by let-
ting them share in the name of the 
family, the family being the Navy and 
Marine Corps family. 

It’s my hope if the Senate brings this 
bill up next week, or the week after, or 
maybe during a lame duck session, 
that Senator ROBERTS will offer an 
amendment to that debate on the Sen-
ate side. And I would hope that those 80 
Senators that have signed his bill will 
vote to honor and give this respect to 
the Marine Corps. 

Madam Speaker, a year ago this Sep-
tember we did a news conference, the 
Marine Corps League, and we had gen-
erals here, former commandants to 
speak on behalf of the bill. But two 
people I wanted to make quick ref-
erence to. One was Eddie Wright. Eddie 
Wright is from Texas. He is a young 
Marine—he is not in the Marine Corps 
now—but he lost both hands in Iraq. He 
has picks for his hands. And he said at 
the news conference that, ‘‘If it had not 
been for a Navy corpsman, I would be 
dead. But he saved my life. We are one 
fighting team. And it should be in the 
name.’’ 

Madam Speaker, I have got these 
posters, as I begin to close. This is the 
real thrust of what we are trying to do. 
There would be no cost to the Depart-
ment of Navy if we changed its name to 
be Department of Navy and Marine 
Corps. But this is an actual condolence 
letter that a Marine captain who was 
killed for this country—the family re-
ceived this condolence letter. And 
Madam Speaker, it says at the top the 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington, 
D.C., with the Navy flag, extends its 
condolence to this Marine who died. 
It’s almost like it’s a stepchild. It’s not 
really part of the family. All we’re try-
ing to do, Madam Speaker, is to make 
this one family. 

Madam Speaker, I am now showing 
that this same family whose loved one 
was killed, if this bill becomes law, the 
Secretary of the Navy and Marine 
Corps, with the Navy flag and the Ma-
rine flag will send the condolence let-
ter to the Marine family. 

Madam Speaker, it’s time that we do 
this for the Marine Corps. I want to 
thank my House colleagues who have 
helped us with this for 10 years. And I 
hope that the Senate will certainly 
support Senator ROBERTS in honoring 
the Marine Corps by renaming it the 
Department of Navy and Marine Corps. 

Madam Speaker, as I do every time 
before I close, I ask God to please bless 
our men and women in uniform. I ask 
God to please bless the families of our 
men and women in uniform. I ask God 
in his loving arms to hold the families 

who have given a child dying for free-
dom in Afghanistan and Iraq. 

I will ask God to please bless the 
House and Senate that we will do what 
is right in the eyes of God. I will ask 
God to please bless the President, Mr. 
Obama, that he will do what is right in 
the eyes of God. And three times I will 
say, God, please, God, please, please, 
God, continue to bless America. 

f 

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.) 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF BEULAH 
SHEPARD 

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

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, this is a special time that we 
have an opportunity to listen closely 
to our colleagues and to share some of 
the pearls of those who live in the 
United States with our colleagues. And 
it gives me great pleasure to be able to 
come today and to express my deepest 
love and affection for a wonderful 
woman, a woman of strength, who has 
gone home to rest and to receive joy. 

Beulah Shepard is a very special per-
son in the eyes of our community, 
Houston and Texas. And today I stand 
on the floor of the House to call her an 
American hero. Beulah Shepard passed 
away this last week, and so we have 
only our memories. But I want to say 
to those of you who have known some-
one that has touched your life, let me 
just simply tell you the story of my 
friend Beulah Shepard. 

She of course was a mother, was a 
wife. She has children, grandchildren, 
and great grandchildren. And of course 
she understood the Constitution, and 
believed in one vote for every human 
being. I had a chance to talk to her 
wonderful daughters, Bobbie and 
Dianne, and the wonderful family that 
she has as she lived her last years. And 
I will tell you our community will re-
member her as a political icon, some-
one you went to if you knew what was 
right, if you wanted to be part of the 
Houston political community. 

But my husband and I know her as 
friends. And she greeted us as a young 
couple, and told us how to stay on the 
straight and narrow. I know her won-
derful grandson, who was challenged, 
and how she was endeared with him. 
And everywhere Sister Beulah went, 
her grandson went with her. I loved 
watching him grow up. 

Yes, a political icon she was. But she 
was more than that. As a mother she 
loved, as a grandmother she loved. But 
she believed in public service, not in 
just the idea of the name of politicians. 
She believed that if you accepted the 
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oath of office you must serve the pub-
lic. She did so. 

As a member of the United Way 
board, one of the first African Ameri-
cans to ever serve on our Harris County 
United Way board, she made sure that 
the vulnerable were taken care of. A 
member of the Harris County Council 
of Organizations. An active and loving 
member of the Galilee Baptist Church, 
where she loved her pastor, Pastor 
Davis, and the first lady. 

More importantly, let me tell you 
that she was a woman of courage and 
strength and inspiration. I loved her 
when she stood and fought. She would 
understand all the debate, those who 
are against and those who are for. But 
I tell you she would tell it straight. 
And the way she would say it is that 
health care is going to help those who 
have never had health care before. She 
would say to those soldiers ‘‘thank 
you’’ for fighting on the front lines for 
our freedom. And she would say to 
them, I am using that freedom. 

Because you know, Beulah Shepard 
had to buy a poll tax to vote. She 
bought it in 1948. She came to Texas 
from Louisiana. She was named for her 
grandmother. She came from the salt 
of the earth. But she is an inspiration 
to all of us. 

And I am excited today to be able to 
say that Beulah Shepard lived to be 87 
years old and had as one of the starring 
moments of her life to be able to vote 
for President Barack Obama. And why 
do I say that? Because Beulah Shepard 
walked and fought so that there might 
be those who would vote who had never 
voted before to have the opportunity to 
choose someone of their choosing. 

Let me tell you what she did in Com-
missioner Squatty Lyons’ office. Yes, 
she worked historically for this com-
missioner as the first African Amer-
ican among some that came after in 
those offices. I am gratified for that, 
because she took care of the vulner-
able, those who were afraid to come 
downtown, those who didn’t think gov-
ernment would work for them. Beulah 
Shepard took care of them. 

She will be laid to rest in these next 
hours. And I will simply say that we 
have the flag waving over this great 
woman’s life and legacy. 

b 1500 

Why do I say that, having not had 
her serve in the United States mili-
tary? Because I know that our military 
represents the people of the United 
States and all of us have the oppor-
tunity to represent the value of the 
flag of this country. That value is to be 
able to cherish democracy, justice and 
to have the courage to fight for it, a 
loving mother who nurtured her chil-
dren, a loving friend who cared for ev-
eryone, someone who brought joy. 

And it was a great joy to me to spend 
time with her in these last few years as 
she was so joyful with her family mem-
bers all around her. She smiled, what a 
beautiful smile. When we took our pic-
tures together in the front yard and in-

side the house, I know that she had 
great joy. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
sympathy to the family that I offer, on 
behalf of the United States Congress, 
this tribute to Beulah Shepard. God 
bless you, may you rest in peace, and 
we love you. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KRATOVIL). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. BURTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

CONSTITUTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
the last action that we took in this 
body today was a resolution honoring 
the Constitution, which we celebrate 
tomorrow. Since we are not in session 
tomorrow, I wish to talk for a moment 
about that inspired document this 
evening. 

It’s difficult to do that, because as we 
talk about the Constitution, I am look-
ing straight at the relief of George 
Mason, who was one of those unique 
characters in American history, one of 
three men who spent the entire time at 
the Constitutional Convention and 
then refused to sign the document. 

When I was teaching school, I always 
insisted my students had to tell me 
why Mason refused to sign it, which, of 
course, was because it did not have the 
Bill of Rights. But I was always hop-
ing, and hoping in vain, that some 
bright student would ask the better 
question, which is not why did Mason 
not sign, but why did all the other peo-
ple who were there at the Founding Fa-
thers convention not go along with 
Mason for a Bill of Rights? 

It was certainly not because they 
were opposed to civil liberties, but be-
cause the rest of the Founding Fathers 
realized that they could accomplish the 
same goal by the structure of govern-
ment, by dividing power by the three 
branches of government horizontally so 
no branch had too much power, but 
equally by dividing power vertically 
between the Federal and State level. 
So no level of government had too 
much power; you could accomplish the 
same goal of protection of individual 
freedoms. 

The issue at the Constitutional Con-
vention was that of power. As the 
States met and then ratified this docu-
ment, the issue of power was still 
there. We, of course, know of course 
that two States, North Carolina and 
Rhode Island, did not ratify the docu-
ment until after the country was estab-
lished. But five States, Virginia, Mas-
sachusetts, New York, Maryland and 

South Carolina, sent specific amend-
ments that should be added to the doc-
ument. 

Foremost in each of those State’s 
amendments was the concept of sov-
ereignty or the ability of States to 
make decisions. Their goal and their 
concepts were incorporated in the 10th 
Amendment to the Constitution, which 
put in written form the unnamed struc-
ture that the Founding Fathers had es-
tablished in the Constitution. 

As one of our Justices on the Su-
preme Court said, the Constitution pro-
tects us from our own best intentions. 
It divides power among sovereigns, 
among branches of government, pre-
cisely so that we may resist the temp-
tation to concentrate power in one lo-
cation as the expedient solution to the 
crisis of the day. 

For a century and a half, this Nation 
basically honored that concept. In the 
last half century, though, we have 
stretched the idea significantly. Start-
ing with the progressive era at the 
early 1900s, it was President Wilson 
who called this concept the separation 
of powers political witchcraft. He said 
that separating powers into hidden cor-
ners prevented us from consolidating 
powers to be used. 

In the early 1900s, the politicians and 
the philosophers who believed this did 
not do so because they misunderstood 
the Constitution, but because they un-
derstood it and did not like the fact 
that it prevented them from doing 
what they said were marvelous things. 

We, today, still have this issue of 
power before us. For the last couple of 
years we have debated on this floor the 
idea whether it is better to consolidate 
power in Washington with the ultimate 
goal of uniformity or to hold fast to 
the idea that States should be allowed 
to have alternative ideas and that our 
ultimate goal should be creativity. 

The 10th Amendment is not just 
about smaller government. It’s about 
more effective government, what works 
best for people and the idea that not all 
programs have to be evolved from 
Washington. They also have their idea 
because the 10th Amendment talks 
power for States and individuals. In a 
concept that many of us on this floor 
can never get, there are some problems 
that don’t need a solution by govern-
ment at all. 

The issue is creativity, efficiency, 
and justice. The issue is can those best 
be resolved. 

We still have this question of power 
that we are dealing with today, and I 
would hope that we would reject the re-
visionist idea and, instead, go along 
and support the Founding Fathers. For 
both the constitutional structure and 
the 10th Amendment meant that our 
Founding Fathers were inspired to get 
it right. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 
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