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the results are the same. The House
Democratic leadership needs to under-
stand that kowtowing to K Street is
not a new direction that was promised
by a new majority in the last election.
They can show it is not business as
usual, as they were condemning Repub-
licans of doing. They can show that by
passing all the tax provisions con-
tained in the Senate minimum wage
bill.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan is recognized.

U.S. STRATEGY IN IRAQ

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I
rise this evening being greatly dis-
turbed by what happened on the floor
of the Senate, after a tremendous
amount of good-faith effort and very
hard work by our colleagues on both
sides of the aisle, bringing together a
resolution to offer to this body for a
debate, for a full debate on the ques-
tion of escalating the war in Iraq. What
we have seen from the minority is a fil-
ibuster that has stopped us from even
proceeding—from even proceeding to be
able to take up the resolution.

Our majority leader offered to take
up other resolutions, some contra-
dicting the one that we wished to have
brought forward, to have equally de-
bated resolutions, the same amount of
time, the same amount of votes that
are needed in order to be able to bring
forward the resolutions and possibly
pass them.

Every effort by the majority leader
was turned down. Every time he
brought up a possible solution to be
able to bring forward these resolutions
and have a full debate, which the
American people are demanding that
we do, he was told ‘‘no.”” No, no, no. So
we are now in a situation where the
minority has voted down the ability for
us to even go to a resolution or mul-
tiple resolutions dealing with the issue
of Iraq, which we are all so deeply con-
cerned about.

Right now it is after midnight in
Baghdad, and we have over 130,000
American troops who are settled in for
another long night half a world away
from home. They are living, working,
fighting in the most difficult condi-
tions anyone can imagine. They are pa-
trolling crowded streets. They are
standing guard on lonely posts. They
are reaching out to Iraqi citizens and
putting themselves constantly in
harm’s way to protect their fellow sol-
diers. They are there because their
Government called them. They come
from every corner of this great Nation.
They represent every color, creed, reli-
gion, and political voice in this coun-
try.

I have been to Irag—many of us
have—and I have talked to our men
and women in the field and they are
the best this country has to offer. For
our entire history, they have answered
when called. They have gone where we
sent them. They have fought when we
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have asked them to do so. They have
dedicated their lives to preparing for
wars they did not want, and when
asked, they have executed their train-
ing with pride, bravery, and an unwav-
ering spirit.

We are blessed this evening to sleep
under the blanket of freedom they pro-
vide. And no one—no one in this Cham-
ber—is questioning the job they are
doing. We are all patriots in this de-
bate—all of us—with differing views,
strongly held views about the best way
to move forward. We are all patriots.

I have listened intently over the past
weeks, and I have heard colleagues and
representatives of the administration
state time and again that those of us
questioning the President are somehow
undermining the morale of our troops.
I find that insulting, not only to me
and to my colleagues who care deeply
about this and who have worked to-
gether in a bipartisan way to bring for-
ward this resolution but to our sol-
diers, our sailors, our airmen, and ma-
rines. Open and honest debate about
the execution of this war is not only
what our armed services expect, it is
what they deserve. Our citizen soldiers
demand our best, and our best is not
idle silence. Our best is not a filibuster
that stops a resolution from even com-
ing to the floor so that we can have an
open, honest debate about it. Our cit-
izen soldiers are on the frontlines. In
this Chamber, we use words, but those
words have real-world consequences,
and no one lives those consequences
more than our troops on the ground.
Debate in a democracy does not under-
mine the morale or the will of our
armed services. The lack of a clear,
measurable, and achievable mission
does undermine what they are doing.
That is what we are all wanting to see
happen. That is what we want to see
developed for them.

They need to know that their leaders
have based their orders on reason, not
on wishful thinking and on a misguided
adherence to a failed strategy. They
need to know that their leaders have
sensibly considered all of the options
available and that those considerations
are grounded in fact, not in rhetoric or
posturing.

On October 11, 2002, 23 of us in the
Senate cast a lonely vote against this
White House effort to go to war be-
cause the evidence was mnot clear
enough—it just wasn’t there—to war-
rant going to war. I cast that vote be-
cause I believed that the pretense for
war was based not in definable evidence
but on predetermined conclusions. War
is a tool of last resort, a decision that
should be made with great trepidation
when our country is at risk and other
options have been exhausted.

From day one, the reasoning for this
war has been unclear and inconsistent,
from the initial lack of preparedness
for securing Baghdad to the most re-
cent call for escalation. We have seen a
strategy based on the best-case sce-
nario calculations of politicians, not on
the wholly realistic conclusions of ca-
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reer military officers. Mistakes have
been made at every turn, and 4 years
and over 3,000 American lives later and
hundreds of thousands of lost lives and
injuries of Iraqis, we are still paying
the price.

Some have insisted this resolution is
a ploy to embarrass the President. This
is clearly not our goal. This is not a
discussion about politics. It is a debate
about policy. Any soldier will tell you
there are no politics in a foxhole. The
American people, Republicans and
Democrats, are asking us to look long
and hard at what we are doing in Iraq.
We were not elected to stand silently
by while our fellow citizens demand an-
swers.

We can’t even have a full debate be-
cause of the vote that happened. The
American people are asking us not only
to debate but to come to the right an-
swers, the responsible answers for the
direction and strategy in Iraq. Our sol-
diers deserve that, and we have in front
of us a resolution that we couldn’t even
get enough votes to bring up to discuss,
to debate it fully and have a vote. I be-
lieve the simple fact is very clear that
escalation is not the answer, and I
want the opportunity to vote on that,
to say that on behalf of the people of
Michigan. Putting more Americans in
harm’s way will not bring our men and
women home any sooner. Why would
we go further down the path that has
led us to this point? Why would we re-
peat our previous mistakes and call it
a new strategy?

A free and stable Iraq can only be se-
cured by the Iraqis. They must em-
brace responsibility for their collective
future and decide that living and dying
at the hands of sectarian violence is
not the future they want for their chil-
dren and their grandchildren. We must
support their efforts—and I do—but we
cannot substitute American troops for
Iraqi resolve. With the freedom of self-
determination comes the responsibility
of collective security.

We must continue to train our
friends in Iraq. We must equip them
and provide sensible military support
based on the advice of our generals and
military experts. We must lead them
by example, by embracing the realities
of our own democratic process as we
attempt to collectively solve the chal-
lenges in the war in Iraq. How can we
be talking to them about the demo-
cratic process when that process is
stopped right here in the Senate in the
ability to openly debate and vote on
the resolution?

I stand in support of the Warner-
Levin resolution and to say that esca-
lation is a grave mistake. I am certain
when judged by our fellow Americans,
the votes that many Members will
cast, if we have the opportunity to do
so, to say ‘‘enough is enough’ to this
White House will be greeted with sober
support.

With heaviness in my heart, I am
also sadly confident that when judged
by history, those who have questioned
the reasoning and the execution of this
war will have our concerns justified.
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We can’t change how we got here. We
can’t change the fact we are in Iraq.
That chapter of history is written, set
in stone, and paid for with the lives of
Americans and Iraqis, and the lives of
many other individuals around the
world. However, we can learn from the
path we have walked. We have the abil-
ity to reassess and to change course, to
get it right, to put forward our collec-
tive best wisdom from everyone who
has been involved. On behalf of our sol-
diers, they deserve that. They deserve
a full debate in the Senate, to be able
to state our positions on policy, on pol-
icy that right now at this moment they
are carrying out in Iraq. They deserve
the very best debate and very best deci-
sions.

That is what this is about. That is
what we were hoping to get tonight,
the opportunity to go forward, to work
together in a bipartisan way to put for-
ward a statement that says we believe
there is a better way, a better strategy
than what the President has begun to
execute.

I hope we will have an opportunity to
vote on this resolution. I welcome
other resolutions that colleagues have
put forward in good faith. I may not
agree with them—and that is all right;
that is how the process works—but
they deserve debate just as our resolu-
tions deserve debate.

In Iraq, we are talking about their
setting up a democracy, the ability to
fully debate and participate in their
government. We need to show by exam-
ple that we are not afraid of debate, of
involvement, we are not afraid to stand
and say what we think and put our own
vote and opinions on the line on some-
thing so critical to the future of our
country, most particularly to our men
and women in the armed services and
their families, and, frankly, to the
world.

We need the opportunity to vote. We
need the opportunity to debate. The
American people are calling on the
Senate to do nothing less. Tonight was
not an example of our listening.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
WHITEHOUSE). Without objection, it is
so ordered.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, in my
home State of Vermont and all across
this country, the American people are
deeply concerned about the war in Iraq.
They want real debate here in Wash-
ington on this issue and, more impor-
tantly, they want real action.

Frankly, I have a hard time under-
standing why some of my colleagues,
regardless of what their position on the
war might be, would try to prevent a
vote on what is at best a very modest
proposal that was brought forth this
afternoon. If you like the Warner bill,
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you should vote for it. If you do not
like it, you should vote against it. But
in fairness to the American people, we
should have a serious debate and a vote
on this issue.

Let me be very clear in giving you
my perspective on this war. In my
view, President Bush’s war in Iraq has
been a disaster. It is a war we were
misled into and a war many of us be-
lieved we never should have gotten into
in the first place.

This is a war which the administra-
tion was unprepared to fight. The ad-
ministration has shown little under-
standing of the enemy or the historical
context or the cultural context in
which we found ourselves. Who will for-
get President Bush declaring ‘‘mission
accomplished’’ aboard the aircraft car-
rier Abraham Lincoln when, in fact,
the mission had barely begun? Who will
forget Vice President CHENEY telling us
that the insurgency was in its ‘‘last
throes,” just before some of the blood-
iest months of the war took place? Who
will ever forget those Bush advisers
who predicted that the war would be a
cakewalk—nothing to worry about—
and that we would be greeted in Iraq as
liberators?

This war in Iraq has come at a very,
very high price in so many ways. This
is a war which has cost us terribly in
American blood. As of today, we have
lost some 3,100 brave American sol-
diers, twenty-three thousand more
have been wounded, and tens of thou-
sands will come home with post-trau-
matic stress disorder.

This is a war which, with the Presi-
dent’s proposed increase, will cost us
some $5600 billion, with the price tag
going up by $8 billion every single
month. This cost is going to add to the
huge national debt we are already leav-
ing to our children and grandchildren.
And it is going to make it more dif-
ficult for us to fund health care, edu-
cation, environmental protection, af-
fordable housing, childcare, and the
pressing needs of the middle class and
working families of our country, not to
mention the needs of our veterans,
whose numbers are rapidly increasing
as a result of this war.

This is a war which has caused un-
imaginable horror for the people of
Iraq. People who had suffered so long
under the brutality of the Saddam Hus-
sein dictatorship are suffering even
more today. There are estimates that
hundreds of thousands of Iraqis have
been killed or wounded and almost 2
million have been forced to flee their
country—some 8 percent of their popu-
lation.

While civil war tears neighborhoods
apart, children are without schools,
and the Iraqi people lack electricity,
health care, and other basic necessities
of life. The doctors and nurses, teach-
ers and administrators who have pro-
vided the professional infrastructure
for the people of Iraq are now long
gone.

This is a war which has lowered our
standing in the international commu-
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nity to an all-time low in our lifetimes,
with leaders in democratic countries
hesitant to work with us because of the
lack of respect their citizens have for
our President. Long-time friends and
allies are simply wondering what is
going on in the United States today.
This is a war which has stretched our
active-duty military to the breaking
point, as well as our National Guard
and Reserve forces. Morale in the mili-
tary is low, and this war will have last-
ing impacts on the future recruitment,
retention, and readiness of our Na-
tion’s military. This is a war which has
in many respects lowered our capa-
bility to effectively fight the very seri-
ous threats of international terrorism
and Islamic extremism.

Five years after the horrific attacks
of 9/11, Osama bin Laden remains free.
Using the presence of United States
troops in Iraq as their rallying call, al-
Qaida’s strength around the world con-
tinues to grow and the situation in Af-
ghanistan is currently becoming more
and more difficult.

Tragically, this administration has
refused to listen to the American peo-
ple who, in this last election, made it
very clear that they want a new direc-
tion in Iraq, and they want this war
wound down, not escalated.

This administration has refused to
listen to the thoughtful suggestions of
the bipartisan Iraq Study Group, which
included two former Secretaries of
State, including President Bush’s own
father’s Secretary of State, as well as a
former Presidential chief of staff and a
former Secretary of Defense, that it
was time for a change in direction.
This administration has refused to lis-
ten to the advice of our military lead-
ers in Iraq who told us that increasing
troops from the United States would
make it easier for the Iraqi Govern-
ment and military to avoid their polit-
ical and military responsibilities.

This administration has refused to
listen to the Iraqi people who, accord-
ing to a number of polls, have told us
very strongly that they believe, in the
midst of all of the horror and turmoil
and violence within their country, that
they would be safer and more secure if
our troops left their country.

In fact, this administration has trag-
ically refused to listen to almost any-
body except that same shrinking inner
circle, led by the Vice President, who
has consistently been wrong on this
issue from day one.

As most everybody understands and
as the recent National Intelligence Hs-
timate has confirmed, the situation
today in Iraq is extremely dire. The sad
truth is there are now no good options
before us; there are simply less bad op-
tions. In Iraq today, according to Sec-
retary of Defense Bob Gates, there are
now at least four separate wars being
fought, wars that our soldiers who have
fought with incredible bravery and
skill find themselves in the middle of.

Let me quote Secretary Gates, who
has recently stated:
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I believe there are essentially four wars
going on in Iraq. One is Shia on Shia, prin-
cipally in the south; the second is sectarian
conflict, principally in Baghdad but not sole-
ly. Third is the insurgency, and fourth is Al
Queda.

The reality today, as described by
the Secretary of Defense, has nothing
to do with why President Bush got us
into this war in the first place. In
March of 2002, he told us Iraq had weap-
ons of mass destruction and that they
were poised to use those weapons
against us. That was not true and cer-
tainly has no relevance to the war
today. In 2002, the President told us
Iraq was somehow linked to al-Qaida
and bore some responsibility for the
horrific 9/11 attack against our coun-
try. That also turned out not to be true
and has no relevance to the situation
we find ourselves in today.

In the 2006 elections, the American
people, in a loud and unmistakable
voice, told us they no longer had con-
fidence in the Bush administration’s
handling of the war in Iraq. In my
view, they told us they wanted Con-
gress to begin asserting its constitu-
tional authority over this war, and
they wanted us to rein in the adminis-
tration. Most importantly, they told us
they wanted us to begin the process of
bringing our troops home as soon as
possible. And as a Vermont Senator,
that is exactly the effort I intend to
make.

In my view, the Warner resolution is
far too weak. It is a baby step forward.
Whether it is passed or not, it must be
followed with much stronger legisla-
tion, legislation that has real teeth. In-
stead of just voicing our disapproval of
President Bush’s escalation of the war
with a nonbinding resolution, we
should now be considering legislation
that provides for the safe and orderly
redeployment of virtually all of our
troops out of Iraq within the next year,
even as we continue to give support to
the Iraq Government and their mili-
tary for the purpose of helping them
accept their political and military re-
sponsibilities. That is the legislation
we should be debating. That is the leg-
islation we should be passing.

How can we accomplish this with-
drawal and redeployment? Regardless
of what happens with the nonbinding
Warner bill, in the very near future we
must bring forth legislation on to the
floor of the Senate that would prohibit
the use of funds for an escalation of
United States military forces without
a specific new authorization from the
Congress. Secondly, we must consider
legislation to require a schedule for the
return home of a majority of American
forces and the redeployment of the rest
of the American forces from Iraq to
other places. Finally, we must vote
against any additional funding to in-
crease troop levels. In addition, we
must set conditions in any future fund-
ing bill so that the President is obliged
to begin winding down this war.

We are mired in a war that has gone
on longer than American involvement
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in either the First World War or the
Second World War. We will spend more
money on this war in real dollars than
we spent on either the Korean war or
the war in Vietnam. Our standing in
the international community has de-
clined, and our ability to combat inter-
national terrorism has been seriously
compromised. It is time to say no to
this ill-conceived escalation. It is time
to deploy our troops out of harm’s way.
It is time to end this war.

———

HONORING CHARLES H. RAMSEY

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to honor Charles H. Ramsey, who
retired as chief of the Metropolitan Po-
lice Department at the end of Decem-
ber.

A Chicago, IL, native, Chief Ramsey
began his career in law enforcement
with the Chicago Police Department in
1968. Over the course of nearly three
decades, Ramsey proved himself a dedi-
cated and capable member of the force.
He was promoted to Deputy Super-
intendent of the Bureau of Staff Serv-
ices in 1994. The position brought with
it many new responsibilities and put
him in charge of the Department’s edu-
cation and training programs, an area
in which Charles Ramsey excelled.

During his tenure with the CPD,
Chief Ramsey played an instrumental
role in the creation and implementa-
tion of the Chicago Alternative Polic-
ing Strategy, the city’s innovative
model of community policing. CAPS
was designed to help police officers bet-
ter understand the communities they
were patrolling, rendering them more
effective in preventing crime.

Chief Ramsey comanaged the Chi-
cago Alternative Policing Strategy
program, which promoted the coopera-
tion of police, community, and city
services. The training program to sup-
port the CAPS operation model pro-
vided guidelines for working with city
agencies, and encouraging residents to
become involved in their neighbor-
hoods and communities through local
meetings with law enforcement offi-
cials.

Chief Ramsey brought many of the
strategies he piloted in Chicago to
Washington when he was appointed
chief of the Metropolitan Police De-
partment in April of 1998. Chief
Ramsey has said that when he came to
the MPDC he found ‘‘outstanding peo-
ple who were frustrated by antiquated
technology, vehicles and equipment
and perhaps most of all, an overall
sense of organizational pride and pur-
pose that needed to be restored.” Chief
Ramsey made it his goal, over the next
8% years not only to update the De-
partment’s resources, but to restore
the Department’s sense of pride and to
build public confidence in the police.

Under his leadership, the Metropoli-
tan Police Department saw a shift in
strategic vision, with a new emphasis
on community policing and crime pre-
vention. Chief Ramsey created a sys-
tem of Regional Operations Commands,
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designed to reduce unnecessary bu-
reaucracy and enhance accountability.
In eight and a half years, the Depart-
ment has achieved much success. The
crime rate in the District of Columbia
is close to 40 percent lower than when
Chief Ramsey joined the force. Mean-
while, the department received acclaim
for its handling of a number of major
events, including the 1999 NATO 50th
Anniversary summit and the 2000 pro-
tests against the International Mone-
tary Fund and World Bank Group.

Throughout his career, Chief Ramsey
has received numerous accolades and
been presented with many honors. He
received the Gary P. Hayes Award from
the Police Executive Research Forum,
the 2001 Robert Lamb Humanitarian
Award from the National Organization
of Black Law Enforcement Executives
and the 2001 Civil Rights Award from
the International Association of Chiefs
of Police. But Chief Ramsey is sure to
be remembered for an unlikely partner-
ship that developed shortly after he ar-
rived in Washington.

It began, when Chief Ramsey visited
the United States Holocaust Museum
at the invitation of the Anti-Defama-
tion League. Following his visit, he
considered the ways in which his De-
partment could learn from the history
of the Holocaust, in particular the
vital role law enforcement must play
in protecting civil liberties. Chief
Ramsey enlisted the help of the Mu-
seum and the ADL in drafting a cur-
ricula and training program for his of-
ficers. In 1999, “Law Enforcement and
Society: Lessons from the Holocaust”
was introduced. Since its inception
“Law Enforcement and Society’ has
been used by more than a dozen other
departments and the Federal Bureau of
Investigation. In 2001, the Anti-Defa-
mation League recognized Chief
Ramsey’s efforts, presenting him with
the Sigmund Livingston Award and
Chief Ramsey was honored by the Holo-
caust Museum in 2005.

I congratulate Chief Charles Ramsey
on his many accomplishments through-
out his long and distinguished career. I
thank him for his leadership in the
Metropolitan Police Department and
his commitment to public service. I
wish him and his family the very best
in the years to come.

PUBLICATION
RULES IN
RECORD

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I
would like to take this opportunity to
remind all Senate Committee chairmen
that paragraph 2 of the Standing Rules
of the Senate requires each Senate
committee to adopt rules to govern its
procedures. Under this rule, committee
rules may not be inconsistent with the
Rules of the Senate and must be pub-
lished in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
not later than March 1, 2007.
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