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and women, as we all acknowledge, are
the finest fighting force in the world.
They can accomplish any mission given
to them. But they can also tell the dif-
ference between days and weeks. Our
troops can tell that they are still re-
sponsible for about 25 percent of the
NATO support missions in Libya. They
hear the voices calling for NATO to ex-
pand its operations. And then they
know that any expansion of NATO’s
mission, in scope or duration, puts
more of them in harm’s way. They sim-
ply deserve more clarity, as do the
American people.

So I think the Congress, on behalf of
the American people, consistent with
our constitutional responsibilities and
our shared power in matters as serious
as this, deserve a plan from the Presi-
dent of the United States, so he can
present it to us and we can have what
we sorely need, which is a genuine de-
bate about our role in the future—the
way forward in Libya.

So what should that plan look like? I
will make a few suggestions. I believe a
credible plan should contain a detailed
description of U.S. policy objectives in
Libya both during and after Qaddafi’s
rule. It should include a detailed plan
to achieve those objectives. And par-
ticularly in these times when we are
struggling with enormous debt and
deficits, it should include a detailed es-
timate of the costs of U.S. military op-
erations in Libya and any other ac-
tions required to implement the plan.

Congress, of course, has the responsi-
bility for the federal purse strings and
would be asked to appropriate the
money, so I think it is entirely appro-
priate that the President present to us
a plan that we can debate and vote on
in the form of an authorization.

I think a credible plan should also in-
clude a detailed description of the limi-
tations the President has placed on the
nature, duration, and scope of U.S.
military operations in Libya—the limi-
tations he referred to in his letter of
March 21 to Congress.

A plan from the President would, of
course, be a catalyst for a long-overdue
debate right here in the Halls of what
we call occasionally the world’s great-
est deliberative body. But we cannot
deliberate without debate and without
an honest appraisal of where we are
and where we are going. In fact, it is
clear, just by referring back to the de-
bate we had on Iraq and Afghanistan,
that the amount of time devoted in
this body to Libya is dwarfed by the
fulsome debates we had over a period of
years relative to our military oper-
ations in Iraq and Afghanistan.

Now, what questions should a Senate
debate over Libya hope to address?
Well, I can think of a few.

Was the Secretary of Defense correct
when he said Libya is not a vital inter-
est for the United States?

Is the situation on the ground in
Libya—as reported by the news—basi-
cally now a stalemate? Remember that
the initial U.S. commander of coalition
operations in Libya, General Carter
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Ham, testified before the Armed Serv-
ices Committee just last week. He
agreed with that assessment that it
was essentially now a stalemate.

I think this is, to me, the simplest,
the most direct question: If the Presi-
dent’s goal was to stop Qaddafi from
killing Libyans, civilians rebelling
against him and protesting against his
tyrannical rule, how in the world do we
stop the killing without stopping the
killer? That would be Muammar
Qaddafi. How can we stop the killing of
civilians until we achieve the objective
of removing him by any means nec-
essary?

I think it is also appropriate to in-
quire as to whether the Pottery Barn
rule applies in Libya. Colin Powell,
former Secretary of State and Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, once
observed that, Once you break it, you
own it, the so-called Pottery Barn rule.

Has the administration’s focus on
Libya distracted it from our ongoing
efforts in Afghanistan and Iraq, which
are both vital interests? We have com-
mitted huge amounts of blood and
treasure to success in both of those
countries, and I think Congress needs
to know, and we need to have a fulsome
debate, about whether this mission in
Libya has distracted from those other
two vital missions.

We also need to talk about whether
NATO’s performance in Libya has jeop-
ardized its effectiveness and reputa-
tion. Is there a risk that the alliance is
already splitting because of caveats or
restrictions that some of the coalition
members are placing on their partici-
pation in the ongoing intervention in
Libya?

Finally, I think we need to know, be-
cause certainly everything that hap-
pens becomes precedent for some fu-
ture action, whether there is some-
thing that one might call an ‘“‘Obama
doctrine.” Is it that the United States
will use military force when requested
by our allies such as France or, per-
haps, international bodies such as the
Arab League or the United Nations, but
not otherwise? Is it something like the
United States will protect civilians
when they capture the world’s media
attention, but ignore their suffering
otherwise? Is it something that ex-
plains why, for example, we are en-
gaged in Libya but not engaged in
Syria?

Remember that Syria is a nation
that is slaughtering its own civilians—
a humanitarian crisis, I would submit.
It is a known state sponsor of ter-
rorism, so designated by the U.S. De-
partment of State, and it is a well-
known and notorious conduit for arms
from Iran to the Lebanese Hezbollah.
Whatever the Obama doctrine is, why
doesn’t it apply to Syria? We need to
ask those questions and I think we
need and deserve—and the American
people even more so deserve—answers.

I believe our debate in the Senate
should result in a vote on a congres-
sional authorization for the President’s
plan, whatever that is, in Libya, but we
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ought to have a conversation, we ought
to communicate, we ought to have a
consultation, not allow the President
to treat Congress like a potted plant
when it comes to intervening in a for-
eign nation in a military fashion. I be-
lieve the President should ask Congress
for an authorization, and I believe we
should vote on one.

I certainly don’t believe that what
we have done so far, which is pass a
simple resolution without much notice
or debate, is sufficient. Frankly, I
don’t understand why some of my col-
leagues are so willing to acquiesce to
the President, thereby conceding to the
executive branch all authority in deal-
ing with a matter of this gravity and
seriousness.

I believe a robust debate about Libya
would be good for the Senate, it would
be good for the House of Representa-
tives, I think it would be good for the
American people, and I think it would
be good for the President. If the Presi-
dent takes action knowing that the
American people and the Congress are
behind his plan, that is good for Amer-
ica, and that is what we need.

I am afraid, though, that the Presi-
dent is taking the support of the Amer-
ican people for granted. The American
people instinctively want to support
our Commander in Chief, but history
shows our military operations are most
successful when the people of the
United States are behind them. When
the American people are not—when
they become disengaged or disillu-
sioned—success becomes much more
difficult, not just in Libya but for fu-
ture missions as well. I hope the Presi-
dent will act in such a way that shows
respect for Congress as a coequal
branch of government, and for the
American people, who expect that their
representatives will debate questions
of this gravity in the open and ask the
questions they themselves would ask
before their sons and daughters are put
in danger. I hope the American people
will have the benefit of a vigorous de-
bate on Libya in the Senate.

It is with that objective in mind that
my colleagues and I have submitted a
resolution. I know there are other reso-
lutions. I believe the Senator from
Connecticut and the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts and the Senator from Ari-
zona have another one. I am advised
that Senator ENSIGN from Nevada and
Senator HUTCHISON from Texas have
another one. I think we need to con-
sider all of those views and have a de-
bate and vote on these issues.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 149—RECOG-
NIZING AND SUPPORTING THE
GOALS AND IDEALS OF SEXUAL
ASSAULT AWARENESS MONTH

Mr. CASEY submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 149

Whereas on average, a person is sexually
assaulted in the United States every 2 %
minutes;
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Whereas the Department of Justice reports
that more than 200,000 people in the United
States are sexually assaulted each year;

Whereas 1 in 6 women and 1 in 33 men have
been victims of rape or attempted rape;

Whereas the Department of Defense re-
ceived 2,908 reports of sexual assault involv-
ing members of the Armed Forces in fiscal
year 2008, representing an 8 percent increase
from fiscal year 2007;

Whereas children and young adults are
most at risk of sexual assault, as 44 percent
of sexual assault victims are under 18 years
of age, and 80 percent are under the 30 years
of age;

Whereas sexual assault affects women,
men, and children of all racial, social, reli-
gious, age, ethnic, and economic groups in
the United States;

Whereas women, children, and men suffer
multiple types of sexual violence, including
acquaintance, stranger, spousal, and gang
rape, incest, child sexual molestation, forced
prostitution, trafficking, forced pornog-
raphy, ritual abuse, sexual harassment, and
stalking;

Whereas it is estimated that the percent-
age of completed or attempted rape victim-
ization among women in institutions of high-
er education is between 20 and 25 percent
over the course of a college career;

Whereas, in addition to the immediate
physical and emotional costs, sexual assault
has associated consequences that may in-
clude post-traumatic stress disorder, sub-
stance abuse, major depression, homeless-
ness, eating disorders, and suicide;

Whereas only 41 percent of sexual assault
victims pursue prosecution by reporting
their attack to law enforcement agencies;

Whereas %5 of sexual crimes are committed
by persons who are not strangers to the vic-
tims;

Whereas sexual assault survivors suffer
emotional scars long after the physical scars
have healed;

Whereas, because of advances in DNA tech-
nology, law enforcement agencies have the
potential to identify the rapists in tens of
thousands of unsolved rape cases;

Whereas aggressive prosecution can lead to
the incarceration of rapists and therefore
prevent those individuals from committing
further crimes;

Whereas national, State, territory, and
tribal coalitions, community-based rape cri-
sis centers, and other organizations across
the United States are committed to increas-
ing public awareness of sexual violence and
its prevalence, and to eliminating sexual vio-
lence through prevention and education;

Whereas important partnerships have been
formed among criminal and juvenile justice
agencies, health professionals, public health
workers, educators, first responders, and vic-
tim service providers;

Whereas free, confidential help is available
to all survivors of sexual assault through the
National Sexual Assault Hotline, more than
1,000 rape crisis centers across the United
States, and other organizations that provide
services to assist survivors of sexual assault;

Whereas in 2011, the Department of Defense
and the Rape, Abuse & Incest National Net-
work (RAINN) launched the DoD Safe
Helpline, which provides live, one-on-one
help to members of the United States Armed
Forces who have been sexually assaulted;

Whereas the DoD Safe Helpline provides
live help to active duty personnel and other
members of the DoD community worldwide
by phone (877-995-5247) and online at
SafeHelpline.org, as well as installation-
based referrals via texting;

Whereas, according to a 2010 survey of rape
crisis centers by the National Alliance to
End Sexual Violence, 72 percent of programs
have experienced a reduction in funding over
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2009 levels, 56 percent have experienced a re-
duction in staffing, 23 percent have a waiting
list for services, and funding and staffing
cuts have resulted in an overall 50 percent
reduction in the provision of institutional
advocacy services;

Whereas individual and collective efforts
reflect the dream of the people of the United
States for a nation where individuals and or-
ganizations actively work to prevent all
forms of sexual violence and no sexual as-
sault victim goes unserved or ever feels that
there is no path to justice; and

Whereas April is recognized as ‘‘National
Sexual Assault Awareness and Prevention
Month’’: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That—

(1) it is the sense of the Senate that—

(A) National Sexual Assault Awareness and
Prevention Month provides a special oppor-
tunity to educate the people of the United
States about sexual violence and to encour-
age the prevention of sexual assault, the im-
proved treatment of survivors of sexual as-
sault, and the prosecution of perpetrators of
sexual assault;

(B) it is appropriate to properly acknowl-
edge the more than 20,000,000 men and
women who have survived sexual assault in
the United States and salute the efforts of
survivors, volunteers, and professionals who
combat sexual assault;

(C) national and community organizations
and private sector supporters should be rec-
ognized and applauded for their work in pro-
moting awareness about sexual assault, pro-
viding information and treatment to sur-
vivors of sexual assault, and increasing the
number of successful prosecutions of per-
petrators of sexual assault; and

(D) public safety, law enforcement, and
health professionals should be recognized
and applauded for their hard work and inno-
vative strategies to increase the percentage
of sexual assault cases that result in the
prosecution and incarceration of the offend-
ers;

(2) the Senate strongly recommends that
national and community organizations, busi-
nesses in the private sector, institutions of
higher education, and the media promote,
through National Sexual Assault Awareness
and Prevention Month, awareness of sexual
violence and strategies to decrease the inci-
dence of sexual assault; and

(3) the Senate supports the goals and ideals
of National Sexual Assault Awareness and
Prevention Month.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 150—CALL-
ING FOR THE PROTECTION OF

RELIGIOUS MINORITY RIGHTS
AND FREEDOMS IN THE ARAB
WORLD

Mr. INHOFE submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:

S. REs. 150

Whereas, on January 25, 2011, in Tahrir
Square, Egyptian protestors found their
voice when they successfully ended the 30-
plus year rule of President Mubarak and
began the work of creating a true democratic
government, a government that supports and
protects inalienable rights and freedoms, in-
cluding the freedom of religion;

Whereas the fervor and spirit of these revo-
lutions have taken wing in other Arab na-
tions such as Tunisia, Libya, and Syria;

Whereas, reminiscent of the 1968 ‘‘Prague
Spring’’ in the former Czechoslovakia, many
have called this revolutionary period an
‘““‘Arab Spring”’, where ordinary citizens have
taken to the streets demanding an end to
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corruption, political cronyism, and govern-
ment repression;

Whereas, in the midst of newly acquired
freedoms, including those of speech, press,
and assembly, it is extremely important that
religious minorities in these countries be
protected from violence and guaranteed the
freedom to practice their religion and to ex-
press religious thought;

Whereas Article 18 of the Universal Dec-
laration of Human Rights recognizes that
“[e]lveryone has the right to freedom of
thought, conscience, and religion; this right
includes freedom to change his religion or
belief, and freedom, either alone or in com-
munity with others and in public or private,
to manifest his religion or belief in teaching,
practice, worship, and observance’’;

Whereas the freedom to worship by minor-
ity religious communities in Arab nations
has come under repeated and deadly attack
in recent months;

Whereas, on November 1, 2010, the deadliest
ever recorded attack on Iraqi Christians oc-
curred at the Sayidat al-Nejat Catholic Ca-
thedral located in central Baghdad, where
militants stormed the church and detonated
2 suicide vests filled with ball bearings, kill-
ing 58 and wounding 78 parishioners;

Whereas, on January 1, 2011, a suicide
bomber blew himself up in front of the Saint
George and Bishop Peter Church in Cairo,
killing 21 Egyptian Coptic Christians, a
Christian minority group that accounts for 9
percent of Egypt’s population of 80,000,000;

Whereas the freedom to proselytize by mi-
nority religious communities in Arab na-
tions has also come under repeated and dead-
ly attack in recent months through so-called
blasphemy laws that are punishable by
death;

Whereas, on January 4, 2011, Governor
Salman Tasser, who courageously sought to
release Aasia Bibi, a Christian woman and
mother of 5 who was sentenced to death
under Pakistan’s blasphemy laws, was
gunned down by his own security guard be-
cause of his support for reforming the blas-
phemy laws; and

Whereas, on March 2, 2011, Shahbaz Bhatti,
Pakistan’s only Christian cabinet member
and passionate supporter of interfaith toler-
ance and repeal of Pakistan’s blasphemy law,
was assassinated by multiple gunmen, leav-
ing his body and vehicle riddled with 80 bul-
lets and anti-Christian pamphlets strewn
over his body: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) recognizes, in this spirit of Arab Spring
revolution, that religious minority freedoms
and rights must be protected; and

(2) urges in the strongest terms that the
United States Government lead the inter-
national effort to repeal existing blasphemy
laws.

SENATE RESOLUTION  151—CON-
GRATULATING THE UNIVERSITY
OF MINNESOTA DULUTH MEN’S
ICE HOCKEY TEAM ON WINNING
THEIR FIRST NATIONAL COLLE-
GIATE ATHLETIC ASSOCIATION
(NCAA) DIVISION I MEN’S HOCK-
EY NATIONAL CHAMPIONSHIP

Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 151

Whereas on Saturday, April 9, 2011, the
University of Minnesota Duluth won the 2011
NCAA Division I Men’s Ice Hockey Cham-
pionship;



		Superintendent of Documents
	2025-10-13T14:02:55-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	U.S. Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




