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administration must finally adopt a re-
alistic, clear, and comprehensive strat-
egy.

This Democratic amendment lays out
many of the principles that should
guide that strategy, including using all
of our diplomatic, military, political
and economic leverage to defeat the in-
surgency, getting greater international
support for the reconstruction effort,
strengthening the capacity of Iraq’s
governing ministries, and training
Iraqi security forces. And it requires
the administration to regularly report
back to Congress and the American
public on the status of implementing
the measures necessary to complete
the mission.

As we know from painful experience,
no President can sustain a war without
the support of the American people. In
the case of Iraq, their patience is
frayed nearly to the breaking point be-
cause Americans who care deeply about
their country will not tolerate our
troops giving their lives without a
clear strategy, and will not tolerate
vague platitudes when real answers are
needed.

The Democratic amendment address-
es that by calling on the administra-
tion to give Congress and the American
public a target schedule for achieving
the conditions that will allow for the
phased redeployment of U.S. troops,
the status of efforts meet that sched-
ule, and the estimated dates for such
redeployment.

Let’s be very clear on this point: the
Democratic amendment does not call
for setting any arbitrary deadlines for
withdrawal of U.S. troops. It envisions
redeployment of U.S. forces as condi-
tions allow. But it rejects the adminis-
tration’s hollow, vague declaration to
just ‘“‘stay as long as it takes’ by call-
ing on the administration to give tar-
get dates and regular updates on reach-
ing those conditions.

For far too long, Congress and the
American public have been left in the
dark when it comes to Iraq. We have
repeatedly been asked by the adminis-
tration to take their word that they
have a strategy for success, without
being given any sense of what that is
or when our troops will be home. It is
past time for Congress and the Amer-
ican people to be fully informed about
what our strategy is, the progress that
is being made in implementing it, and
when we might expect to see our troops
redeployed. That is what the Levin
amendment will do.

While the Democratic amendment
and the Republican amendment offered
by Senators WARNER and FRIST are a
wakeup call to the Bush administra-
tion that there is an overwhelming bi-
partisan majority with deep concerns
about the administration’s aimless
course in Iraq, I will not support the
Warner-Frist amendment because it
stripped out two of the key provisions
of the Democratic amendment. The
first is the sense of the Senate that
America should let the Iraqi people
know that we will not stay in Iraq in-
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definitely, which will send an impor-
tant message about our intentions
while reducing the sense of U.S. occu-
pation. The second is the requirement
that the administration provide a re-
port to Congress that includes esti-
mated dates for the redeployment of
U.S. troops as specific conditions are
met, which is necessary to keep Con-
gress and the American public in-
formed about our progress towards the
ultimate goal of finishing our mission
and getting our troops home. These
provisions are an essential part of a
real strategy for success in Iraq. We
owe our troops and the country noth-
ing less.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading and was read the
third time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on the passage of the bill,
as amended.

Mr. WARNER. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. MCCONNELL. The following Sen-
ator was necessarily absent: the Sen-
ator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX-
ANDER) would have voted ‘“‘yea.”

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. CORZINE)
is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 98,
nays 0, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 326 Leg.]

YEAS—98
Akaka Domenici McCain
Allard Dorgan McConnell
Allen Durbin Mikulski
Baucus Ensign Murkowski
Bayh Enzi Murray
Bennett Feingold Nelson (FL)
B@den FeAinstein Nelson (NE)
Bingaman Frist Obama
Bond Graham Pryor
Boxer Grassley Reed
Brownback Gregg Reid
Bunning Hagel Roberts
Burns Harkin Rockefeller
Burr Hatch Salazar
Byrd Hutchison Santorum
Cantwell Inhofe Sarbanes
Carper Inouye
Chafee Isakson Schqmer
Chambliss Jeffords Sessions
Clinton Johnson Shelby
Coburn Kennedy Smith
Cochran Kerry Snowe
Coleman Kohl Specter
Collins Kyl Stabenow
Conrad Landrieu Stevens
Cornyn Lautenberg Sununu
Craig Leahy Talent
Crapo Levin Thomas
Dayton Lieberman Thune
DeMint Lincoln Vitter
DeWine Lott Voinovich
Dodd Lugar Warner
Dole Martinez Wyden
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NOT VOTING—2

Alexander Corzine

The bill (S. 1042), as amended, was
passed.

(The bill will be printed in a future
edition of the RECORD.)

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I move
to reconsider.

Mr. LEVIN. I move to lay that mo-
tion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that S. 1042, as
amended, be printed as passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I now
ask further unanimous consent that
the Senate proceed immediately to the
consideration en bloc of S. 1043 through
S. 1045, Calendar Orders Nos. 103, 104,
and 105; that all after the enacting
clause of those bills be stricken, and
the appropriate portions of S. 1042, as
amended, be inserted in lieu thereof ac-
cording to the schedule which I am
sending to the desk; that these bills be
advanced to third reading and passed;
that the motions to reconsider en bloc
be laid upon the table; and that the
above actions occur without inter-
vening action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and it
is so ordered.

———

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE AU-
THORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2006

The bill (S. 1043) to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2006 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of
Defense, to prescribe personnel
strengths for such fiscal year for the
Armed Forces, and for other purposes,
was considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as amended.

(The text of the bill will be printed in
a future edition of the RECORD.)

———————

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AU-
THORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2006

The bill (S. 1044) to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2006 for mili-
tary construction, and for other pur-
poses, was considered, ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as amended.

(The text of the bill will be printed in
a future edition of the RECORD.)

————

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY NA-
TIONAL SECURITY ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2006

The bill (S. 1045) to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2006 for defense
activities of the Department of Energy,
and for other purposes, was considered,
ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and
passed, as amended.
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