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$500 billion. In fact, we learned yester-
day that the United States had shipped 
money to Mr. Bremer, Ambassador 
Bremer, to disburse money to Iraqi 
ministries. How much money? It was 
363 tons of money in hundred-dollar 
bills—363 tons. There is some dispute 
as to how many hundred-dollar bills it 
takes to make 363 tons, and they really 
don’t know exactly how much money 
that is, but it is around $12 billion, 
most of which is not accounted for. I 
guess $12 billion, when you compare it 
to $500 billion, is not very much, but I 
think the American people understand 
that 363 tons of cash, hundred-dollar 
bills, is a lot of money. 

We also know from reading the morn-
ing paper that the Associated Press re-
ports: 

More Americans have been killed in com-
bat in Iraq over the last 4 months than in 
any comparable stretch since the war began. 

To say the war isn’t going well is an 
understatement. To say there is a civil 
war going on in Iraq is an understate-
ment. I really think it is unfortunate 
that we have been unable to vote on 
whether the surge should take place. 
Senators have not been allowed to cast 
their vote on this issue, and because of 
that, we are going to move on to the 
continuing resolution this afternoon— 
late this evening, I should say, after we 
finish these two important Executive 
Calendar matters. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE 
REPUBLICAN LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

INSIST ON A FAIR PROCESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Listening to my 
good friend, the majority leader, 
should remind us all that the debate we 
had anticipated having this week—and 
I might say Members on our side were 
certainly prepared to have the debate— 
would not have had any impact on the 
surge. These were nonbinding resolu-
tions. I would not argue that they were 
not significant, because Senators 
would have been put on record. But we 
were certainly prepared for the debate. 
What we were not prepared to do is to 
have a process that denied our side 
other options in addition to the Levin 
proposal. 

As we were frequently reminded last 
year by Democratic Senators, the Sen-
ate is different from the House. In the 
Senate, a minority of at least 41 can in-
sist on a process that is fair. 

Senate Republicans were united, in-
cluding members of our conference who 
support the Levin proposal, in insisting 
on a fair process. We started out with 
five different options, gradually pared 
them down to two—the McCain-Lieber-
man-Graham proposal and the Gregg 
proposal relating to supporting the 
troops. My good friend, the majority 
leader, objected to allowing us to have 

two proposals. He only wanted us to 
have one proposal. So we narrowed it 
down to one and picked the Gregg 
‘‘support the troops’’ proposal as our 
one, and the majority leader objected 
to that unanimous consent request as 
well, leading us to believe that not 
only did he want us to limit ourselves 
to one, he wanted to pick which one. Of 
course, in the Senate, that is just not 
possible. This is a deliberative body. It 
insists on having votes on a wide vari-
ety of proposals. Certainly, when we 
were in the majority last year, we had 
to vote on a lot of things we might not 
have liked to have voted on in order to 
advance a particular proposal. That is 
the way the Senate works. 

At whatever point the majority 
would like to begin the debate again on 
Iraq, we will certainly be happy to 
have it. I particularly wish to thank 
Senator GREGG for his very important 
contribution to this debate. That is a 
vote we will have at some point, on 
some measure, when we return to the 
subject of Iraq. 

With regard to the continuing resolu-
tion, let me just say to the majority 
leader, he has suggested that I survey 
our members and see what amend-
ments we might like to offer, since he 
has indicated amendments may or may 
not be allowed on that proposal. I 
would say to him we are paring that 
down and hope to be able to get him— 
we have about seven; we are going to 
try to pare that down to three, submit 
those amendments to the majority 
leader, and hope they might be allowed 
when we do move to the continuing 
resolution. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I say to my 
friend, we would also see what amend-
ments, if any, we want to offer on this 
side—maybe three and three or what-
ever we can come up with that appears 
to move the ball along. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Republican whip is recog-
nized. 

f 

RESOLUTIONS PROCEDURE 
Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I was 

pleased to hear just a moment ago the 
suggestion that maybe we go to the 
Omnibus appropriations bill in such a 
way that would allow some amend-
ments to be offered on both sides. That 
is good. That is the way it ought to be. 
That is why I have been surprised and, 
frankly, disappointed that we have not 
been able to come to some sort of 
agreement about how to proceed to 
these resolutions dealing with the 
President’s plan to take action in Iraq 
and have a full debate on the sub-
stance. 

Of the plan and the resolutions, I 
don’t think there is any excuse for the 
fact that we have come to the point 
where we are throwing up our hands 
and saying: I can’t have it my way, you 
can’t have it your way, therefore, we 
will have it no way. 

If this were the Super Bowl, whether 
you were Grossman or Manning, you 

would call a time out and say, wait a 
minute here, there has got to be a way 
we can get a plan to go forward. I know 
how difficult it is to do this because 
our leaders on both sides of the aisle 
get pressured from all sides. They are 
pulled. Don’t agree to that, you have to 
agree to that. 

In the end, the leaders have to decide 
how we go forward in a fair and an open 
way, and the rest of us have to support 
that decision. The majority has strong 
power in the House of Representatives, 
and a good bit in the Senate. But I 
think the most difficult job in the city 
is the job of being majority leader, the 
job that Senator REID has right now 
because he doesn’t have a Rules Com-
mittee. He is not the President. He 
can’t give an order and have the bu-
reaucracy move, not that the bureauc-
racy ever moves. He has to work with 
the minority. He has to find a way to 
move things forward. 

Some people say: Oh, that is the 
process. Look, the process is substance 
because if you can’t figure out how to 
get it done, you never get to the sub-
stance. This is not an autocracy. No 
one person possesses unlimited power. 
You have got to give to get a little. 
You can’t have a deal where you say: 
No, no, you can’t offer but one amend-
ment; and, by the way, it has to be 
this. 

If we were going to do anything, we 
should have gone with more, not less. 
So I don’t get it. If this is the big, im-
portant, serious issue we all say it is, 
surely we could have worked out a way 
to proceed. Well, I guess the one thing 
we could say is, we will get back to 
this. We are going to get back to it in 
many different ways. But at least in 
the future, when we get to the debate, 
it is going to be a serious debate about 
something that is real. 

We were talking about taking up res-
olutions that had no binding effect. It 
was a feel-good deal. Yeah, we are 
going to take a pop at the President. 
Yeah, we support the troops, but no, we 
don’t support the troops. 

Oh, yes, thank you very much, Gen-
eral Petraeus, 81 to nothing, you are 
confirmed. Go over to Iraq. Oh, and by 
the way, we don’t agree with what you 
are going to try to do. We don’t support 
the plan. How did we get into that? 

At least at some point, men and 
women of strong principle and beliefs 
are going to offer up amendments that 
are going to say: Support the troops, 
stick with the plan or pull out. High 
tail it out. Get out of there now. And 
then we will have a real debate and we 
will have real votes. That is what, 
under our Constitution, we should be 
doing, actually. 

I think the proposal that Senator 
GREGG had, made eminent good sense. 
Let’s show we support the troops. Gee 
whiz, why is that a bad idea? The 
American people don’t want to send 
our troops into harm’s way around the 
world or even in Baghdad without 
knowing we are behind them. 

So what is the problem? The problem 
is that it was able to get 80, I don’t 
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