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Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the 30 minutes
begin following the presentation of
Senator ROBERTS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. ROBERTS. As I indicated, Mr.
President, we have not discussed the
difficult policy decisions that will con-
front us if it becomes necessary to
withdraw or redeploy, what that mis-
sion would be, or even how to with-
draw. The reality is what we will do
when certain consequences would take
place. These are the possible, if not
probable, consequences we should be
confronting and debating and explain-
ing to the American people and our-
selves and in the media, even if some
may have a deaf ear.

First. A dramatic increase in sec-
tarian violence quickly escalating to a
civil war—and I mean a real civil war—
and a humanitarian disaster far more
devastating than what is happening
now. Shia versus Shia, Shia versus
Sunni. What do we do? Thousands of
Iraqis have already become refugees
and left the country.

Second. Given a civil war and strug-
gle for control, we can expect an incur-
sion of Sunni troops from other Mid-
east countries—I want to make it very
clear about that: other Mideast coun-
tries—to prevent an Iranian takeover
of Iraq and the very real possibility of
an Iraq led by Muqgtada al-Sadr, whose
street appeal could endanger their own
Governments. I am talking about other
Mideast countries. When that happens,
the war becomes regional. What do we
do?

Third. We can expect an Iraq cer-
tainly dominated by Iran, thus com-
pleting a Shia crescent with Iran, Iraq,
Syria, and Lebanon. Today, countries
such as Jordan, Saudi Arabia, and
Egypt are talking about building their
own nuclear programs, given Iran’s nu-
clear ambitions and progress. Iran has
just refused inspectors from the TIAEA.
With the possibility of Shia Muslims
and Sunni Muslims each working to
achieve nuclear capability and weap-
ons, what does Israel do? What do we
do?

Fourth. Iraq will become a safe haven
for terrorists. This time it is for real.
What do we do?

Fifth. In their eyes, with the defeat
of the ‘“‘Great Satan” only months
away, as expected—a clear signal by
this body and perhaps inevitable—ter-
rorists around the world are already
emboldened, waiting us out and plan-
ning more attacks; that is, if you be-
lieve what they say.

Read Afghanistan and the Taliban
and the spring offensive. Will we soon
be in the business of passing non-
binding resolutions about Afghanistan?

Sixth. We can expect a perceived, if
not real, lack of American resolve in
the eyes of adversaries and potential
adversaries around the world resulting
in additional national security threats.

Read Putin and Belarus and Iran, and
his recent remarkable speech at Mu-
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nich in Germany at the NATO security
conference. Kim Jong Il. We are mak-
ing some progress with North Korea
right now, but he does have a penchant
for missile launches on the 4th of July.

Read Hugo Chavez—31 countries in
the southern command. He is the new
Castro, nationalizing his oil production
and directly involved in five different
countries. What do we do?

The point is that globally and over
the long term this is not a Bush issue
or a Democratic or a Republican issue,
or even how you feel about Iraq or the
war. Even as we argue about whether
we debate and vote on one resolution
or three or four, I hope, there are ter-
rorist organizations and their second-
generation affiliates—guided and in-
spired—are plotting attacks against
the United States and throughout the
world. It is obvious we can’t sustain
the status quo in Iraq, but while we de-
bate on how to proceed, these folks are
not giving up.

The irony is that should the Presi-
dent wake up in the morning and say,
well, the House has voted for this reso-
lution, they are not for this new mis-
sion, and the Senate is about to, and
they may or may not do that, so I am
going to terminate it, I am going to
end it, then we are back to square one,
back to a stalemate, back to the status
quo. That, to me, doesn’t make sense.

Given the fact there were at least
five successful attacks that Kkilled
Americans—and others that, thank
goodness, were not successful—before
President Bush came to office and be-
fore military action in Iraqg—given the
fact this threat will face the next
President and future world leaders,
surely we can figure out it makes no
sense to fight each other when the ter-
rorists then and now and in the future
do not kill according to party affili-
ation, nationality, race, age, or gender.

We do not need a Republican ap-
proach to national security and the
war. We do not need a Democratic ap-
proach to national security and the
war. We need, however, an American
approach to our national security and
the war and to our individual freedoms.
This is a time to engage in honest dia-
log, to work together and think
through and agree on the strategy that
will defeat our enemies and make the
American people safe. And yes, bring
our troops home but in a way that we
don’t have to send them back.

So I say to the leadership, with all
due respect, let us end this nonbinding
business and get these confetti resolu-
tions behind us. We have all had a
chance now to discuss the war and we
need to vote on I think at least four
resolutions, and then come together
with a bipartisan commitment—a dif-
ficult and perhaps impossible task but,
I believe, a task that must be under-
taken for the sake of our national secu-
rity.

Mr. President, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time and I thank my col-
leagues across the aisle for permitting
me to finish my remarks.

February 16, 2007

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip.

———

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, it is my
understanding we were speaking in 30-
minute segments and that the Senator
from Kansas was allowed a little extra
time to finish his remarks, which by
my reckoning was about an additional
10 minutes. I want to clarify, and if a
unanimous consent request is nec-
essary, I will make that request, that
the Senator from North Dakota be al-
lowed to speak until 10 after the hour;
and then, at 4:30, the next Democratic
speaker would be recognized. So I
think we would be back on the sched-
ule that was spoken to earlier.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, thank
you very much, and if the Senator from
North Dakota will yield for a few min-
utes.

Mr. DORGAN. I yield to Senator
DURBIN.

Mr. DURBIN. I thank my colleague
for yielding.

——————

IRAQ

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, an his-
toric vote was announced in the House
Chamber moments ago. By a vote of 246
to 182, the House of Representatives, in
a bipartisan rollcall vote, has approved
the resolution relative to the Presi-
dent’s call for escalation of the number
of troops serving in Iraq. That resolu-
tion is fewer than 60 words in length,
and I believe it should be read into the
RECORD. This is a resolution which we
are hoping to bring to the Senate floor
tomorrow so that the debate can begin
in this Chamber. It reads:

Congress and the American people will
continue to support and protect the members
of the United States Armed Forces who are
serving or who have served bravely and hon-
orably in Iraq; Congress disapproves of the
decision of President George W. Bush an-
nounced on January 10, 2007, to deploy more
than 20,000 additional United States combat
troops to Iraq.

It is unembellished, it is straight-
forward, and it states a position. Those
who agree with this resolution, as I do,
should be heard. Those who disagree
and believe we should escalate the
number of troops in this war have a
right to be heard as well. That is the
nature of this institution. It is the na-
ture of our democracy.

For the Republicans to continue to
threaten a filibuster to stop the debate
in the Senate so that Members of the
Senate cannot come forward and ex-
press themselves and vote on this issue
is wrong. It is unfair. It is inconsistent
with the reason we ran for office. We
were asked by the people kind enough
to entrust us with this responsibility
to face the issues of our times, to ad-
dress those issues in a responsible man-
ner, to have a civilized debate on the
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