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Fourth, since we have lost all credi-
bility in the region, this has to be a
consequence, this idea—it has to have
an international imprimatur on it. It
must come out of the Security Council.
They must call an international con-
ference. It must involve the stamp of
the United Nations and a regional con-
ference, where the international com-
munity pursues this—and they are
ready to do it. I will not take the time
to go into why.

Last, we have to begin to draw down.
We have to have military plans to draw
down our combat forces by 2008, leav-
ing behind a small force to take on ter-
rorists and train Iraqis, assuming there
is a political settlement. If there is no
political settlement, mark my words,
the public will insist they all come
home. If they come home it means ev-
erything comes home. The idea that we
are going to be able to leave an em-
bassy there with thousands of people
without 10,000 or more American sol-
diers to guard it is a joke. If we fail to
make federalism work, if there is no
political accommodation at the center,
violent resistance will increase, the
sectarian cycle of revenge will con-
tinue to spiral out of control, and we
will not have this country break into
three neat pieces. You will watch it
fragment into multiple pieces, creating
incredible difficulties for the entire re-
gion.

The Bush administration, though,
has another vision. Their vision for
Iraq, their entire premise, as I said, is
based on a fundamentally flawed
premise that they can build a com-
petent, popular, supported government
based upon a consensus among the
three parties, and it reside in Baghdad.
That is the central flaw in their strat-
egy. It cannot be sustained. The hard
truth is that absent a foreign occupa-
tion or a dictator, Iraq cannot be run
from the center. The sooner we under-
stand that, as Secretary Kissinger does
and all the people quoted today—the
sooner we understand that, the faster
we will get this thing resolved and the
fewer American casualties there will
be.

The last part of this strategy is, so
long as we have a single soldier in Iraq,
it is our most sacred responsibility to
give him or her the best protection this
country can provide. Two months ago I
called upon the President and Sec-
retary Gates to make building of Mine
Resistant Ambush Protected vehicles,
so-called MRAPs, the Nation’s top pri-
ority. Roadside bombs are responsible
for 70 percent of the 25,000-plus injuries
and 70 percent of the roughly 3,600
deaths. It is hard to keep count, unfor-
tunately; 70 percent. Yet if we transi-
tion our troops from those flat-bot-
tomed, up-armored HMMWVs to these
V-shaped-bottom MRAPs, the facts
show that somewhere between 66 per-
cent and 80 percent of the casualties
will be avoided.

An article on the front page of USA
Today last Friday pointed out a mili-
tary person saying if we built these
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when we were supposed to, there would
be, I think, 731 fewer deaths.

These are our sons, our daughters,
not somebody else’s—all of ours. These
are the people. These are the Kite
strings upon which our whole national
ambition is lifted aloft. What are we
doing? What are we doing? We are
spending $10 billion a month in Iraq,
and I get push-back for wanting to
spend $20 billion to build these vehi-
cles? I find it obscene.

I fought to front load money in the
emergency spending bill for these vehi-
cles. As a result we will get 2,500 more
of these vehicles to Iraq by the end of
the year than we otherwise would have.
That is why I voted for the bill.

But I also insisted that the adminis-
tration tell us by June 15 whether it
would need even more of these vehicles
so that we make sure the money is
there to get them built.

Last week the Army concluded that
it would need seven times the number
of mine-resistant vehicles it had origi-
nally requested—some 17,700, up from
2,5600. When you factor in all the service
requests, the total need for mine-re-
sistant vehicles jumps from the 7,774
vehicles now planned to nearly 23,000
vehicles.

But the Joint Chiefs have not yet
made the Army request a ‘‘clear and
urgent’ requirement.

And there is no plan to budget for
and build these vehicles over the next 6
months, as well as proven technology
that protects against so-called explo-
sively formed projectiles—EFP—that
strike from the side.

We need a commitment from the ad-
ministration—mow—to build every last
one of these vehicles as soon as pos-
sible.

We can’t wait till next year or the
year after. Our men and women on the
front lines need them now.

I will offer an amendment to the De-
fense bill to make it clear—with abso-
lutely no ambiguity—that Congress
will provide every dollar needed and
every authority necessary to build
these vehicles as quickly as possible.

Every day we delay is another life
lost.

The war in Iraq must end. That is
what the American people want. And
that is where America’s interests lie.

I conclude by saying that in Congress
we have a tremendous responsibility to
turn the will of the American people
into a practical reality. It is long past
time we meet this responsibility head
on, and it is long past time our Repub-
lican colleagues join us in what I be-
lieve they know to be right—forcing
this President to radically change
course in Iraq.

I yield the floor.

——
RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 2:15 this afternoon.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 1:06 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
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bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. CARPER).

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2008—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent the pending amend-
ment be laid aside so that an amend-
ment by Senator SPECTER and myself
be in order for discussion, with the un-
derstanding that then that amendment
will eventually be set aside so we can
g0 back to the prior amendment.

Mr. BROWNBACK. I object on behalf
of another Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. LEAHY. I withdraw my request,
but I would note that the Senate this
week is considering the National De-
fense Authorization Act. Senator SPEC-
TER and I will introduce an amendment
at such a point as we do not receive ob-
jection from the Republican side. What
we will introduce will be the Habeas
Corpus Restoration Act of 2007.

I want to, first and foremost, thank
and actually praise Senator SPECTER
for his strong and consistent leadership
on this issue. It is not just leadership
this year, it has been leadership in past
years. I hope all Senators, both Repub-
licans and Democrats, join us in restor-
ing basic American values and the rule
of law while making our Nation strong-
er.

Last year, Congress committed a his-
toric mistake by suspending the great
writ of habeas corpus. They did this
not only for those confined at Guanta-
namo Bay but for millions of people
who are legally residents in the United
States.

We held a hearing on this, the Senate
Judiciary Committee did, in May. That
hearing illustrated broad agreement
among people of very diverse political
views and backgrounds, that the mis-
take committed in the Military Com-
missions Act of 2006 has to be cor-
rected. The Habeas Corpus Restoration
Act of 2007 has 25 cosponsors, and the
Senate Judiciary Committee passed it
last month with a bipartisan vote.

Habeas corpus was recklessly under-
mined in last year’s Military Commis-
sions Act. Like the internment of Jap-
anese Americans during World War II,
the elimination of habeas rights was an
action driven by fear, and it has been a
stain on America’s reputation in the
world. In many places around the world
where we had been so admired in the
past, they have asked why would
America turn its back on one of its
most basic rights.

We are at a time of testing. Future
generations will look back to examine
the choices we made during a time
when security was too often invoked as
a watchword to convince us to slacken
our defense of liberty and the rule of
law.

The great writ of habeas corpus is
the legal process that guarantees an
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