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Senate GOP DefeatsDem
Amendmentson Iraq

Senate Democrats failed, on July 16,
to use the defense appropriations bill
asaplatform for forcing the Bush Ad-
ministration to be more forthcoming
about its plans in Irag. The GOP de-
feated, by near party-line votes, a se-
ries of Democratic amendments that,
if passed, would have forced the Ad-
ministration to report on everything
from its budget, to operations, to the
use of intelligence to justify thewar.

The Democratic attack began with
an amendment by Byron Dorgan
(N.D.) that would have forced the Ad-
ministration to request funding for op-
erations in lrag and Afghanistan,
whichwastabled by avoteof 53to41.
Appropriations Committee Chairman
Ted Stevens (R-AKk.) pointed out that
any such submissionwould beinaccu-
rate, “because the operational situa-
tion could change repeatedly during
any timein the future.”

The next three amendments con-
cerned reporting one or ancther aspect
of operationsin Irag, including the de-
tention of enemy combatants, the
monthly costs of operations, and the
strategy for the reconstruction of Iraqg.
The final amendment, sponsored by
Jon Corzine (D-N.J.) would have es-
tablished a National Commission on
the Development and Use of Intelli-
gencerelated to Irag. Corzine told the
Senate that without athorough exami-
nation of theconflict betweentheBush
Administration’s statements about
Iragand what hasbeenfoundthere, the
American populationand U.S. foreign
partners “will most certainly |ose con-
fidenceinthe Administration’sintelli-
genceanalysis, if not their word.”

Thefollowing day, Stevensfinally
relented on an amendment by Robert
Byrd (D-W.V.), expressing the sense
of the Senate that the Administration
should submit arequest for additional

funds for operations in Irag. Stevens
expressed no oppositionto the amend-
ment because it has no teeth, despite
thefact that it callsfor apolicy that, he
said, “iscontrary tothetradition of the
United States.” Byrd charged that the
Administration strategy isto force the
Congress to make difficult choices
with little information, by deploying
forces and getting the “funding hook
in the nose of Congress’ by putting
troops in the field, then going to war
and spending the money. “And insist
that Congress move promptly to ap-
prove the funding again, after it has
been spent and more is needed to re-
plenish accounts,” he added.

Dur bin ChargesWhite
House With Intimidation
Sen. Richard Durbin (D-IIl.) took to
the floor of the Senate on July 22, to
defend himself against chargesthat he
disclosed classified informationonthe
floor of the Senate. He allegedly made
the disclosures during a floor speech
onJuly 17, wherehemadereferenceto
thetestimony of CIA Director George
Tenet to aclosed hearing of the Senate
Intelligence Committee the previous
day. During that earlier speech, in
which he did not name names, Durbin
demanded to know who the people
were, in the White House, who were
so determined to include in President
Bush’s State of the Union address the
misleading information about Iraq’'s
supposed attemptsto buy uraniumore.
The White House response was to
publicly state that Durbin’s remarks
were “nonsense,” and to put out the
linethat he had disclosed classified in-
formation and should bekicked off the
Intelligence Committee. Besides de-
nying the charges, Durbin warned that
“if any member of this Senate, Demo-

crat or Republican, takes to the floor,
questions this White House poalicy,
raises any questions about the gather-
ing of intelligence information, or the
use of it, be prepared for the worst.
ThisWhite House isgoing to turn and
attack you.” Durbin further charged,
on the basis of an Op-Ed by New York
Times columnist Paul Krugman, that
someone in the Administration had
probably committed acriminal act, by
leaking to GOP columnist Robert No-
vak, that the wife of retired Ambassa-
dor Joseph Wilson, the man sent to Ni-
ger by the CIA to investigate the
uraniumstory, is, infact, acovert oper-
ativewiththe CIA.

B attle Rages Over
Judicial Nominees
The partisan fight in the Senate over
judicial nominations found anew bat-
tlefield on July 7, when the Democrats
objected to aGOP mation by Magjority
Leader Bill Frist (Tenn.) to discharge
from committee consideration five
Michigan nominees to the Sixth Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals. Frist, speaking
on the floor of the Senate on July 16,
reported that the Michigan Attorney
Genera would be presenting petitions
with thousands of signatures to the
Senate |eadership that afternoon, call-
ing on the Senate to move the nomin-
ees. He called the delay of the five
nominees*“inexcusable,” and said that
“that iswhy | took therare but not un-
precedented action” of seeking to dis-
charge the nominations. He warned
that the failure to fill vacancies on the
Sixth Circuit was making it difficult
for prosecutorsto dispose of cases.
Unlike the cases of the nominees
that are facing or threatened with fili-
buster, in this case the Democratic ob-
struction appears to have very littleto
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do with the qualifications or ideol ogi-
cal leanings of the nominees. Among
the documents that Frist inserted into
the record was a letter from White
House counsel Alberto Gonzalez to
addressed to Michigan’s two Demo-
cratic Senators, Carl Levinand Debbie
Stabenow, wherein he noted that they
were obj ecting to consideration of any
Michigan nomineesto protest the fact
that two Clinton Administration
Michigan nominees did not receive
hearings. Frist called that “unreason-
able’ and said that their effort “to
block nominations at the outset of a
Presidential term is unheard of.”

Stabenow immediately took the
floor to answer Frist’scharges. Shere-
minded the Senate that the Republi-
can-controlled  Senate  routinely
blocked consideration of President
Clinton’ snominees, but that the Dem-
ocrats were working for a bipartisan
solution to the problem. Instead, they
face a partisan assault by the GOP on
the issue. “It is important who is on
the bench,” she said. “Thisis not the
President’ s prerogative alone, nor any
individual senator.”

Amendment on U.SA.
Patriot Act blocked

Rep. Bernie Sanders (I-Vt) was
blocked, on July 22, from offering an
amendment to the Commerce, Justice,
State, and the Judiciary Appropria-
tions bill, but not before he had suc-
ceeded in greatly lengthening the de-
bate. The amendment would have
blocked the Justice Department and
FBI from demanding the records of li-
braries and bookstores without proba-
ble cause, apower that they now have
under the so-called U.S.A. Patriot Act
passed in the weeks after the Sept. 11,
2001 attacks. Sanders complained that

he was prevented from offering his
amendment becausethefloor schedule
was changed at the last minute with
very little, if any, prior notification.
Furthermore, when the schedule was
changed, Rep. Frank Wolf (R-Va),
the Republican manager of the hill,
and Rep. David Obey (D-Wisc.) en-
tered into a unanimous consent agree-
ment limiting the number of amend-
ments to be considered, again, with
little or no notification.

Sanders’ strategy wasto try to get
Wolf to break the agreement between
him and Obey, so as to allow more
amendments. “What is disturbing me
very much,” hetold the House, “isthe
possibility that this important issue,
and both sides of theissue, will not be
alowed to be debated.” Sanders of-
fered two motionsthat the Houserise,
both of which were voted down by
large majorities, and Dennis Kucinich
(D-Ohio) offered another, aso re-
jected, that stretched the debate until
after 10 p.m., without a final vote on
the bill. Obey, while sympathetic to
Sanders’ amendment, said, “| do not
believethat it isfair to hold the House
hostage because” Sanders “drew an
amendment that was not in order.”

PoliceSummoned To

Supress House Dissent

The methods by which the Republi-
cans control debate in the House of
Representatives were put on display,
in anew way, on July 18, when Ways
and Means Committee Chairman Bill
Thomas (R-Calif.) took the extraordi-
nary step of calling the Capitol Police
toremovethe Democratic members of
the committee from a room in which
they were meeting. The brouhaha
started during a committee meeting to
mark upabill onpensionreform, when

Thomas brought up a substitute
amendment that had only been made
available to the Democratic members
of the committee at midnight the night
before. The Democrats left the room
tomeet inanadjoining roomto discuss
what to do, leaving only Rep. Pete
Stark (D-Calif.) to object to any unani-
mous consent effort to movethebill in
the absence of the Democrats.

After the Democrats |eft, Thomas
asked for unanimous consent to dis-
pense with the reading of the bill, a
normally perfunctory motion, and
gaveled it in order before Stark could
object, leading to some sort of verbal
confrontation between Stark and some
of theRepublicansintheroom, includ-
ing Scott Mclnnis (R-Colo.). Perhaps
unknown to Stark and many othersin
theroom, Thomas had already told his
chief of staff to call the Capitol Police
to remove the rest of the Democrats
meeting in the adjoining room. The
police decided they did not want any-
thing to do withiit.

TheruckusintheWaysand Means
Committeedominated the House floor
that afternoon, when Minority Leader
Nancy Pelosi (D-Cdlif.) brought a
privileged resolution to the floor con-
demning Thomas' conduct. Democrat
after Democrat got up on the floor to
denounce the lack of respect for the
rights of the minority party by the
GOP, and to express their outrage at
having the police called on them. Rep.
John Lewis (D-Ga.), a veteran of the
1960s Civil Rights movement, de-
clared, “We will not be intimidated.
We will not be immobilized. We live
inademocracy and not apolice state.”
The Republicans, for their part, de-
fended Thomas' actions, but did not
disagree, insubstance, withthe Demo-
crats account of what transpired.
They did, however, preval over
Pelosi’s resolution by a vote of 170
to 143.
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