LINDSEY GRAHAM
PREDICTS SUCCESSFUL
TERRORIST ATTACK
FOLLOWED BY HARSH
RESOLUTION OF GITMO
Josh Gerstein provides Lindsey Graham a soap box
to complain that his efforts to craft a grand
compromise with the Administration on Gitmo
stalled in May.
“I thought we were close to getting a
deal,” Graham told POLITICO last week.
“I had some meetings where I walked out
of the White House and said, ‘This is
great.’ These were better meetings than
I ever had with the Bush
administration.”
But sometime around May, according to
Graham, the line of communication with
the White House shut down.
“It went completely dead,” Graham said.
“Like it got hit by a Predator drone.”

The article as a whole suggests that
Administration was fairly close to a deal,
though even that deal was threatened by Graham’s
inability to bring a number of Republicans along
on the compromise as a whole, rather than a
series of solutions. Efforts to craft a deal
intensified following the Faisal Shahzad
attempted Times Square bombing. Gerstein
suggests that Eric Holder’s big appearance on
the Sunday shows on May 9–to entertain thoughts
of a Miranda compromise–was a sign of how close
the Administration and Graham were to a deal.
“We had a great discussion on Miranda
warning reform,” Graham recalled about
an evening session with Bauer and Sen.
Dick Durbin (D-Ill.). “I spent three

hours down at the White House — it was
probably the best meeting I’ve ever been
in — where we game-planned this. … I
left the meeting thinking we’re going to
get a statute.”
Indeed, on May 9, Attorney General Eric
Holder publicly embraced the idea on
NBC’s “Meet the Press.” Calling Mirandarelated legislation a “new priority,” he
declared: “This is a proposal that we’re
going to be making.”

And then the efforts to craft a compromise died
(and, as a result, Miranda remains intact).
Gerstein suggests Graham’s flip-flopping on
other key legislation made it clear that Graham
was not an honest broker.
Graham also may have lost credibility
with the administration after he lashed
out at the White House in disputes over
the health care bill, climate
legislation and immigration reform.

The timing certainly makes sense. During the
last week of April, Graham threatened to kill
the climate change bill he was crafting with the
Administration as a way of keeping immigration
reform from coming to a vote. By early June, he
was promising to vote against any energy or
climate bill. So the collapse of the grand
“bargain” on Gitmo may have as much to do with
Graham’s apparently successful effort to prevent
Democrats from focusing on the legislative goals
of a key constituency. And that may be why the
electoral calendar is cited for killing the
compromise as much as anything else: Graham’s
yoking of immigration and climate change to
Gitmo.
But I also wonder whether the Administration got
a sense of just how bad Graham’s “compromise”
really was. Negotiations on the grand compromise
seem to have been at their height just as DOD
was kicking four reporters out of Gitmo for

making clear what was already in the public
domain: that the interrogator who threatened a
child with rape and possibly death in US prisons
is the same guy who was convicted in relation to
the death of another detainee. Since then (in
July), Omar Khadr fired the lawyers who were
crafting a plea deal, thus closing off one of
the most palatable ways for the Administration
to avoid making Khadr the poster child for
America’s continued abuse of power at Gitmo.
I also suspect the nomination of Elena Kagan on
May 10 may have played a part in the timing, not
least because no Republicans would be willing to
make a deal against the background of a SCOTUS
nomination.
As it is, Graham seems to be using Gerstein’s
article to issue two threats: first, that he
will push for his own legislation in the next
Congress, presumably with the votes of a few
teabaggers to help him. And, his implicit threat
that there will be another terrorist attack
after which any decisions on Gitmo will be far
worse than the policies being discussed now.
“There’s going to be an attack. That’s
going to be the impetus. That’s going to
be what it takes to get Congress and the
administration talking; we have to get
hit again,” the senator said, suggesting
that passing a bill before that happens
might be more reasonable than what would
come afterward.
“If there is a successful attack, there
is going to be a real violent reaction
in the Congress, where we will react
more emotionally than thoughtfully,”
Graham said.

Let it be remembered–for the day when we’ve
completely capitulated to those who want to use
the threat of terrorism to establish a police
state–that Lindsey Graham planned for it to
happen.

