
 

 BURRELLE'S INFORMATION SERVICES / 202-419-1859 / 800-456-2877 

                                                                       
                                                      © 2006 CBS Broadcasting Inc. 
 All Rights Reserved  
 
 PLEASE CREDIT ANY QUOTES OR EXCERPTS FROM THIS CBS 
 TELEVISION PROGRAM TO "CBS NEWS' FACE THE NATION. " 
 
  
 
 
 
 CBS News  
 

 FACE THE NATION 
 
 Sunday, June 25, 2006 
 
 
 
   
 GUESTS: Senator RICHARD LUGAR (R-IN)         
  Chairman, Foreign Relations Committee 
                                   
  Senator BARBARA BOXER (D-CA)   
                                                  Member, Foreign Relations Committee 
   
  DOYLE McMANUS 
           Los Angeles Times,  
                                                  Washington Bureau Chief 
   
  DAN BALZ 
  Columnist, The Washington Post 
  
 
 MODERATOR: BOB SCHIEFFER - CBS News                   
 
          This is a rush transcript provided 
 for the information and convenience of 
 the press. Accuracy is not guaranteed. 
 In case of doubt, please check with 
 
 FACE THE NATION - CBS NEWS 
 202-457-4481 
  
 



 Face the Nation (CBS News) - Sunday, June 25, 2006 1 
 

 

 BURRELLE'S INFORMATION SERVICES / (202)419-1859 / (800)456-2877 

BOB SCHIEFFER, host: 
 
Today on FACE THE NATION, what will the United States do if North Korea does 
launch that missile sitting on a launch site there? And what about reports 
that our generals are planning a huge drawdown of troops in Iraq? As Congress 
debated whether to set a deadline for getting the troops out of Iraq, our own 
generals were apparently drawing up their own plans for a drawdown. And what 
is the United States going to do about the possibility of a nuclear threat in 
both North Korea and Iran? Just two of the issues for the chairman of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee, Dick Lugar, Republican of Indiana, and 
Barbara Boxer, Democrat of California. 
 
Then we'll talk politics with two of the best political reporters in the 
country, Dan Balz of The Washington Post and Doyle McManus of the Los Angeles 
Times. 
 
I'll have a final word on Congress, and how will we know when it takes a 
summer break? 
 
But first, what does North Korea want? On FACE THE NATION. 
 
Announcer: FACE THE NATION with CBS News chief Washington correspondent Bob 
Schieffer. And now, from CBS News in Washington, Bob Schieffer. 
 
SCHIEFFER: And good morning again. Joining us from Evansville, Indiana, this 
morning, Senator Dick Lugar; from Palm Springs, California, Senator Barbara 
Boxer. 
 
Well, all week Washington haggled over whether it would be a good thing to set 
a timetable for withdrawing American troops from Iraq. Amendments to that 
effect went down in defeat. But two things have happened. This morning on 
the front page of The New York Times, a story that says American generals are 
already drawing up a plan to project bringing the troops home, many of them by 
the end of next year, and starting that withdrawal just before the elections 
in this country this fall. And we understand that there is now a report out 
that the new prime minister of Iraq has drawn up his own timetable for 
withdrawal. It would call for setting a date for bringing the troops out. It 
also has a very controversial proposal, which the Iraqis themselves denied 
last week. It includes a proposal to grant amnesty, even to those who have 
attacked US troops. 
 
So that's what we are going to start with this morning, and we start with 
Senator Lugar. 
 
What can you tell us about this report coming out of Iraq this morning that, 
in fact, the US is drawing up a timetable? It is conditioned--tied to 
conditions there, but it does appear that General Casey, our top general, 
Senator Lugar, is putting together a plan to bring out at least two divisions 
sometime in September, and going down from say 14 divisions--or 14 brigades 
next year to about five. Do you know anything about that, first? 
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Senator RICHARD LUGAR (Republican, Indiana; Chairman, Foreign Relations 
Committee): I've not heard from General Casey or a direct report, but I 
presume the plan is probably accurate in the report in The New York Times this 
morning. I think it's important to point out the conditions, however, and 
that is that the insurgency has not spread beyond six provinces, but, in fact, 
the Sunnis are going to find satisfaction, and that is a big if. Because the 
second plan that you mentioned, that of Mr. Maliki, the Iraqi leader now, he 
has to assume that there are some provisions that are going to bring the 
Sunnis into peace as opposed to a continuation of the insurgency. And given 
current events in Baghdad, in particular, reported on every day, quite apart 
from Anbar Province, the violence is horrific. It is--it is all over. So 
getting from--to the plans, either of General Casey or President Maliki are a 
broad sweep. But it is good news to know that there are contingency plans, 
and the president has said all along when the field commanders--General Casey, 
for example--say it is time to withdraw troops, then the president certainly 
is likely to favor--consider that. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Well, what--from what I take from what--your answer there, 
Senator, what you seem to be saying is that while it might be a good idea to 
have such a plan, the way you see events unfolding there now, you don't think 
we'll be able to draw down anybody in the immediate future. Is that what 
you're saying, Senator? 
 
Sen. LUGAR: Well, on the ground, the situation is not very good in the 
Baghdad area. That's what I'm saying. Now, essentially, as I read the report 
of the plan, there are two divisions out of the 14 that were due to come home 
anyway at some point in this year, and the idea is that they will come home 
and they will not be replaced. But I would just say, on the other hand, our 
government is committed to providing the stability so that these negotiations 
that Maliki and others are trying to bring off work. And without that 
stability, without that assurance, certainly whether you're a Shiite or a 
Sunni or a Kurd, you do not anticipate much success. 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right. 
 
Well, Senator Boxer, what do you think about hearing these two reports this 
morning? 
 
Senator BARBARA BOXER (Democrat, California; Foreign Relations Committee): I 
will try to be as clear as I can. Number one, I would have to say that I'm 
not surprised that General Casey has put forward a timetable--yes, that's what 
it is, a timetable--for reducing our forces. It's, as I read it, about a 
three-year timetable. Too long for me, but we'll set that aside. So now that 
means the only people who have fought us and fought us against the timetable, 
the only ones still saying there shouldn't be a timetable really are the 
Republicans in the United States Senate and in the Congress. And I would 
say--like to give you an exact quote, we had John McCain saying any--any 
redeployment of troops now would be a significant step toward the road to 
disaster. So here we have a situation where Democrats, 80 percent of us, 
voted to say we ought to start reducing our troop presence there. And again, 
we got pummelled, and now it turns out we're in sync with General Casey. 
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Now that aside, you have the second piece of the story which is that the 
president went over to look into the eyes of Mr. Maliki, who is, as you know, 
the head of the Iraqi government. We all wish him well. The president looked 
in his eyes, came back, said he has a lot of confidence. And now we learn 
that Mr. Maliki is asking us to leave, showing us the door. And on the way 
out, by the way, saying that he's going to grant amnesty to the people who 
hurt our troops, and we're going to have to pay compensation. This thing is a 
mess. It's a humiliation, it's a mess, and, in my opinion, we have lost 
control of an exit strategy because the administration, the Republicans in 
Congress refused to talk about it, and now we're completely losing control of 
it. 
 
SCHIEFFER: So, do you--I take it you do not agree with the idea that Mr. 
Maliki is putting forward here in this plan to grant amnesty to those who have 
attacked US troops? 
 
Sen. BOXER: I have--first of all, I am so opposed to it, and Bill Nelson and 
Bob Menendez had put forward a very simple, straightforward amendment in the 
Senate, an amendment to the defense bill, and for three days, the Republicans 
filibustered that, wouldn't let us vote on that. It simply said we oppose 
granting of this amnesty. They're still killing our troops. 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right. 
 
Sen. BOXER: They're still maiming our troops. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Let's see what... 
 
Sen. BOXER: Eighteen thousand wounded, 2500 dead. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Let me get Senator Lugar's view on that. Senator: 
 
Sen. LUGAR: Well, I oppose... 
 
SCHIEFFER: What about this amnesty question? 
 
Sen. LUGAR: Well, I think that we would be opposed unanimously to that idea. 
Now, I would say that the report that apparently will come out tomorrow on 
Maliki indicates that he is trying desperately to find these elements that the 
Sunnis will agree to, in other words, to bring about these conditions in which 
anybody is going to be withdrawn. And he is certainly not showing us the 
door. He wants to, as a matter of fact, keep all of us there while he tries 
to negotiate with the Sunnis. Now, that's a bad way to negotiate with the 
Sunnis. What their bottom line is we don't know. They have going for them 
just the insurgency. They don't have numbers. They don't have oil. So at 
this particular point, if there is to be peace at all and some type of unity 
in the Iraqi government, Maliki has to find some formula. And I'm hopeful 
that one of the elements of the formula that he presents to the Sunnis is not 
amnesty because that is going to run into solid opposition, obviously, in the 
United States. 
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SCHIEFFER: Well, what would you do about it, Senator? I mean, how can the 
United States prevent that from happening? 
 
Sen. LUGAR: We would advise--we would advise very strongly to our ambassador 
that that is unacceptable to us. At that point, all of the factions in Iraq 
may come down upon us. But nevertheless, we have been sort of holding the 
fort, trying to provide at least some basis in which they will find unity 
because it's in their interest. It's also in ours. 
 
SCHIEFFER: OK. 
 
Sen. LUGAR: But to see a disintegration of Iraq in civil war is not in 
anyone's interest. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Let me shift now to North Korea. This missile is sitting on the 
launch site there in North Korea. Nobody seems to know quite what the North 
Koreans have in mind. Former Secretary of Defense Bill Perry, a Democrat, 
said maybe the United States ought to just go in there and take the thing out 
while it's on the ground. In other words, a pre-emptive strike. 
 
Senator Boxer, do you view this as a threat? And what do you think ought to 
be done about it? 
 
Sen. BOXER: I think it's a horrific threat to us. A nuclear-armed Korea, a 
missile that could reach our shores--it's a huge threat, and I would say this 
obsession the administration has had with Iraq has been a disaster for a 
number of reasons, of what we just discussed before, but also because they 
have been so obsessed that they have really ignored these other things. The 
kind of diplomacy that we engaged in at first was very tentative, got 
stronger, got better, got wiser. We now have China involved. We have Russia 
involved. I say you never take any option off the table, but I think if we 
can continue to get those countries that North Korea listens to, to keep up 
the pressure--that is Russia, that is China--we could avoid a serious 
escalation of this whole matter. But we can't take anything off the table. 
And, of course, there are always sanctions short of... 
 
SCHIEFFER: OK. 
 
Sen. BOXER: ...military force. 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right. 
 
So, Senator Lugar, Senator Boxer says she doesn't take off the table the idea 
that we might have to go in there and take out that missile before it's 
launched. What's your--what do you think ought to be done here? 
 
Sen. LUGAR: It would not be advisable to strike North Korea to take out the 
missile. It would be advisable to bring about a much greater intensification 
of diplomacy, and this may involve direct talks between the United States and 
the North Koreans. Now, I appreciate the value of the six power talks. It 
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was very helpful if Russia and China were able to bring the proper pressure. 
But nevertheless, with regard to a missile that might have range of the United 
States, that becomes a very specific United States/North Korean issue and 
perhaps Japanese/North Korean issue. We're going to have to come to a point 
where we find at least an agenda to talk to North Korea about, and I think we 
are moving toward that. I can recall 12 years ago in a previous 
administration, I asked Sam Nunn and myself to go to North Korea after the 
North Korean ambassador to the United Nations suggested that might be helpful. 
Now, we finally got ready to go to Andrews Air Force Base. The North Koreans 
called it all off. President Carter, in fact, took himself into the picture, 
saw the great leader back on American television. That was 12 years ago. 
There's been a hiatus in the meanwhile, and that has not been helpful. 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right. So Senator Boxer says take nothing off the table. 
You're saying, Senator Lugar, this morning that perhaps direct talks with the 
North Koreans should be one of the things we consider. 
 
I want to thank both of you for... 
 
Sen. LUGAR: I think they're very important. 
 
SCHIEFFER: I thank--I want to thank both of you for being with us this 
morning. 
 
Sen. BOXER: I don't oppose direct, I don't... 
 
SCHIEFFER: Go ahead, Senator. 
 
Sen. BOXER: I don't oppose direct--I don't oppose direct talks at all. I 
think it's a good idea. 
 
SCHIEFFER: OK. 
 
Sen. BOXER: Everything should be on the table. 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right. Thanks to both of you. Back with our roundtable in 
just a minute. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER: And we're back now with two graybeards of Washington, Dan Balz of 
The Washington Post and Doyle McManus of the Los Angeles Times. 
 
Well, you heard Senator Boxer there saying that--what was it she said? We're 
now in sync with General Casey? Democrats and the Senate. A very interesting 
statement, I thought. 
 
Mr. DOYLE McMANUS (Los Angeles Times, Washington Bureau Chief): Well, 
Senator Boxer was, of course, reacting to the fact that the administration and 
the Republican majority spent all week shellacking the Democrats for wanting a 
timetable, and now it looks as if the Pentagon is looking at its own 
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timetable. I think the administration is going to get to spend the next week 
explaining why General Casey's timetable isn't the same as Senator Levin's 
timetable. There are some differences. They're not actually in sync, and, in 
fact, there is going to be some anxiety in the military about setting 
expectations, about people thinking that they're going to be able to reduce 
troops before the election. That may yet not be possible. 
 
SCHIEFFER: And, Dan, we should point out that General Casey's plan depends on 
conditions on the ground in Iraq. He's not just saying get out by a certain 
date. But it is interesting, isn't it, that the first withdrawal, if 
conditions warrant, will come just before the elections in this country? 
 
Mr. DAN BALZ (The Washington Post): Well, and I think a lot of people have 
more or less anticipated that that's the case. Or that certainly that the 
administration would like to do that. And what was interesting about the 
Senate debate was for the first part of the debate, the Republicans clearly 
had the upper hand in the Senate, because they defined this debate as cut and 
run vs. victory, and they put the Democrats on the defensive over that. 
 
I think as we go forward into the fall, the argument really will be change vs. 
status quo, and it will be interesting to me to see which party has more 
candidates running television ads about Iraq. There are some Democrats who 
already have ads up talking about they're against the president's policy. And 
I think we may see more of that. So this debate has a long way to play out. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Well, I'll tell you one thing that's not going to fly, and it was 
pretty clear talking to Senator Boxer and Senator Lugar this morning, and that 
is this idea that Maliki now has of granting amnesty even to those who 
attacked US troops. The interesting thing to me here is that this story 
leaked out at midweek on the "CBS Ev"--and we were getting ready to report 
that on the "CBS Evening News" and before we could get it reported, before we 
went on the air, the Iraqi government sent out somebody on CNN to say, `Wait a 
minute. No way. This is not part of the plan.' Now it turns out, according 
to this leaked report to Newsweek, it is part of the plan. 
 
What impact will this have, Dan? 
 
Mr. BALZ: Well, it gives--I think everybody in Congress will be against 
this. It puts the administration in a very difficult position. They are 
saying we have to give this new government an opportunity to succeed. This 
new government is now trying to do things that they think, from their own 
vantage point, they have to do to pull the country together, as Senator Lugar 
was suggesting. But some of those steps are going to be very controversial 
back here, and it's going to put the administration in the position of trying 
to manage things going on in Iraq, while they're--they've got a difficult 
political problem back here at home. 
 
SCHIEFFER: My guess is that by tomorrow morning this will have been denied 
again. 
 
Mr. McMANUS: Well, they're going to try and deny it. The real problem here, 
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Bob, is that that amnesty plan is really good politics in Baghdad. If you 
want to get the Iraqi political system to work, you have to do something like 
that. But it's really bad politics in Washington. So they may manage to put 
the toothpaste back in the tube, but it's going to come back and come back and 
come back. 
 
SCHIEFFER: So let's talk about the politics in this country. How do you see 
the fall elections shaping up, Doyle? 
 
Mr. McMANUS: Well, all year long people have been figuring that Iraq was 
going to be the big issue. What struck me as fascinating about the debate 
this week, Republicans behaving as if they could make Iraq a positive. Well, 
that wasn't really what they were doing. You know, the World Cup is on. You 
ever watch a soccer game where the annoying thing for Americans is one side 
will play for a tie because a tie will get them through to the next stage. 
That's really what Republicans are doing on Iraq. If they can make Iraq a 
tie, then they can go run on the other issues they want to do. And they are 
fighting and playing as hard as they possibly can to get that tie, and they 
may be succeeding. 
 
SCHIEFFER: I have never watched a soccer game, but let me go to you. Let me 
go to you, Dan. 
 
Mr. BALZ: Well, the problem that the Republicans have is, as Doyle says, we 
know that Iraq is the big issue, and we know that most people are unhappy with 
the way things are going in Iraq. The administration could not afford, at a 
time when they are--we are divided within the Republican Party over 
immigration, to have another division over Iraq. So they convinced 
Republicans, go along with the president on Iraq. And there were some moments 
of good news over the last few weeks that gave the Republicans the sense, 
`Maybe we can,' as Doyle says, `at least play this to a tie.' 
 
But going forward, I mean, if you just listen to what Senator Lugar had to say 
this morning, this is a very gloomy situation over there, and they are going 
to have to be talking up a situation that most Americans think is going in the 
wrong direction. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Do you think that the Republicans will hold a majority in the 
House? 
 
Mr. BALZ: I think it's in doubt at this point. I think that the House is in 
jeopardy. The Senate will be tougher for the Democrats to get back. But if 
things don't improve materially, I think that Republicans could well lose 
their majority in the House. 
 
SCHIEFFER: How do you feel about it? 
 
Mr. McMANUS: I think they could, but we are seeing so much disarray on the 
Democratic side. Senator Boxer said they're all in sync. Well, the Democrats 
weren't in sync with each other last week. I think this is going to be one of 
the tightest ones on record. 
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SCHIEFFER: Let's project on into the presidential campaign. There are some 
people, obviously, already running. How do you see it shaking down right now, 
Doyle? 
 
Mr. McMANUS: Well, in that sense the most interesting thing that happened 
last week was Senator Kerry coming out with his tough version of a timetable 
for withdrawal from Iraq, and he's staking out a position--really, the Howard 
Dean position, if you want to go back to the last election--of... 
 
SCHIEFFER: Get out. 
 
Mr. McMANUS: ...putting--getting--get out, but also putting himself in shape 
to try and capture the hearts of the left wing of the Democratic Party. 
 
And then you've got Senator Hillary Clinton, who would have been thought of as 
the liberal standard bearer on the other side. The problem with a debate like 
this, for anybody who wants to run two years from now, is that their positions 
are getting sealed in cement. John Kerry found he had that problem last time. 
And they may spend a lot of time in the next two years, as circumstances 
change, having to explain some positions that may not look so hot awhile from 
now. 
 
SCHIEFFER: So what about on the Democratic side then? I mean the Republican 
side. 
 
Mr. BALZ: Well, on the Republican side, Senator McCain has emerged as, you 
know, it's too early to call anybody a front-runner, but he has emerged as a 
person who a lot of people think now has an edge on the rest of the field, 
largely because he has changed from--his image from being the maverick, which 
he was in 2000 when he ran against George W. Bush, to being somebody who is 
now one of the president's strongest supporters, particularly on Iraq and 
foreign policy. And he has done a lot of things smart politically to put 
himself in a position where people who, a few years ago, would not have 
thought they could support him are more willing to support him. So--but 
there's a big field that he's got to maneuver through, and some difficult 
challenges. 
 
SCHIEFFER: One other wild card here, will New York's mayor, Michael 
Bloomberg, run as an independent? A question we'll talk about at another 
time. 
 
I'll be back with a final word in just a minute. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER: Finally today, before long Congress will be leaving on its summer 
vacation. My question is, how will we know they are gone? It's been so long 
since Congress did anything, I have to stop and think to remember what it is 
they're supposed to do. Oh, I remember now, improve the lives of the people 
who elected them. I can't think of another reason, can you? 
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Don't misunderstand me. Congress does stay busy. The debate on the 
constitutional amendment to ban gay marriage took a lot of time. Of course, 
all sides knew there was no chance it would pass. Did the debate improve your 
life? 
 
The debate on immigration policy took up more time, but the House and Senate 
never came close to consensus, so they have basically thrown in the towel and 
decided to hold hearings around the country. Maybe they could appoint a blue 
ribbon commission and waste even more time. 
 
This week begins perhaps the greatest time waster of all, yet another debate 
on a constitutional amendment to ban flag burning, which has as much chance of 
passing as I have of pitching in the World Series. Nevertheless, both sides 
love this debate because it's an excuse to raise campaign contributions. The 
conservatives can appeal for money to help them protect Old Glory. The libs 
can appeal to help them protect free speech. But even those in Congress 
expect nothing to happen. `It's an election year,' one senator told a friend. 
`Nothing is going to fly this year, but we all have to do a lot of flapping.' 
Funny, except it's our time and money they're wasting. 
 
That's it for us. We'll see you next week right here on FACE THE NATION. 


