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BOB SCHIEFFER, host: 
 
Today on FACE THE NATION, should the United States talk to North Korea about 
its nuclear program? Why did North Korea set off seven missiles on the Fourth 
of July? Can their nuclear program be stopped, and could the United States 
have shot down those missies? What's wrong with one-on-one talks with a rogue 
nation? All questions for Undersecretary of State Nicholas Burns. 
 
Then we'll turn to two foreign policy experts in the Senate, Republican John 
McCain of Arizona and Democrat Chris Dodd of Connecticut, who both happen to 
be thinking about running for president. 
 
I'll have a final word this morning on getting back to work after the week 
that was. But first, North Korea 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. The subject this morning: North Korea. 
What is it up to, what does it want? And joining us now from Boston, the 
administration point man on all this, Undersecretary of State for Political 
Affairs Nicholas Burns. 
 
Mr. Burns, thank you very much for joining us. 
 
Mr. NICHOLAS BURNS (Undersecretary of State for Political Affairs): Good 
morning, Bob. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Let me get right to it. You have done a series of interviews on 
television this morning, and in each you have underlined that the United 
States wants China to use its influence on North Korea. What do you want 
China to do, Mr. Secretary? 
 
Mr. BURNS: Well, Bob, China has influence with North Korea of a type that 
most of the rest of us do not. And the Chinese are sending a senior-level 
delegation to Pyongyang this evening, and we hope that China's going to bring 
some pressure and influence to bear, to convince the North Koreans that they 
are entirely isolated in the world. These missile tests earlier this last 
week were reckless and provocative. They were also unsuccessful. And that 
the North Koreans have to come back to the six-party talks. We agreed last 
September that North Korea would dismantle its nuclear programs, abide by the 
rules of the world. We want to see North Korea, and we want to force back 
into that situation, and we want to see China and Russia and all the other 
countries that purport to have some influence use that influence. 
 
SCHIEFFER: You have stressed in all your interviews this morning that the 
United States, Russia, China, Japan and South Korea must be united in their 
approach to the North Koreans. But you were united last week, and the North 
Koreans disregarded the statements calling on them not to fire these missiles. 
Why do you think you can be successful now? 
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Mr. BURNS: I think the North Koreans have to understand that we have 
options. We have a Security Council resolution that will provide with--for 
sanctions in place, it's ready to be voted. And we certainly hope that we'll 
get full support for that resolution as it comes forward. 
 
The North Koreans also have to understand they have really created a problem 
for themselves in Asia. South Korea and Japan and Australia and all the 
Southeast Asian countries have been obviously outraged by these missile tests. 
They're clearly--they were clearly meant to intimidate North Korea's neighbors 
in Asia. And so the North Koreans need--need to understand they don't have 
the friend in the world, their options are very limited. There is this 
six-party framework that provides them with a certain number of benefits 
should they meet their commitments. And so as the president said the other 
day, we've just got to be very tough-minded and consistent and persistent in 
pursuing this diplomatic track to put the six-party talks back together and 
bring the North Koreans back to a much more sensible place than they currently 
are. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Now you talk about the Chinese sending their diplomat to North 
Korea. But do you have any assurance yet, Mr. Secretary, that the Chinese 
will go along with the United States and the others who are ready to pass this 
resolution in the United Nations? Because it's coming--coming quickly as I 
understand it. You--do you have that assurance yet from China that they'll be 
with you on this? 
 
Mr. BURNS: We don't have assurances right now. We--we understand that the 
Chinese are still reflecting on their options. They wanted to see how this 
delegation could--could do in Pyongyang before a vote in the Security Council. 
So we thought--all of us thought it was best to postpone that vote until early 
this week so that we could see the results of the Chinese mission. 
 
But we'll have to take this one step at a time. The Chinese ought to have an 
interest here in maintaining the integrity of the six-party process. And 
frankly, China and the United States and Russia, we all warned the North 
Koreans not to undertake these missile tests. Now the fact that they just 
took them last week is a rebuke to China. And so the Chinese need... 
 
SCHIEFFER: Well, a... 
 
Mr. BURNS: The Chinese need to push their position forward. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Did you, did you ask the Chinese to support this resolution, or 
would you be happy if they just abstained when it comes to a vote in the UN? 
 
Mr. BURNS: No, we--we clearly would prefer if China and Russia and every 
member of the Security Council voted unanimously to pass this very tough 
Chapter 7 resolution. Chapter 7 has the--the effect of compulsory obligations 
on the part of everybody who signs up to it, and every member of the UN. So 
we want there to be unanimity in New York. I don't know if we'll get there, 
but we certainly want that to be the result. 
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And I can tell you Secretary Rice was on the phone yesterday to the Chinese 
foreign minister. She's been very active, and the president's been very 
active over the last few days in talking to the regional leaders. There is 
outrage in Japan. There is strong support for what we're doing in South 
Korea. There is strong support in Australia and Canada--all countries that 
are going to be affected if the North Koreans don't turn back to peaceful 
negotiations. 
 
So I think we've been able to bring a lot of international pressure to bear, 
and that's in the best interests of the United States to have an international 
approach and have a lot of other countries pulling on the oar, not just 
ourselves. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Mr. Secretary, what are the five nations prepared to do if the 
Koreans refuse to dial back on this missile program? Tell us some of the 
things that could happen? 
 
Mr. BURNS: Well, you know, one way to answer your question is--is--is to go 
back to the September 2005 agreement. There's a lot in that that could 
benefit the North Koreans. What the five parties are going to have to do if 
the North Koreans don't comply is, frankly, to put more pressure on the North 
Koreans, to isolate them. And the North Koreans are going to find themselves 
in a position that few other countries have been in in recent memory: 
complete isolation in the international arena. 
 
SCHIEFFER: But--but what--but what does that mean? 
 
Mr. BURNS: That can't be good for them. 
 
SCHIEFFER: What does that mean, complete isolation. What would you do? 
 
Mr. BURNS: Well, in the Security Council resolution that's under 
consideration, it would prohibit any member of the United Nations from 
engaging in any trade that would in any way benefit North Korea's missile 
programs or nuclear programs. It's an obvious step to take. It would be 
severely disruptive to what the North Koreans are trying to do, and that's why 
we're pressing it forward. And we would hope that the North Koreans would 
just consider their position and understand that their own interests are to 
come back to these talks, to the negotiating table, and fulfill what they've 
already committed to do. That's what the United States is trying to do. 
 
I think, Bob, you're also going to see the United States and Japan and other 
countries go forward with missile defense. Because if there's a lesson from 
these tests over the last week, it is that we have to prepare to defend our 
own interests and the interests of our allies. And you're seeing in the 
region a lot of support now for what the United States has been doing over the 
last few years under President Bush's leadership to engineer a missile defense 
capability that can be effective in countering whatever the North Koreans 
decide to do in the future. 
 
SCHIEFFER: If the diplomacy fails, Mr. Secretary, is the United States 



 Face the Nation (CBS News) - Sunday, July 9, 2006 4 
 

 

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

prepared to take out the missiles with--by military means? 
 
Mr. BURNS: Bob, I learned long ago never to answer a hypothetical question. 
I understand why you ask it, but you'll understand why I don't want to respond 
to it. We're on a track that we believe has a possibility of success. And 
what you want to do in a situation like this is you want to maximize your 
options. You don't want to close off options. And so, we believe that 
concerted, aggressive, tough-minded diplomacy by the international 
community--and that's what's going to be required--can convince the North 
Koreans to cease and desist. We want to test that proposition, and that's 
what we'll be doing over the next several weeks. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Mr. Secretary, thank you so much for your time. 
 
Mr. BURNS: Thank you, Bob. 
 
SCHIEFFER: And now let's get the view from Congress. Joining us from San 
Diego, Senator John McCain, and with us here in the studio Senator Chris Dodd 
of Connecticut. We're going to start with Senator McCain. 
 
Senator McCain, do you think that the United States is going to be able to get 
China to go along on this resolution, and in the end will--will that be what's 
needed? 
 
Senator JOHN McCAIN (Republican, Armed Services Committee): Well, I believe 
that China is the key. They're the only ones that really have significant 
influence over North Korea. If we make it clear to China that we understand 
they're emerging on the world stage as a super power, they should behave like 
one and this will be a defining issue in our relations with China. And if 
they continue to vacillate as they have all last week in the United Nations, 
then there are consequences in our relationship. There are many key areas 
that we're cooperating in that I believe would be affected, including trade, 
by China's failure to act. 
 
It is not in Chi--we're not asking China to be charitable here. It is not in 
China's interest to see Asia destabilized, to see Japan become a nuclear 
power, to see this threat to stability in the region. Their economy is doing 
very well under present conditions. And so an instability bred by this 
rogue-state behavior of North Korea is not in China's interest, and a mature 
nation would recognize that and would bring all leverage to bear on North 
Korea so that they will comply with their commitments, not--and agreements 
that they made as short time ago as last September. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Senator McCain, help me to understand, why would China not want to 
be with the United States on this? What--what is the down side for China 
here? 
 
Sen. McCAIN: Unless they are immature and do not understand the consequences 
of their failure to exercise a beneficial influence towards a peaceful Asia, I 
don't know. I am--perhaps it's a degree of naivete on the part of the new 
Chinese leadership. I don't know the answer, but the United States had better 
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make the message very clear. This is a defining issue. I also believe that 
missile defenses development--this is another argument for the development of 
missile defense and sharing that technology with Japan. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Senator, do you think after the firing of these seven missiles on 
the Fourth of July, which obviously was an attempt to frighten the world, or 
at least to get its attention, is there any way that the United States could 
sit down and hold one-on-one talks with the North Koreans, as they seem to 
want? 
 
Sen. McCAIN: Well, first of all, I don't know why we should reward bad 
behavior by making concessions. And it's not whether it's six-party, 
four-party, two-party, whatever, that--that's not the problem, just as the 
shape of the table in the Paris Peace talks was not the problem. The problem 
is will the North Koreans comply with the commitments that they've made in the 
past? We made a deal in '94 which I vehemently opposed, which gave them all 
kinds of good things and they--and they rewarded that with--with violations of 
the agreements that they made. And we have to make it very clear. Now, who 
has the leverage? China does, Russia to a lesser degree. And unless that 
leverage is exercised, I'm not sure that this--this rogue state is going to 
behave in any civilized or normal fashion. 
 
SCHIEFFER: So what should the United States do if in fact the North Koreans 
continue to disregard these warnings from--from the other countries? 
 
Sen. McCAIN: Well, then I think obviously missile defenses deployment of 
more capable naval defensive capability in the region. Again, it effects our 
relations with China fundamentally because it will destabilize Asia. And even 
though this missile failed and--and maybe they'll never be able to have the 
technology to do so, I'm not sure that we can rely on that as a--as a 
safeguard against something that could be, you know, to have incredible 
consequences since they have... 
 
SCHIEFFER: Well, should we... 
 
Sen. McCAIN: Yeah, go ahead. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Should we take out those missiles militarily if they say they're 
going to continue on with this program? 
 
Sen. McCAIN: I--I don't know, Bob. I think that--that--that you exhaust all 
other options before you seriously consider it, but it's something you would 
have to judge at the time. But we better have the capability, and we do have 
the capability to do so. But I would not--I would not seriously consider that 
option at this time. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Let me ask you about another subject, and this has to do with 
Russia. The administration says it is now ready to basically reverse policy 
and cooperate with the Russians on--on civilian nuclear power, and 
specifically to allow Russia to become sort of a depository for spent nuclear 
fuel. Do you think that's a good idea? 
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Sen. McCAIN: I'm very skeptical. The Russians are the ones that helped the 
Iranians. This is another example where the Russians have got to understand 
again that their continued autocracy and repression and oppression of the 
media, of--of a free and democratic society, the latest which is the trying 
to--to get rid of Radio Free Europe and the Voice of America, as well as many 
other actions, should not be rewarded with an agreement that I think probably 
is more beneficial to them than to us. So, again, I--I would be questioning 
whether to go to St. Petersburg, given the Russians' behavior and again lack 
of cooperation on North Korea, and if I went I think it's time for some very 
tough talk. 
 
SCHIEFFER: So what you're saying, you're not even sure you'd go to the 
economic summit here, let alone go along with this program that the 
administration has now endorsed. Are you going to try to block that program, 
senator? 
 
Sen. McCAIN: Oh, no. But--and the president's obviously going. I'm glad 
he's going to Georgia along the way, but it's time for some very tough talk 
with the Russians. They--Mr. Putin is clearly on the path to the restoration 
of autocracy in Russia and that's not good for America, that's not good for 
Russia and it's not good for the world. 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right, Senator McCain, thank you so much. We'll be back in a 
minute with Senator Dodd. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER: And we're back now with Democratic Senator Chris Dodd of 
Connecticut. 
 
Senator, Senator McCain's pretty tough on the Chinese today. He says that 
they've got to be with us on this, and if they're not, that's going to be a 
real problem between us. 
 
Senator CHRISTOPHER DODD (Democrat, Connecticut; Foreign Relations Committee): 
Well--well, I hope they would be as well, but I think it's important that they 
not only listen to us, but we listen to them, as well. They obviously have a 
different agenda. We have similar points, but a different agenda, as well. 
They're very interested about instability on that Korean peninsula. They 
share a common border with North Korea, and so they have a lot of different 
interests than we're apt to have. Ours is disarmament, obviously reducing the 
threat of--of these missiles. Remember, North Korea has very successful 
short- and mid-range missiles that have been proven successful. The 
long-range missiles, obviously, have their difficulties. 
 
This is tremendously provocative, it's unacceptable, what they've done. John 
is right, and Nick Burns is right, that we have a lot of unanimity on this 
point. But the Chinese are worth listening to--as are the South Koreans, who 
don't have the same point of view on geopolitics. But I think listening to 
what their suggestions are in how we defuse this is very, very worthwhile. 
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And so I would urge us to be careful in trying to draft something that causes 
the Chinese to take a different position. The Russians may be a different 
story. Or having the South Koreans take a different position than this. 
 
I'm very worried about this--this issue in North Korea. I'm not sure yet of 
the capability. But we know that they have 8,000 spent fuel cells, which they 
developed, of plutonium. We know that they have at least six or maybe more 
bombs. We know that they're willing--they need hard currency. We know that 
al-Qaeda wants to get their hands on this kind of technology. It's very 
troubling to me. Of all the issues in the world, I think this is the most 
serious one that needs to be dealt with, and therefore, I'd go in a bit of a 
different direction than I heard John say--or Nick Burns say--that I think us 
pursuing a bilateral conversation with North Korea is not a bad idea. 
 
SCHIEFFER: One-on-one talks. 
 
Sen. DODD: If that's necessary. I wouldn't give up the six-party talks at 
all. I think they could be done as a subset of that. And we ought to be 
listening, again, to the South Koreans and the--and the Chinese. Japan, you 
want to listen to as well, but there's a national election going on in Japan 
today, as well, and--and that have--probably have some influence on Japan's 
position, I would add. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Well, Senator, help me to understand: Why would the Chinese be 
reluctant to go along on this? Why would they be reluctant to impose 
sanctions? Are they worried about taking down--or that government collapsing 
in North Korea? 
 
Sen. DODD: Well, part of that, but not so much, that, I think, but 
they--Nick Burns alluded to this: They have--don't want to have a--a human 
wave pouring into that northern or southern border of China and northern 
border of North Korea. 
 
SCHIEFFER: If--if that government collapsed in North Korea. 
 
Sen. DODD: If that would happen. That's what I'm saying. That's it. Or, 
if you had terrific sanctions that would deprive the food, medicines--other 
things that the South Koreans and the Chinese provide. So they're going to be 
careful--that's why their agenda is a bit different than ours. 
 
SCHIEFFER: I understand. 
 
Sen. DODD: And they're worth listening to on this. China's not our enemy on 
this. They don't want an arms race in that part of the world any more than we 
do. They don't want North Korea posing any more difficulties than they 
already are. Now, I'm not suggesting we ought to go along with exactly what 
the Chinese suggest, but listen to them. It's very valuable to listen to 
them. This is a--this is probably the single most important relationship 
we'll have in the 21st century. 
 
SCHIEFFER: What is the danger that North Korea poses to us? Is it that they 
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will develop these missiles, or if they have this technology, they'll sell to 
terrorists? 
 
Sen. DODD: Well, I think selling. I'm very worried about this. That's why 
I would place this as the single most important issue. Iran is important, 
obviously Iraq and Afghanistan are collapsing in many ways. But this issue 
really needs to be addressed, and that's why the bilateral conversations or 
talks--and negotiations are not--are not a reward. We need to get away from 
this idea that diplomacy is a sign of weakness. Muscular diplomacy is a sign 
of strength. We had seven American presidents--four Republicans and three 
Democrats--who bilaterally negotiated with the Soviet Union and China for 
almost 50 years. I--I'd hate to think what the world would look like today 
had we not had that kind of vision during seven administrations. 
 
And so the idea that bilateral talks are somehow a sign of weakness or 
concession--I wouldn't do it immediately, Bob, obviously, but this notion 
we're never going to do that--we're wasting time here, and we better get 
serious about this issue. I think it's unclear where we stand on this. One 
day we're for talks, the next day we're threatening attacks. I think there's 
a lot of lack of clarity about where the United States is. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Let me also ask you what I asked Senator McCain about, and that is 
the administration saying it is going to support more cooperation on civilian 
nuclear power with the Russians... 
 
Sen. DODD: Right. 
 
SCHIEFFER: ...and then in a deal that will allow them to become sort of the 
repository for spent fuel, which is something the Russians think they can make 
an enormous amount of money on. 
 
Sen. DODD: Right. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Where do you come down on that? 
 
Sen. DODD: Well, I... 
 
SCHIEFFER: Because this is a policy reversal. 
 
Sen. DODD: Right, it is. And I--I agree with John's concerns that he 
expressed about what's going on in Russia today. I think someone once said, 
you know, once a KGB, always a KGB agent. And in a sense I'm worried about 
where President Putin's taking Russia. So that is not a--there's no 
disagreement on that. But in the longer term, this may be a very important 
relationship, particularly if we can move Russia away from the sense that it 
needs to have a closer relationship with Iran, which is a major source of 
contention, a major source of concern. So I'm more optimistic about this. I 
don't disagree that we ought to take a close look at it, but I think it could 
prove very worthwhile to us in the long term. 
 
SCHIEFFER: We have just a little time here, but I want to ask you about your 
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colleague Joe Lieberman. 
 
Sen. DODD: Yes. Yeah. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Democratic senator from Connecticut who has a very strong primary 
opponent. 
 
Sen. DODD: He does. 
 
SCHIEFFER: He now says he'll run as an independent if he loses the primary. 
How do you see all that? 
 
Sen. DODD: Well, I--first I'm a strong supporter of Joe. I think John would 
tell you as well, there's no more highly respected member of the United States 
Senate than Joe Lieberman. He was strongly endorsed by the Democrats at a 
convention, labor gave him a strong endorsement. I hope that on August 
8th--there're 650,000 Democrats in Connecticut. Joe Lieberman has been a 
fabulous senator for our state, has been a fabulous senator for the country. 
I disagree with Joe, as some people do, about the Iraq war. But on almost 
every other issue he's been a mainstream Democrat, a valuable member of the 
United States Senate. The issue of what happens on August 9th, well, we'll 
get to that point if we get there. I hope we don't. But I don't believe in 
necessarily answering questions that are not relevant yet. 
 
SCHIEFFER: So... 
 
Sen. DODD: So I respect those who've taken the position they're going to 
support whoever the nominee is. My own view is while their intentions may be 
otherwise, I think that undermines Joe Lieberman's ability to win on August 
8th by suggesting somehow they're going to move in that direction. I'll take 
a position on August 9th if I have to. The most important question is can Joe 
Lieberman be renominated on August 8th? And I hope he is. 
 
SCHIEFFER: And it's the war that has him in trouble? 
 
Sen. DODD: More so than any... 
 
SCHIEFFER: Is this a... 
 
Sen. DODD: More so than anything else. And it's, and it's also the 
dissatisfaction with the Bush administration generally, and--and the--and the 
false assumption that Joe is somehow close to this administration on other 
issues, and he isn't at all. He's been very hostile in many ways to many of 
the Bush initiatives. 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right. Well, thank you very much, Senator. 
 
Sen. DODD: Thank you, Bob. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Back with a final word in just a second. 
 



 Face the Nation (CBS News) - Sunday, July 9, 2006 10 
 

 

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

(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER: The Fourth of July fell in the middle of last week, so I did what 
a lot of Americans did and took the whole week off. By the Fourth of July, 
the country is usually settled into the summer doldrums. Congress thankfully 
has taken its summer recess, presidents are taking it easy, the rest of us are 
thinking vacation thoughts, and news organizations just dial back. 
 
Well, not so last week. There was so much news that if they had such a thing, 
news organizations would have called their reserves to active duty. Talk 
about an argument against intelligent design. It was a week when nothing made 
sense. 
 
For the first time, NASA sent astronauts into space over the objections of 
their safety experts. So far, so good on that, thank goodness. North Korea 
staged that Fourth of July fireworks demonstration by inexplicably firing 
seven missiles into the air. The one that was supposed to scare us turned out 
to be a dud. Ken Lay died, and some commentators actually suggested it wasn't 
quite fair for him to escape prison by having a fatal heart attack. Google 
made its way into Webster's Dictionary. The bad news is it's sure now to lose 
its capital "G." The thunderstorms that have been raking Washington got so bad 
on the Fourth that crowds that had poured onto the Capital Mall to watch the 
fireworks took refuge in the subways, and even the port-a-potties. 
Fortunately there were no injuries when the storm hit the can. Did I say 
that? Hmm, I better get out of this vacation mode and back to work before I 
into trouble. 
 
That's it for us, we'll see you next week right here on FACE THE NATION. 


