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BOB SCHIEFFER, host: 
 
Today on FACE THE NATION:  three historians on the Bush presidency, the war and a divided nation. 
 
Less than a year before the 2004 presidential election, the country is more divided than ever.  How will the 
war in Iraq affect the election?  How is President Bush dealing with the crisis compared to former 
presidents?  And why is the country so divided?  These are the questions for three imminent historians:  
Garry Wills, David Maraniss and Robert Dallek. 
 
I'll have a final word on Thanksgiving the right way. 
 
But, first, historians look at the presidency 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 Chicago:  Garry Wills. His latest book is titled 
"Negro President:  Jefferson and the Slave Power." And with us here in the studio:  Robert Dallek--his 
new book, a best-seller, "An Unfinished Life:  John F. Kennedy, 1917-1963"; and David Maraniss, author 
of "They Marched Into Sunset:  War And Peace, Vietnam And America, October 1967." 
 
Gentlemen, thanks to all of you.  Professor Dallek, let me start with you. The big news of the weekend, of 
course, is that President Bush went to Baghdad on a secret trip. 
 
Professor ROBERT DALLEK (Presidential Historian):  Yeah. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Presidents often make secret trips to visit the troops, don't they?  There is historical context 
for this? 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  Oh--oh, without question, they sure do.  Franklin Roosevelt did it during War World II; 
used a double to disguise his--his movements. Wi--Winston Churchill, of course, did it during the war.  But 
Dwight Eisenhower went to Korea after he was elected in 1952 to visit the troops there.  Lyndon Johnson 
went to Vietnam twice.  Richard Nixon went there once. And the first George Bush went to Kuwait.  So 
it's something that that a--presidents do.  It's part of our historical tradition. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Is it a good thing, David? 
 
Mr. DAVID MARANISS (Presidential Historian):  Well, I think it was a good thing for the troops, and if--
if that's true, then it--it's worth it right there.  I think in terms of its lo--longer-term political effect, that 
remains to be seen.  It was a brilliant PR move for the moment, but as we know, the `mission 
accomplished' effort when they went to the aircraft carrier sort of blew up in his face because the mission 
certainly isn't accomplished when you have 77 soldiers being killed just in this month of November. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  But it seems to me this was a little different from that in that, it seems to me, it's important 
for a president, for any leader, to demonstrate that he's willing to go where he's sending other people.  And 
I think that was the signal, it seems to me... 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  I agree with that. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  ...that this president was sending.  I think it was a very important thing. 
 
Garry Wills, you've watched a lot of presidents, you've written about a lot of them, all the way back to 
Lincoln, I suppose.  Now you've got a new book out about Jefferson.  How do you view Bush and his 
presidency as he nears the end of his first term? 
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Mr. GARRY WILLS (Presidential Historian)::  Well, I think it was a great lost opportunity.  Right after 
the attack on the World Trade Center, the whole world coalesced around us.  NATO suspended its rules. 
 They were--there was an outpouring of genuine feeling.  And we had the chance then to go to the world, 
to the UN, and to say, `This is an attack on all of us.  This is a crime.  And we have to mobilize police 
forces to chase down these people in whatever country they're in.  And we need your intelligence, we 
need your help, we need cooperation.  This is a worldwide thing.'  And instead we rebuffed them, we said 
we didn't need them.  We offered to have pre-emptive war.  We went on our own.  We gave contracts 
only to our own.  We made it clear that we didn't want anything but money and bodies, not anybody to 
help us, to advise us, to work with us.  Great opportunity lost. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Professor Dallek, would you agree with that? 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  I cert... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  That's pretty strong--pretty strong talk there. 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  I--I--it is strong talk, and I think it's--it's wise.  I think it's on the mark.  You know, 
Winston Churchill once said, `The only thing worse than having allies is not having them.'  And most 
American presidents in this postwar era, and going back to World War II, lived by that proposition. But 
this administration seems to have alienated an awful lot of our allies and neutral nations.  The most 
shocking statistic I saw was that Indonesia --75 percent approval rating for the United States, for America, 
before the Bush administration began.  It's now down to 15 percent.  It's really very distressing that we've 
alienated so many people around the globe. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  I--is part of that the fact, Professor, that we are the last superpower?  And when you 
live... 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  Sure. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  ...in the biggest house on the block, there is always going to be somebody that lives in a 
small house that, no matter what you do, is going to be critical. 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  I--I think that's true, but also it's a matter of style.  You know, John Kennedy, to this 
day, has an extraordinary hold on the world's imagination.  And he was beloved, not just beloved but 
admired and appreciated, because of the style and the rhetoric and the way in which he approached the 
world.  He wasn't happy with de Gaulle.  He wasn't happy with Adenauer.  He had lots of problems with 
the Canadian government.  But he muted them and came across to the world as someone who was intent 
upon attracting them, holding their appreciation.  The rivalry of the hearts and minds of Africa, Asia, Latin 
America--he--he really was very much a multilateralist. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  David, of course, your book is about Vietnam. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  Yes. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  First, I should ask you, are you as critical of this president as what we've just heard here? 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  I agree with their assessment of his handling of the rest of the world in terms of 
bringing them in on this.  I think that in terms of the war itself, I think that's incomplete, and we really don't 
know yet about that.  So I'd probably give him a little more of a break on that. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Because, for example, Bill Kristol, writing in The Weekly Standard today, says that he now 
sees George Bush picking up the torch from John--from John Kennedy, from Ronald Reagan, because he 
is trying to sell democracy.  And he says that's a lonely job, but that's what George Bush is doing. 
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Mr. MARANISS:  Well, that started with Woodrow Wilson... 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  That's right. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  ...but to--to no good effect.  I mean, I think... 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  Right. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  I think that's the rhetoric of what he's doing.  Whether that's the reality of it is 
something else.  And that's really what pushed America into Vietnam as well, the whole notion of--of 
saving Southeast Asia for democracy from Communism based on a--a fallacy, the fallacy of the domino 
theory. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  But wouldn't it be a good thing if somehow we could install a democracy in what was once 
Iraq, Garry Wills? 
 
Mr. WILLS:  Well, you know, the idea that selling democracy is a lonely job--selling is not lonely.  It's 
precisely getting people to buy, making them cooperate with you, making them work with you.  We want 
to impose democracy, a quite different thing.  The--the whole attitude is that we are now in a position, as 
the only superpower, where we can rearrange the world at will. Being the only superpower is a dangerous 
thing.  You know, Aeschylus, in the tragedy of "Agamemnon," says, `Victory is a dangerous moment.'  
And the wife of Ag--Agamemnon spreads a yellow--a red--blood-red carpet to tempt him at that moment. 
 And I thought that the deck of the United States' Abraham Lincoln was the red carpet. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  David? 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  Well, I... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Is this Vietnam?  Let--let's just get right to it.  Because we hear so much of this now 
about--talking about we're into another Vietnam, I--the--the parallel I see with Vietnam is not what's going 
on innIraq compared to what was going on in Vietnam but in the way the government is handling some of 
this... 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  That's exactly right. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  ...information policy. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  Yeah.  Human nature tends not to change.  The situation is different, although there 
are some similarities there as well.  You have soldiers in a place where they don't know who the friend is 
and who the enemy is fighting, in a s--essence, a guerrilla  war now.  You have a--a war based on 
suppositions or rationalizations that are based on questionable intelligence, whether it was the Gulf of 
Tonkin resolution or the weapons of mass destruction.  And you have a government that's manipulating the 
truth.  And I think that is th--the--the main similarity, although the--the essence of the wars themselves are 
quite different.  And you can't compare Ho Chi Minh and the nationalist movement in Vietnam with 
Saddam Hussein. 
 
Mr. WILLS:  The one--the one... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Professor Dallek--go ahead, Garry. 
 
Mr. WILLS:  The one structural resemblance is that we blundered in and didn't know how to get out.  
But--that's the thing that is the parallel. 
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SCHIEFFER:  Professor Dallek, the president's supporters see him as a very strong leader. 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  They do. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  His opponents take just the opposite view.  He's become, in--in a sense, rather polarizing... 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  Yeah. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  ...which has surprised me.  People either like him or they hate him. 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  Yeah. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Why is that?  And is there any historical precedent for that? 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  Well, you know, people loved Franklin Roosevelt and hated him, too. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Yes. 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  I think when a president has strong views and takes strong positions--and this president 
certainly has--you're going to attract your f--followers and get strong support and, really, alienate a--a lot 
of people. 
 
But I--I--I'd like to get back to a point David was making.  You know, what's interesting about this 
Vietnam experience is that we're operating in the shadow of Vietnam.  This, of course, is not Vietnam, 
though I think Garry's quite right and David is right to say that there are some parallels.  But by and large, 
what makes Vietnam important is that we remember Vietnam.  And 85 percent of the public in this 
country is apprehensive that we're going to end up in a quagmire, that we're being trapped there.  And it's 
quite frightening and justifiably so.  And as Garry was saying, how are we going to get out? What do we 
do to end our involvement there?  This is, I think, the $64 question now. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  What should we do, Garry?  Do you think, since it doesn't seem to working in your view, 
should we just leave? 
 
Mr. WILLS:  No, I don't think that's true at all.  Wha--the thing we should do is admit mistakes and try to 
repair them.  Un--unfortunately, what is taken for strength in this administration is an inability to admit 
mistakes.  They can't admit we needed more troops than we have.  They can't admit that the rationale 
was wrong.  They can't admit that they defied the world on mistaken grounds, and they can't go to the rest 
of the world and say, `We were wrong on this.  We've got to face up to it, and we need your help because 
the peace of the world depends on it.  Come in it for your sake and we'll stay in it for our sake.'  But 
we've got to be realistic, and if you can't admit a mistake, you can never learn. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  David? 
 
Mr. WILLS:  It's as simple as that. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  But that's an exact parallel with Vietnam right there.  My book is about October of 
1967 when the Johnson administration would not admit that they'd made any mistakes and were trying to 
send the Cabinet out to the country to say, `We're getting it right.  We're winning.  And the press is getting 
it wrong.'  And that's a--a parallel with today as well. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Let's--let's turn to the--to the Democrats.  Democrats don't be--seem to be doing so good 
these days, either.  Nobody has come--broken away from the field here so far.  There are a lot of them 
out there campaigning but all the polls show that most people are not even aware who--who the various 
ones are.  Garry, do you think the Democrats--what--what--what--what do you--what do you think the 
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state of the Democratic Party is right now? 
 
Mr. WILLS:  It's pitiful.  These are--these are not very impressive people and the Democratic Party has 
not been very impressive.  After all, George Bush did--didn't even win the popular vote, and they 
immediately rolled over, the Democratic Senate, and confirmed Ashcroft.  They voted for the tax, they 
voted for the authorization of the war.  They have no sense of self-worth or anything of that sort.  I don't 
think any of them can beat Bu--George Bush.  I think only George Bush can beat George Bush, and he 
well may. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Professor? 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  You know, Garry's point is so interesting because I've been going around the country 
about this Kennedy book for the past six months, and what I marvel at is the extraordinary hold that 
Kennedy has on the public imagination, not only in this country but around the world.  And I think part of it 
has to do with the fact that Kennedy's successors have been so uninspiring to so many millions of people 
in this country and abroad.  Lyndon Johnson and the failure in Vietnam; Richard Nixon and his being 
forced out of office.  Even though the fact that Bill Clinton and Reagan had eight years each, they ended 
their terms in the shadow of--of serious problems.  And Kennedy seems to be this almost mythological 
figure at this point.  And it speaks volumes about, I think, the failure of both parties to grab the imagination 
of people in this country. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Why do you think that is, David? 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  I think--well, I--first of all, I think that--that the Clintons are still the ghosts hovering 
over the Democratic Party, and that part of the problem this year, I think that--in the last few days, you 
see Hillary Clinton taking a lead where--where none of the candidates are in terms of trying to go to Iraq 
and Afghanistan.  And I think a lot of parts of the party are still waiting for her in 2008, and I think that's 
also a problem right now.  And I think that the Democrats are, essentially, in a very defensive position.  
They're not making any sort of positive proposals.  And that--that--that tends to be a losing proposition 
when you're in that position. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  OK, let's take a... 
 
Mr. WILLS:  Let--let me remind you that... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Yes, go ahead, Garry. 
 
Mr. WILLS:  Let me remind you that Hillary Cri--Clinton also voted to authorize the war. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  Yes, she did. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  OK.  We'll take a break here and come back in just a second. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  And we're back again now with our panel of distinguished historians:  Garry Wills, Robert 
Dallek and David Maraniss. 
 
Professor Dallek, I'm going to go to you.  Ther--there does seem to be--as you say, the country is divided. 
 There's a--there's almost--as Garry Wills said, the Democratic Party seems to be in his wo--terms `pitiful 
shape.' 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  Yeah. 
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SCHIEFFER:  And yet, you know, the--nobody seems all that happy or a lot of people don't seem all... 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  Right. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  ...that happy with the Bush administration.  What breaks this? 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  Yeah.  Well, this is not unprecedented.  We've gone through long periods in our 
presidential history when--when the presidents weren't very exciting people and people didn't remember 
10 years later who had served in the office.  I think we need something electric, something that is going to 
generate a kind of excitement.  And I think that will come if we elect a woman as president of the United 
States because this would be such a departure from what we've had before, sort of like John Kennedy 
winning as the first Catholic in American presidential history. 
 
Now I don't know whether the woman will be a great president or a good president, mediocre, but there'll 
be one benefit regardless of how well she serves in the office.  It'll double the size of the pool of talent we 
can turn to for nominees.  And that can't be bad given the quality of the nominees we have faced over the 
last several years. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Let's talk a little bit about some of the social issues, domestic issues.  Gay marriage is 
obviously going to be at the front of the agenda this time.  Do you see it as having an impact on this 
election, Garry? 
 
Mr. WILLS:  Well, I hope not because it's a kind of fake issue.  Most people seem to be for civil union.  
When you say marriage, that introduces sacramental ideas that offend a lot of people.  I don't know that 
we should concentrate on that right now.  The main thing is that we have had a revolution in our attitude 
toward human rights in general--women's rights, gay rights, minority rights, ethnic, religious, etc.  We've 
never had such an upsurge of that, and the gay marriage will come eventually if that's seen as a right, but 
it seems to me not a real issue that you should pin the hopes of the nation on when we have much more 
serious things going on, much more ravaging of the ecology, much more giving into pharmaceutical 
companies and others and oil companies.  The amazing thing is that the Democrats have not been able to 
focus on the fact that this is the most business-oriented, secretly hidden contract--hidden conferencing 
administration in history. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  David, Howard Dean--if there is one who seems to be a little bit ahead of the others so far 
in the Democratic field, it does seem to be Howard Dean.  He came out early against the war, but now 
you're seeing people that are putting bumper stickers that say `Dean-McGovern,' in the sense that George 
McGovern was the anti-war candidate.  He had no other issue.  There was no other way for him to 
appeal to people.  And a lot of Republicans say they're praying that Howard Dean gets the nomination. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  Well, you also hear that Republicans--or that the Bush administration is actually 
donating money to the Dean campaign through the Internet.  I don't think that's true.  And I think I--you 
know, I think it's--it's--I don't think that--that Dean--the Dean-McGovern analogy fits entirely.  A little bit 
of the Gary Hart-Dean analogy might, but you see Dean in the last month trying to reach out to blacks and 
to labor in a way that--that McGovern and--and--and Hart weren't as capable of doing.  And so I think 
that if he does get through this, he might be a more formidable candidate than people expect. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  What do you think, Professor? 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  Well, you know, Bob, what I think is you need a candidate who makes people feel that 
he or she is on their side.  I think back to that wonderful anecdote about Franklin Roosevelt.  After he 
died, Mrs. Roosevelt was stopped by somebody on the street and said--they said to her, `I miss the way 
your husband used to speak to me about my government.'  Now who can imagine someone saying that 
about any political officeholder nowadays? Somebody needs to come across that way to the public, that 
they're on their side.  Garry's point that this administration has been so secretive and so much in the 
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pockets of the--of--of--of the corporations, and it's amazing that the Democrats have been relatively 
ineffective in bringing that across to people and raising the consciousness and making people feel, `Look, 
this administration is not really on your side.  They pretend to be.  There's a lot of rhetoric and their style 
is'--they've very effective politicians. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  I spent... 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  They're a very shrewd now. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  I spent--I spent the whole year of 1995 studying the Gingrich revolution and the way 
they were trying to rewrite the regulatory laws of the United States.  And they weren't, in the end, able to 
do it because of a Democratic president.  And now you've got this happening over the last year in ways 
that aren't really being covered because of the war and so many other things dominating the--the 
coverage. 
 
Mr. WILLS:  You know, one of the things about this McGovern comparison:  The Republicans are very 
good at showing, or claiming, that any so-called leftward move by the Democratic Party is extremist, out 
of the mainstream, McGovernite, etc.  And so you had some--something like the Gore campaign, which 
was so wishy-washy, and what that does is give room for the irresponsible left to be stupid, as they were 
with Ralph Nader.  After all, not only did Gore get most of the votes, Nader would have made him the 
clear winner if he had not run. This is a Nader war, a Nader Justice Department, a Nader Patriot Act.  All 
of those things we can blame on Ralph Nader. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  So what happens now?  What do you see happening over the next year, David?  Do you... 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  I think that--that George W. Bush has been successful in sort of being the mirror 
image of Bill Clinton in some ways.  He has able--he has been able to--the--the right-wing of his party is 
upset about the spending he's doing, but not upset enough to go anywhere else.  And he's starting to try to 
co-opt the Democrats on some of their issues a little bit, with Medicare... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Medicare. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  ...and--and so on.  And so I think it--I think it's all a political game that they're playing 
based on two things:  one is th--looking at Clinton's success in winning re-election and the failure of his 
father in winning re-election. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Professor? 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  Well, but I think, David, wha--what they have to cope with and I think what's going to be 
the big issue in the coming year is Iraq. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  Yeah. 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  And if they--if they can't bring that under control, if there continues to be the steady 
drain of blood and treasure because people are unhappy about these deficits and about the fact that we 
had--Bush had to go back to the Congress for $87 billion.  There are so many problems in this country to 
be addressed.  You know, I'm not an isolationist or a unilateralist, but I think that we really have to think 
about the needs of this country first.  But how are we going to cope with this situation in Iraq? And if they 
can't come to terms with that, I think that could be a death knell for their administration. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  I think I agree with all of you in a lot of what you said.  I think the--the--the one issue in 
this next election will be Iraq.  On that, I do agree with all of you. 
 
Mr. WILLS:  Right.  And it's not s... 
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SCHIEFFER:  Back with a--I'm sorry, Garry.  We... 
 
Mr. WILLS:  It's not simply Iraq.  It's--it's also Afghanistan. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Yes. 
 
Mr. WILLS:  It's also Israel.  It's the whole Middle East. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Absolutely. 
 
Mr. WILLS:  We went in to improve the whole situation in the Middle East, and we are spreading a--a 
great deal of disorder there. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  Yes. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right.  We have to end it there.  Thanks to all of you.  A very enlightening discussion. 
 
Mr. MARANISS:  Thank you. 
 
Prof. DALLEK:  Thank you. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Back in a minute. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Finally today, I'll be honest:  My favorite part of Thanksgiving is the food.  It's my kind of 
food:  recognizable.  I'm not much for pushing aside a flower on my plate and trying to figure out exactly 
what's underneath it, especially when it turns out to be some goofy combination I never heard of--braised 
raspberries and jellied quail eggs over raw rabbit or some such. And the worst is when it's all stacked up in 
a pile. 
 
No, I like those old standards:  turkey, dressing, mashed potatoes, gravy, cranberry sauce, pecan pie --even 
the ones I can't eat anymore.  I just like to see them there, side by side, with their own little place on the 
plate. 
 
We had some new high chairs at our table this year, and after polishing off a fine squash soup, one of the 
new additions looked up and said, `What's next?' Now that's my kind of celebrant. 
 
So many times when bad things happen to us, we ask, `Why me?'  But do we always remember to say 
`Why me?' when good things happen?  I hope I have.  As I looked around that table, I realized so many 
good things came my way this year, that no matter how many times I said `Thanks,' it would never be 
enough. 
 
I hope your Thanksgiving was as good as mine, and I hope you got a nice little nap after that meal. 
 
That's it for us.  Remember our troops who are away from home and their families back home, and we'll 
see you next week right here on FACE THE NATION. 


