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BOB SCHIEFFER, host: 
 
Today on FACE THE NATION, countdown to the turnover in Iraq.  A month before 
sovereignty is turned over to Iraq, the violence continues, and the question remains:  Has the 
war increased or lessened the threat of terrorism?  We'll get three perspectives this morning:  
from Lawrence Eagleburger, secretary of State under George H.W. Bush; Bill Clinton's 
national security adviser, Samuel Berger; and Tom Friedman, foreign affairs columnist for 
The New York Times.  Our FACE THE NATION 50th-anniversary flashback is about the 
Olympics, and I'll have a final word on terror alerts.  Who do we believe? 
 
But first, sovereignty in Iraq 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 on what has been a fine Memorial Day weekend in 
Washington.  Hundreds of thousands of people are in Washington this weekend for 
yesterday's dedication of the World War II Memorial, a memorial to that remarkable group of 
men and women who fought and won a war that could not be lost.  Because, had they lost, 
the world as we know it today would not exist. 
 
Well, today we face another war, and to talk about it, Tom Friedman and Sandy Berger are in 
the studio; Larry Eagleburger is in Charlottesville, Virginia. 
 
Gentlemen, welcome to all of you. 
 
Tom, the Iraqi Governing Council, the United States and the UN are in the process now of 
picking this interim government to run Iraq when we hand over sovereignty to them at the 
end of June.  The names that are coming up are pretty much just names to most Americans.  
You have followed this closely. What do you think of the way this selection process is going? 
 
Mr. TOM FRIEDMAN (The New York Times):  Well, the selection process has been a little 
untidy.  I think people expected that the UN representative in Baghdad would announce the 
full Cabinet all at once.  Instead, the prime minister, Iyad Allawi, a prominent Shiite activist 
from the people who were working outside Iraq against Saddam Hussein, was chosen by the 
Governing Council.  And I think that the council wanted to feel that they had the authority 
to do this.  That's important. 
 
The question is, really:  Who are these people, and are they the kind of people that we would 
like to see taking over in Iraq?  And, you know, for the most part, Bob, this is not a bad list, 
given what we're working with.  Iyad Allawi--as I say, a longtime opponent o--of Saddam 
Hussein, supported by the CIA.  That's going to be a problem for him, but I think a lot of 
people are hoping he'll simply come out and say, `You see this little crease in my forehead?  
That was put there by an ax by two of Saddam's henchmen.  You bet I took money from the 
CIA.  I'd have taken money from Santa Claus if it would have helped us unseat this guy.' 
 
So I think Allawi, who has good relations with the Shiites, he's been blessed by Sistani and he 
has good relations with the Ba'athists, with the old Ba'athists and--and people in the army--I 
think he's a--and he's a tough guy. People I've seen mentioned as foreign minister, Barham 
Salih, former--he's the prime minister of Kurdistan now.  Good, decent liberal guy.  Hoshyar 
Zebari, the man who is slated as defense minister, currently the foreign minister, good guy.  
The real fight's going to be over who's president.  I don't know either of these characters, but 
it's not a bad list.  We'll see how it comes together, but it's not a bad group of people. 
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SCHIEFFER:  So you're citing something that's a bit of a rare commodity these days:  some 
good news coming out of Iraq. 
 
Mr. FRIEDMAN:  Yeah.  Let's see if--if it comes together and a--the day after people don't 
start accusing one another.  But as a reasonably decent group of a--reasonably legitimate 
Iraqis who have the potential to reasonably take this forward, this ain't bad. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Larry Eagleburger, it--it seems to me that this government that's going to take 
over in the interim for--for--for Iraq is going to be credible if it is seen as sovereign.  Can it 
truly be seen as sovereign as long as US troops are there? 
 
Former Secretary LAWRENCE EAGLEBURGER (State Department):  Yeah, I think it can be, 
as long as you understand that we're going to back up and be not seen at the front of this 
regiment that's marching forward now.  In fact, I think the president's speech last week, 
which nobody seemed to like, made it very clear that we've learned a lesson here, which is 
that the Iraqis want to be seen to be running their own country as soon as possible.  And 
under those circumstances, I think the president's taken the right steps.  It's going to be tough, 
I admit that, in terms of whether they're sovereign or not.  But I think the possibilities are 
there.  The--the real question's going to be whether we have to use US troops very often to 
fend off these terrorists and these anti--or these pro-Saddam people.  And if we don't have to 
do that too often, then I think we're going to be all right. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, Sandy Berger, are you--do you feel as good about this selection process as 
Tom Friedman does? 
 
Mr. SANDY BERGER (Former National Security Adviser):  Well, I agree with what--but--bo--
both Tom and Larry have said, but I think there's another dimension here, and that is:  What 
do we make of this transition?  Is it a real transition or is it a Potemkin transition?  Do things--
are things really different on July 1 than they were on June 30, or are they the same?  Do we 
simply take the sign down, `Coalition Provisional Authority,' and put a big sign up saying 
`American Embassy' and have the sign for the Iraqi interim government down the street?  I--I 
think it's extremely important that we make this a real transition of power so that the Iraqi 
people can trust the fact that they have a--a real government. 
 
And I also--I--I'm troubled, I must say, though, Bob, by the architecture of this, because it 
seems to me that if we have a weak interim Iraqi authority, and everybody acknowledges it 
will be--will be weak, and a large American Embassy, unless there is a--an international 
presence of some stature in Baghdad, in Iraq, it's going to be very difficult for the Iraqi 
authority to get things done and very difficult, quite honestly, to work with the United States. 
 No new Iraqi government's going to want to be embraced or smothered by the United States. 
 So I would be all in favor of creating a respected international figure, a high commissioner, 
that could be the repository of international authority and act as a partner with this new 
interim Iraqi government to move towards elections and towards a constitution and towards 
stability. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  We should point out that you that are an adviser to John Kerry in his 
presidential campaign.  That is basically what Kerry has been talking about.  Some people 
in... 
 
Mr. BERGER:  Well, come--it'll come as no surprise that I agree with him on this. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Yes.  Some people are saying, and John McCain is one of them, that perhaps we 
ought to move up this J--January 5th date that has now been set for having elections in Iraq.  
Should we move that date up? 
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Mr. BERGER:  It may not be practically possible.  I--I do--I do think this period between July 1 
and the end of January is going to be a very precarious position because this is going to be a 
weak interim government.  Not only because it's new, not only because of the internal 
divisions but because the Shia majority, through Ayatollah Sistani, has made it clear that 
until there are elections constituting a real government, it does not want to see an interim 
government with great power.  So if it were possible to move up the date, consistent with 
conducting fair elections, I think that's something we should look at.  I think it may be--I 
know the UN does not feel it can be done in--in lesser time.  But it's a vulnerable period 
between July 1 and--and having elections. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Secretary Eagleburger, talking about this international structure, do you--do 
you think that is possible in practical terms?  I--clearly, the president seems to be moving 
more toward that than--than he seemed to suggest in--in the beginning when we started all 
of this.  But an international structure would also mean finding some way to bring in troops 
from other places.  Do you think that is doable these days? 
 
Mr. EAGLEBURGER:  Well, in the first place you have to ask whether the participants 
would--would agree to put in more troops.  I don't think you can expect anything from the 
French, for example.  And, again, I have to be very careful here when I say that it may be 
possible in the sense that I don't mind that so long as the UN then is not in charge of the 
military aspects of this thing.  We have seen too many times when the UN gets involved in 
these things and we have to go to the Security Council every time we want to sneeze that it 
becomes a real mess.  So I think it's possible to bring in troops.  I'm not at all sure in fact that 
it's really necessary. 
 
And, by the way, I should say, as well, I think we've already begun to turn over authority.  I 
was frustrated as I could be at the fact that we were not moving fast in Karbala and--and 
against the al-S--al-Sistani but I've now come to the conclusion that basically we slowed 
down because that's what the Iraqis told us if they wanted.  And if that's the case, it does 
seem to me that we are already listening to the Iraqis fairly clearly and I suspect it's going to 
continue that way. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Do you think we don't need more troops, Tom Friedman? 
 
Mr. FRIEDMAN:  Well, at this stage, Bob, I think we can only finish this war by engaging in 
what is an urban war, basically, whether it's in Fallujah or Karbala or Najaf.  And we 
Americans, English-speaking Americans, cannot finish this war.  An urban war in Iraq that 
goes in and really gets the bad guys can only be done by Iraqis. 
 
Mr. BERGER:  That's right. 
 
Mr. FRIEDMAN:  Only they know Mohammed from Unis from Ahmed.  Only they know the 
families.  Only they know the accents.  Only they can do it.  And I think we're--we're entering 
a phase that is really unknowable.  And the unknowable phase is what happens when we 
turn the keys over to Iraqis? 
 
Mr. BERGER:  That's right. 
 
Mr. FRIEDMAN:  You know, the old dictum that in the history of the world no one has ever 
washed a rented car?  I'm a big believer in that.  No one's ever washed a rented country 
either.  And what happens when Iraqis are no longer renting their country but actually own 
it?  How will they respond to the bad guys like the Sadrs and the die-hard Ba'athists and the 
al-Qaeda types there? Will they want to go in and finally collar these guys?  Who knows?  
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How will this government consolidate itself?  Who knows? 
 
I just think we're in a very fascinating transition.  Myself, I don't feel American troops are 
going to be in Iraq a year from now, certainly in any numbers, because I believe as soon as 
you get an Iraqi government in there, they are not going to want to be protected by us.  We 
are just too radioactive.  Bob, we're so radioactive we glow in the dark. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, Secretary Eagleberger... 
 
Mr. EAGLEBURGER:  Yeah. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  ...do you think that that is absolutely--I mean that that's possible, that the Iraqis 
can take this over?  And--and when Tom says this, the question comes to my mind, what if 
they ask us to leave? 
 
Mr. EAGLEBURGER:  Well, if they ask us to leave we'll have to leave, won't we?  I don't think 
they will, and in fact, I would argue just slightly with Tom in the sense that, OK, we may be 
radioactive but at the same time, I can't imagine an Iraqi government, this temporary one, 
that would be prepared to ask us to leave without some sense that they know they can 
control the situation, and I'm not at all sure that at this stage they can.  I think we, if we stay 
in the barracks as much as we can but if we're called upon to do something to support the 
government because they can't handle it, I think we have to be there for a while even though 
we're radioactive.  To walk away now and have it all fall down around our ears would be the 
worst possible thing we could do. 
 
Mr. FRIEDMAN:  Yeah.  I'm not indicating that but I do believe that our presence is going to 
be gradually diminished... 
 
Mr. EAGLEBURGER:  Oh, sure, I'm going to agree. 
 
Mr. FRIEDMAN:  ...and I think we're going to--we're definitely going to be removing over the 
horizon. 
 
Mr. BERGER:  On--on the security side, I think it's going to be extremely important that we 
accelerate the training of Iraqi forces.  We've trained about 10 percent of the Iraqi force that 
we need.  In the meantime we're going to have to carry some of the security load.  On the 
civilian side, on the political side, to take--take Tom's rented car metaphor, we seem a little bit 
like the parents of teen-aged kid a little reluctant to turn the keys of the car over when they 
go out in the evening.  Matter--the fact of the matter is, Iraqis are only going to feel as if they 
own their country and they have responsibility for its security if we turn those keys over. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Sandy, do you think there's any way that--that we could somehow bring 
NATO in?  I sort of agree with Secretary Eagleburger when he said I--I don't think we want, 
and there's nothing to demonstrate that putting troops under the control of the UN works 
very well anymore.  But what about NATO?  Is there a way to get NATO in... 
 
Mr. BERGER:  Well... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  ...to help share these casualties because these casualties are continuing on and I 
think will reach a point... 
 
Mr. BERGER:  Cer... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  ...where the American people won't tolerate that. 
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Mr. BERGER:  It certainly would have been a lot easier last May when that statue fell, had the 
president gotten on a plane--as Tom and others have said, had gotten on a plane and gone to 
Europe and called together all the European leaders and said, `Guys, this is no longer about 
whether you agree with us or don't agree with us on the war, this is about whether or not we 
have a stable or unstable Iraq.  What is it going to get you guys in?'  So it would have been 
easier in May, it would have been easier in July.  I still think to this day the president over the 
next two weeks is going to be in Europe, I think on two occasions, perhaps one summit 
meeting in the United States.  And I think this is really the last stop on the train, to say to our 
allies, `This is now a sovereign Iraq.  We have a collective responsibility to make a sovereign 
Iraq work.  We need your help.'  And I think that puts the burden on the others.  And if I--I 
think if they walk out of that room saying, `No, we're not going to do it,' at least we have the 
moral high ground. 
 
And I still think it's possible that if they don't--even if they don't send a large number of 
troops, we can put a NATO face on this rather than an American face on this and thereby 
substantially reduce the resentment towards America that the current occupation engenders. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Tom, another terrorist incident in Saudi Arabia, multiple numbers of people 
killed, hostages taken.  I now understand that the Saudi agents have freed some of those 
hostages.  Is there a connection with what's going on in Saudi Arabia and what's happening 
in Iraq? 
 
Mr. FRIEDMAN:  I don't think directly but it would--to pick up on Sandy's point, it's another 
point I would hope the president would be arguing with our European allies, `Guys, we now 
got a Saudi Arabia that's got a low-grade civil war going on.'  We have Saudi opposition 
groups, al-Qaeda sympathizers, attacking fortified oil installations.  We need to put Iraq--tilt 
that on the right direction.  The last thing we need is two unstable countries there. 
 
But I think what really what Saudi Arabia is--is reaping, Bob, are the wages of Wahhabi 
extremist ideology that was directed at us on 9/11, now being directed at the Saudi regime.  
You know, I--I was just sent the other day a piece from the Arab news by a Saudi liberal, and 
he's really asking, `Where are these guys coming from in our society?'  And I just want to 
read one s--one sentence here.  He says, `Have we helped create these monsters, we Saudis?  
Our education system, which does not stress tolerance of other faiths, let alone tolerance of 
followers of other Islamic thoughts, needs to be re-evaluated.' 
 
Look what happened in this incident in Saudi Arabia.  Those terrorists came into this 
building.  They said, `Who are the infidels, and who are the Arabs and Muslims?  You, Arabs 
and Muslims, you're out.  You infidels, over here.' This is ugly stuff, and it comes from the 
core of Saudi ideology and education, and Saudis themselves are now starting to say it. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  What you seem to be saying is that 9/11 may be part of some sort of Saudi civil 
war that's going on here. 
 
Mr. FRIEDMAN:  I've--I've always felt, Bob, you could do a revisionist history of 9/11 that 
basically describes this as a civil war with Osama bin Laden, comes from the richest non-
royal family in Saudi Arabia and a certain ideological bent, trying to take on the Saudi 
regime.  And--and this was a--by hitting us was a way of undercutting what he saw as the 
strongest prop of the Saudi ruling family.  There's a real problem inside Saudi Arabia.  Right 
after 9/11, you know, I was in neighboring United Arab Emirates.  And I'll never forget it.  
An Emirates official said to me--he'd just come from a conference in Saudi Arabia.  He said, 
`Tom, let me tell you something.  Bin Laden is in every home in Saudi Arabia.' 
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SCHIEFFER:  What do you think about that, Larry Eagleburger? 
 
Mr. EAGLEBURGER:  Well, first of all, I think the Saudis, as Tom has said, are sowing what--
they are reaping what they sowed.  I should get that in right order.  But that I think they've 
played along much too long.  I think they finally are waking up to the fact that they're a 
target.  I am inclined to believe that with--we ought now to be shifting from having been 
quite disturbed with them, we need to start talking a bit more about shoring them up.  I think 
Tom has basically said the same thing. 
 
I don't like it much, but I do think it is now clear that the Saudi regime has, I hope, at least--
has learned its lesson.  It's going to take a long time to undo the mistakes they made, but at 
the same time there is--there's no question--I hate to say it this way, because everybody will 
attack it.  But there--oil is important to the West.  It's important to all of us.  And if we don't 
protect that source, we could find ourselves in terrible trouble. 
 
So again, what I'm really saying is I think that things are now touchy in Saudi Arabia.  I 
think they probably have been for some time.  But maybe this latest attack has finally 
awakened the regime to the fact that they have a real problem on their hands, and they're 
going to have to shift the way in which they deal with it. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Mr. Berger, let me ask you about this terror alert that the attorney general 
issued this week.  It now turns out that apparently some of the information that was put out 
was bogus.  But the most stunning thing was that apparently the Department of Homeland 
Security didn't know that this warning was coming.  What do you make of that? 
 
Mr. BERGER:  Well, we still, obviously, have problems of coordination.  I--I must say, I--I--I 
think--I'm not going to second guess the attorney general on putting out information.  I think 
in--n this situation we have often I think had red, yellow, green, pink and blue and confused 
the American people.  This time we had the pictures of individuals who we thought to be 
dangerous.  And I think it's perfectly legitimate--in fact, it's a--it's a force multiplier to--to put 
those pictures on--on the television and say to the American people, `If you recognize any of 
these people, call us.'  So I think on balance it was good to get those pictures out this 
weekend. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Mr. Eagleburger, we see these polls that say that more and more Americans 
now--67 percent--describe themselves as worried about the war.  If you were still in the 
government and advising the president, what would you advise him to do to overcome that, 
or at least reduce the number of people who seem worried about this? 
 
Mr. EAGLEBURGER:  Well, at the moment, I don't know that there's much you can do 
immediately to change the situation.  I--as I say, I thought the president's speech and the lay--
the program he laid out makes sense.  I think what will in the end either make people less 
worried or more worried is going to be this interim period when we have a--an Iraqi 
government and when hopefully they will be able to manage affairs with our support, but 
there's--I can understand why everybody's worried. 
 
I must say I think we can overdo that worry a good bit.  Let's face it.  We have gotten rid of 
Saddam Hussein.  We have gotten an Afghan regim--or an Afghanistan that's been cleaned 
up a good bit.  We've had some real successes. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right. 
 
Mr. EAGLEBURGER:  The problem now is that we're--there's this problem of seeing how we 
get ourselves out of this situation. 
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SCHIEFFER:  All right. 
 
Mr. EAGLEBURGER:  And I think the president has given us a plan.  I hope it works. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  OK.  I'm sorry.  We've run out of time, Mr. Eagleburger.  Thank you so much.  
Thanks to all of you for your perspective.  Back in a minute. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Security will be one of the foremost concerns when the Olympics take place this 
summer in Athens.  Well, there was also a lot of talk about security 20 years ago when the 
Games were held in Los Angeles--not from us, but from the Soviet Union.  That is our FACE 
THE NATION 50th Anniversary Flashback. 
 
In May of 1984, the Soviets decided to boycott the Games, claiming it wouldn't be safe to 
bring their athletes to the United States.  But Deputy Secretary of State Kenneth Dam 
appeared on FACE THE NATION and said there no grounds for the Soviet concerns. 
 
Mr. KENNETH DAM (Deputy Secretary of State):  (From 1984 FACE THE NATION) There 
will be 17,000 security personnel.  What more do they want other than to change Los Angeles 
into a miniature of the Soviet Union, with no free speech, no demonstrations, no right for 
people to move around? 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Analysts said what the Soviets were really trying to do was provoke a crisis in 
an effort to force the United States to make concessions on a variety of issues.  It didn't work. 
 The Games went on without incident, and with athletes from the Communist nations absent, 
America dominated the Olympics and won a record 83 gold medals--another FACE THE 
NATION 50th Anniversary Flashback. 
 
And I'll be back with a final word. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Finally today when our Bob Orr reported that Attorney General John Ashcroft's 
latest terror warning came as a surprise to the rest of the government, including the 
Department of Homeland Security, I couldn't believe it.  Well, I should have.  When the 
attorney general put out those `be on the lookout for seven suspected terrorist pictures,' Tom 
Ridge, who heads the Department of Homeland Security, got the details with the rest of us, 
when the announcement was made on TV.  Nothing personal. 
 
Apparently the FBI hadn't even passed the information to its officers in the field.  And now 
we learn some of the information may have been bogus anyway. Excuse me?  But wasn't the 
Department of Homeland Security created because our intelligence and law enforcement 
agencies could not or would not communicate with each other?  If these people still cannot 
figure out the right reasons to work together, maybe the president should explain the politics 
of it, since politics seems to be what drives everything anyway these days.  Maybe he should 
just sit them down and say, `Look, boys, I'm in the middle of a campaign.  If you keep acting 
like the gang that can't shoot straight, you're going to get me beat.' 
 
I suppose we should be pleased that the attorney general did close ranks with Ridge and they 
issued a joint statement Friday pledging to work together. They said, and we quote, "We 
thought this would be helpful as we move into this period of threat."  How reassuring. 
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Well, that's it for us.  We'll see you next week right here on FACE THE NATION. 


