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PROCEEDI NGS
MR. STEINBERG It's a pleasure for me to have the
opportunity to wel come Senator John Kerry here to Brookings.
As sonmebody who grew up in Massachusetts, | had a chance
first-hand to watch his career, froma nenber of the
M ddl esex District Attorney's Ofice to |ieutenant governor
and finally to the United States Senate. And | also had a
chance to serve at the sane tinme, when | was working for
Senat or Kennedy, when he first canme to the Senate in 1984.

As you all know, Senator Kerry has had an extraordinarily
di stingui shed career--a graduate of Yale University, an
extraordi nary career full of valor and bravery in Vietnam
and a long political career fromthe grass roots up. Since
he joined the Senate in 1984, he's been a nenber of the
Senate Foreign Relations Conmittee, where he's been one of
the nost insightful thinkers about U S. national interests
and our role in the world, which nmakes it particularly
appropriate that we have a chance to hear himtoday talk
about the future of Anmerican operations in Irag.

And before | turn the podiumover to the senator, | also
want to say that it's a great privilege to have his wfe,
Teresa Heinz, serve as a nenber of our board. So we've been
greatly benefitted fromthe famly.

So after the senator speaks, he's agreed to take a few
guestions fromthe audience, so I'll come back up again and
MC that part of the show So w thout further ado, Senator
John Kerry.

[ Appl ause. ]

SENATOR KERRY: Jim thank you very, very much for a
generous wel come to the Brookings today. Thank you all for
being here. And |I'd just share with you up front, Teresa's
participation in this is one of the great joys of her life.
She really loves it. She's fully invested in it, as you
know. And |I've had the pleasure of joining you, many of you
here at a few of the dinners, and we are so proud and
grateful to you for the extraordinary work that is done here
at Brookings. It sets the pace, and |'mproud to be here
today to share sone thoughts wi th everybody.

| begin by asking a sinple question: What does it gain
Arerica to win a war and potentially | ose a peace? Last
spring our fighting nen and wonen bravely swept across the
battlefields of Irag. But now, as sumer turns to fall, the
Bush adm nistration's | ack of courageous |eadership, its
scorn for shared sacrifice, its stubborn dogmati sm has put
our troops at risk, creating a potential new sanctuary for
terrori smand weakening Arerica's |eadership in the world.
Today our soldiers' lives, the future of Irag, and the
solidarity of free nations are being threatened not by a
tin-horn dictator but by a tin-eared adm nistration which



insists that it is always right, refuses to admt when it is
wrong, and over and over again msleads the American people.

Qur country is paying a high price for the Bush failures.
The cl earest synbol of that price is the target that is on
the back of young Anericans serving in a distant desert.
Today a soldier in Iraq fears getting shot while getting a
drink of water. A squad at a checkpoint has to worry about
whet her or not an old station wagon driving towards themis
a nobile bonb. And the price is paid not only in their
security and, too often, their lives, but in the erosion of
Anerica's international standing, the prospect of a new
danger down the road, and an endl ess drain on our national
treasury.

The Bush adm nistration is asking us to pay nore and nore
for its failures--another $87 billion that the American
peopl e are being asked to shoul der al one and which Anerica's
m ddl e class is being asked to shoul der disproportionately,
noney that could be used here at hone to nmake health care
nore affordable, to pay for honeland security, to keep this
president's promse to | eave no child behind.

This is an extraordinary nmonent for Anerica and for the
worl d. Just as in Vietnam arrogance and pride stand in the

way of comon sense and integrity. "If we're an arrogant
nation, they'll resent us; if we're a hunble nation, but
strong, they'll welcone us." Those aren't ny words.

They're the words of George W Bush running for president
three years ago next week. How far we have cone since then

The admi nistration is engaged in sleights of hand that
masquer aded as policy but were really just rhetorical
checkpoints on a predeterm ned course. They went to the

U N, but they used it as nothing nore than a drive-by on
the road to war. This nmay be the nobst arrogant, deceptive
nmonment in foreign policy in many decades. And Anerica's
rel ati onships with foreign governnents and Anerican esteem
around the world are at an all-tinme | ow.

For Anmericans |ooking for |eadership, for people across the
gl obe | ooking for inspiration, the Wite House has becone a
house of mrrors, where nothing is what it seens and al nost
everything is other than what the president prom sed. And

the result is not just an adm nistration that has shredded

its own credibility, but has left the very veracity of the

United States in tatters.

Who will believe the secretary of state when he next shows
phot ographs at the United Nations? Wo will trust this
presi dent when he next vows to work with the nations of the
worl d to conbat conmon foes |ike al Qaeda, environnental

cat astrophe, or AIDS? New | eadership in the White House is
needed nore than ever to restore Anmerican |eadership in the
wor | d.



W were told that Iragis would see us as |iberators. But
too often they see us as occupiers--sonething that was
predi ctable--ruling over their country; preventing self-
determ nation, not providing it.

W were told there would be a great international coalition
of the willing. But this president's pride has brought us a
coalition of the few barely willing to do anything at all--
160 Mongol i ans, 43 Estonians, and 83 Filipinos is not a
coalition. It is a coverup.

W were told the Anerican people would not have to bear al
the burden of rebuilding Iraq and that allies and the

i nternational community would join us in this endeavor. But
an isolated Anerica is now |l eft al nost alone to pay al nost

all the costs. In fact, we are paying other countries to do
sonet hi ng, al nost anything, in order to create the
appearance of a coalition. This isn't burden-sharing. |It's

just the Bush foreign policy version of Enron accounti ng.

Despite all the evasions and expl anations, we are now in
danger of losing the peace in Irag because of the arrogance
of this president and this adm nistration both before and

after the war. It was bad enough to go it alone in the war.
It is inexcusable and inconprehensible to go it alone in the
peace. In the last year, President Bush has had three

deci sive opportunities to build an international coalition
on the issue of Irag. And three tinmes he not only failed,
he hardly even tri ed.

The first opportunity canme last fall, after Congress

aut hori zed the use of force. That authorization sent a
strong signal that the president and the Congress were
united in hol ding Saddam Hussei n accountable for his
failures to keep his commtnents and his scorn for the world
comunity. It set the stage for the U N resolution that
finally led himto et U N inspectors back into Iraq.

When | voted to give the president the authority to use
force, | said arnms inspections are "absolutely critical in
bui l di ng international support for our case to the world."
That's how you nake clear to the world you are contenpl ating
war not for war's sake, but because it may be the ultinmate
weapons inspection enforcenent nmechani sm

But the Bush administration, inpatient to go into battle,
stopped the clock on the inspectors, against the w shes of
key menbers of the Security Council and despite the call of
many in Congress who had voted to authorize force as a | ast
resort. Despite his Septenber promse to the United Nations
to "work with the U N Security Council to neet our conmon
chal  enge," President Bush rushed ahead on the basis of what
we now know to be dubi ous, inaccurate, and perhaps
mani pul ated intelligence--intelligence which the inspectors
coul d have vetted and corrected.



So the first chance for a true international response was
lost in a relentless march to war.

There was a second opportunity. After the Iraqi people
pul | ed down Saddam Hussein's statue in Baghdad, Anerican and
British forces had prevailed on the ground and it was tine
to wn the peace. It was al so obvious to everyone but the
arnchair ideologues in the Pentagon that the United States
could not and should not undertake the reconstruction of
Irag on its own. To do so risked turning a mlitary victory
that promised liberation into an unwanted occupation by a
foreign and Western power.

From the nonent that statue fell, the successfu
reconstruction of Iraq and the creation of a new Iraqi
government depended on the legitinmcy of the process in the
eyes of the Iraqi people and of the world. And that

l egitimacy, in turn, has always depended, from day one, on
internationalizing the effort. But the Bush adm nistration
insisted on a UN role that was little nore than w ndow
dressing. And yet again a critical opportunity was spurned.

President Bush's third and nost recent nonent of opportunity
canme | ast week, when he addressed the U N GCeneral Assenbly.
O her nations stood ready to stand with us, to provide
troops to help stabilize the security situation and funds to
help rebuild Iraq. The president only had to ask correctly.
I nstead of asking, he lectured. Instead of focusing on
reconstruction, his speech was a coldly received exercise in
the rhetoric of redenption. Kofi Annan had offered to help
several tines, but the Bush adm nistration said thank you,
but no thank you--and I'm not even sure that they included

t he thank you. The president was self-satisfied and,
frankly, tone-deaf--stiff-armng the U N, raising the risk
for American soldiers and the bill to the American treasury,
and reducing ultimately the chances of success within a
reasonabl e period of tinme and at a reasonabl e cost.

The president could have gone to the United Nations and
owned up to the difficulties that we face, could have put it
inits legitimte context for what we sought to do, could
have signalled or stated a wllingness to abandon unil ateral
control over reconstruction and governance. |Instead, he
made Anerica | ess safe in a speech and in conduct that
pushed ot her nations away, rather than invited themin.

That failure, | respectfully suggest, will cost us dearly in
the nmonths ahead in an Iraq consuned wth suspicion,
resentment, and continued viol ence.

Now ultimately, or any day, the adm nistration may well
catch Saddam Hussein. W may even succeed in winning a
measure of stability. But the question nust be asked, at
what cost? What will happen to the | arger goals, |ike
ensuring that Iraq does not descend into chaos and becone a
breedi ng ground for terrorisn? How many nore lives wll be
| ost because an adm nistration inprisoned by its pride wll



not admt m stakes and change direction? W cannot all ow
t hat to happen.

The failure to plan for the post-war has already lost |ives
and dollars. And the failure is conpounded every day by an
adm ni stration divided against itself. Wile President Bush
may have declared the war in Iraq over, the war over Irag--
inside his adm nistration--rages on. Qur troops are not
just caught in the danger of snipers and bonbs in Iraq, but
they are caught in the cross-fire of an adm nistration
sniping at itself. The State Departnent and Defense
Departnent are constantly in conflict over post-war plans.
An administration at war with itself, | say to you, cannot
Wi n the peace, and certainly cannot do so as effectively as
possi bl e.

Just this week, it was revealed that Secretary Runsfeld
prevented Secretary Powel|l from sending State Depart nment
experts to Iraq because, in Runsfeld' s view, they m ght not
be sufficiently anti-United Nations. Medical doctors were
vetted to nake sure that they were anti-choice. Haliburton
and other special interests with friends in high places are
getting no-bid contracts, and big-tinme Republican |obbyists
are setting up offices in Baghdad to line their pockets with
the noney that the Anerican people are spending to protect
our troops and rebuild Irag. The Iraqi people who cheered
the fall of Saddam Hussein weren't rejoicing, because they
t hought they had replaced the Republican Guard with the
Republ i can Ri ght.

This adm nistration's brazen go-it-alone policy has placed
our soldiers at needless risk and our hopes for success in

jeopardy. It has given al Qaeda an opening in lrag. And it
has nmade Iragq a recruiting poster for terrorists of the
future. It has underm ned Anerica's legitimcy with our own

people, with allies abroad, and it has left them wondering--
the lraqgis--when they will get their country back.

For nonths, there have been warnings about Iraq' s stockpile
of munitions. Three weeks ago, the Pentagon assured

Aneri cans those weapons were secure. Today we learn in
newspapers across the country that they are not--650, 000
tons of amunition unguarded and uncontrol | ed.

This adm nistration's arrogance was so deep, they even

i gnored the warnings of their owmn Cl A experts in Irag and
carel essly disbanded the Iraqi arny, resulting in 350,000
angry Iraqgis roam ng the country w thout a paycheck, and

wi th guns.

To ignore the CIAis one thing. To underm ne our
intelligence efforts and to risk the lives of agents is
beyond the pal e and unacceptable. W learned in the | ast
days the extent to which soneone in a powerful position in
this adm nistration, bent on revenge, endangered Anbassador
Joe WIlson's wife because her husband had committed the
great crime of telling the truth. Quting a Cl A agent, under



any circunstances, threatens national security and breaks
faith with those who put their lives on the line to protect
this country.

It is outrageous that the president, who canpaigned with a
prom se to restore integrity to the Wite House, refuses to
get to the bottomof this. President Bush's father called

t hose who expose the nanmes of national security sources
"traitors.”" And this President Bush needs to start going
after any traitors in his mdst. And that neans nore than
an i nside once-over fromhis friend, and Karl Rove's client,
John Ashcroft.

So as we debate the president's request for an additional

$87 billion, | believe we need to denand a change in course.
The stakes are too high for our troops, for the Iraqi

people, for the region, and for the long termof American
security; too large to continue down the path of arrogance
into a quagmre. | don't believe that we can wal k away from
Irag, but we nust demand the internationalization of
mlitary and civilian operations.

This does not mean renoving the United States fromthe
process. It does nean inviting others into the rebuilding
of Iraq and the rebuilding of its new government. It does
mean giving the United Nations a clearly defined role
consistent wwth its capacity and with its experience. Even
after the devastating attack on the U N conpound in
Baghdad, | believe U N personnel--and U N personnel have
said it thenselves--will return to lraq if the U N is given
the proper responsibility and authority.

We shoul d not abandon our m ssion, but we nust al so demand

t hat whatever we spend in Iraq be paid for with shared
sacrifice, not deficit dollars. W are already short-
changing critical donestic prograns--education, health care,
honel and security--to pay for George Bush's tax cut for the
weal t hi est and the nost confortable. Rebuilding Irag does
not have to add to that deficit of dollars and progress.

That's why this week Senator Joe Biden and | will offer an
amendnent to repeal tax cuts for individuals nmaking nore

t han $300, 000 a year, as a way to pay President Bush's new
$87 billion bill for Irag. And | ask the question, how can
George Bush tell Reservists to spend another year in Iraq
and sacrifice, but not ask anything of Americans here at
hone? Wen others are sacrificing so nmuch, why should we
not ask those who have the nost to do their part for their
country?

And | ask ny coll eagues in the Senate, how can we justify
running up the deficit, stripping away resources for schools
and health care and Social Security so this president can
have both his $87 billion request and his tax giveaways to
those at the top?



And | ask the voters of this nation, nake your voices heard.
Tell this adm nistration and this Congress to do what is
right. The Bush tax cut for the wealthy was ill-advised
when it was passed, but nowit is a denial of shared
responsibility and sacrifice, and it should be repealed in
order to do this job.

And all of us nust also ask, what is this $87 billion for?
Much of it--some $66 billion--is for our troops on the
ground. The renmaining $21 billion is supposed to be for

reconstruction of basic services, such as water, sewer, and
electricity, and for training lraqi security forces. But it
also includes $82 million to protect Iraq's 36 niles of
coastline, new prisons at a cost of $50,000 per bed, and a
Wi t ness protection programat a cost of $1 mllion per
famly. Al of this for a country with the world' s second-
| argest oil reserves. Al this while injured American

sol diers have been forced to pay for their own hospital
meal s and National Guardsnmen and Reservists are called up

wi t hout health insurance for themor their famlies.

If the Bush adm nistration fails to internationalize the
effort in Irag, the Anerican people could see a succession
of endl ess costs down the road. And as we consider the
president's request, we nust nmake every effort to ensure the
necessary steps to bring both other nations and the United
Nations into this operation in a neaningful way, and to
transfer the sovereignty to the Iraqi people.

The responsibility lies with the president. The Senate can
only do so nuch. But we have a responsibility to do al

that we can. W know t he dangers that we now face in Irag--
the existing terrorist violence that's verging on guerilla
warfare; the increased capacity for anbushes grow ng, not

di m ni shing; the possibility of Irag becom ng a new version
of the old Afghanistan, a protectorate for terrorism the
threat to stability in one of the world's nost vital and
vol atil e regions, which grows worse, not better, as this
adm ni stration persists in its msguided policies. Anerica
has a stake in ensuring that we neet these dangers.

The adm nistration's plan will neither win the peace nor
keep our troops safe. It seens nore |ike Richard N xon's
secret plan for peace that led to nore war than it does
Harry Truman's Marshall Plan for peace and stability. The
I ssue isn't what we're spending; it's what we're buying.

The Anmerican people demand, and | intend to offer, a better
plan. It won't be cheap, but it can and nust be successful.
The cost of failure would sinply be too high. To fail in
the transition in lragq, to at |east preserve it from being
able to be a failed state or a terrorist haven, would put in

danger other governnents in the region. It would put at
risk the war on terror itself. It would send a signal to
all in the world that the United States of America is

neither capable nor willing to take the risks to live up to
what we all know we have to, post-Septenber 11th.



But the adm nistration doesn't have a plan for peace. They
just have a price tag. And those who would cut and run
don't have a plan either. And the price of abandoni ng our
efforts in Irag would be every bit as unaffordable. Wat's
needed now is | eadership to finish the job in Iraq the right
way. Wth mscal cul ated arrogance and m sl eadi ng Aneri cans,
Presi dent Bush has put our troops in danger and put Anerica
in a nore dangerous position.

But this adm nistration has staked Anerica's reputation and
our role in the world on the success in Iraq, and the course
to failure is too great. W have to succeed in the
smartest, nost effective way possible. To build success in
Iraq and to bring our troops hone, the adm nistration needs
to face the truth--abandon its arrogant go-it-al one approach
and take these four essential steps at |east:

First, we need a new Security Council resolution to give the
United Nations real authority in the rebuilding of Iraq and
t he devel opnment of its new constitution and governnent,

i ncluding the absorption of the coalition provisional
authority. This shift of authority fromthe United States
to the United Nations is indispensable to securing both
troops and financial commtnents from other countries.

The Bush admi nistration nust stop stonewalling on the
central question of control over reconstruction and

governance. The United Nations knows how to do this. It's
done it before in Nam bia, Canbodia, Bosnia, Kosovo, East
Timor. Its record may not be perfect, but it is far nore

experienced in reconstruction and political transitions than
the Pentagon. And if the Pentagon were helping in the
appropriate way, we woul d be even stronger.

This is not a mssion for soldiers, but for civilians. And
putting civilians inside under U N authority will enhance
the credibility and the legitinmacy of our effort and
encourage other nations to have confidence that it is al
right for themto provide nuch-needed funding and technical
assi st ance.

The U.S. should not act as if lraq is an American prize of
war, but treat it as a nation that belongs to the conmunity
of nations. Nor is Iraq the booty of war, with contracts
and concessions to be handed out by the admnistration to
favored conpanies that are less interested in wnning the
peace than in winning a piece of the pie.

Second, we need a U N Security Council resolution
authorizing a nultinational force under U. S. conmand, a
command that should properly be ours because we are the

| argest troop presence. W wll not put 130,000 American
troops under foreign command. But internationalizing the
force and placing it under a U N unbrella will spread the
burden gl obally, reduce the risks to our soldiers, and
renove the specter of Anerican occupation. And the first



step of transferring authority is essential to the
achi evenent of the second, and | ong overdue.

Third, the resolution nust include a reasonable plan and a
specific tinetable for self-governnent, for transferring
political power and the responsibility for reconstruction to
the people of Iraq. And it does not have to proceed in the
|l i near formthat they have currently defined, which is
restricting the capacity to transfer certain obligations to
the Iragis at an earlier stage which gives them sone of the
enpower ment that they need to believe in their own power and
the capacity of lraqis to develop Iraq. Their participation
in rebuilding their country and shaping their new
institutions is fundanental to the cause of a stable,
peaceful, and independent Iraq that contributes to the world
I nstead of threatening it.

Fourth, the adm nistration nust accelerate efforts to train
and equip Iraqi security forces--border, police, mlitary,
civil defense--so that Irag will have the capacity to
provide for its own security over tinme. And to do this, we
wi |l need assistance fromour allies and others to train and
equip the forces as quickly as possible, to nonitor their
progress as they take to the field, and to serve as interim
security personnel while that process is going on.

But | enphasize this: Wthout the first two steps, the

i nvol venent of the world by transferring legitinmate
authority rather than stiff-armng the U . N., you cannot
begin to accelerate the pace at the rate that you need to in
order to begin to transfer authority and nove Anmerican
soldiers out of harm s way.

As the Senate prepares to act on the president's $87 billion
request, | intend to work with other senators who share

t hese views to nake every effort to change President Bush's
unacceptabl e policies in Iraq and to pay the bill by

repealing his unjustified tax cuts for the wealthiest
Anmericans. W can and we should protect our troops, and we
can and shoul d neet our obligations in Irag. But we should
do it in the right way. Failure is no excuse for its own
perpetuation. Irresponsibility should not build upon
Itself. Anerica can and nust do better, and | hope that in
these critical days ahead we will make the choice to do so.

Thank you for the privilege of being here today.

[ Appl ause. ]
MR. STEI NBERG  The senator has tine for a couple of
guestions. W have mkes, and so if you'll identify

yoursel f when you get the m ke and then fire away wth your
guesti ons.

QUESTION:  |I'm Muriel Dobb [inaudible]. Howinportant is it
for a special counsel to be appointed by the Wi te House to



I nvestigate the current inbroglio over the Cl A and whet her
or not Anbassador WIlson's wife was outed?

SENATOR KERRY: | think it's absolutely critical to have an
I ndependent counsel because it is the only way that | think
t he Anmerican peopl e have confidence that the Justice
Departnent is not sonehow engaged in political choices. W
saw that in the course of the last eight years in this
country, where Republicans didn't hesitate to have a speci al
counsels. They thought that it was appropriate then, and I
t hi nk the sanme standard should apply now.

QUESTI ON:  You stated four conditions that you think the
adm ni stration should satisfy. Are you prepared to w thhold
support fromthe supplenental until and unl ess some progress
I's made toward the satisfaction of those conditions?

SENATOR KERRY: |I'mgoing to do everything |I can this week.
| tal ked to Senator Byrd yesterday. | talked to Senator
Kennedy over the weekend and again this norning. | talked
to Senator Biden. W are working at comng up with a nunber
of proposals. Colleagues are on the Hill now, even as |I'm
here, working on that. | intend to do everything in ny
power to change this. | believe we can. | believe it wll

be changed somewhat. And the question is where we w nd up.
W'l have to see.

QUESTION: [l naudi ble] of the Finnish Broadcasti ng Conpany
fromFinland. Today you tal ked a | ot about
internationalizing the post-war effort inlrag. And to a
| ot of Europeans it neakes perfect sense, but how well and
how nmuch do you think the American people are ready to buy
into this in the comng election year?

SENATOR KERRY: | think the Anerican people are inpatient,
angry, and frustrated by the unwi | lingness of this

adm nistration to bring the world to our cause. And the
Aneri can people are very angry about the deferred
investnments in Anerica. The $87 billion represents nore
than the entire education budget of our country in one year,
whi ch is about $57 billion. Every Anerican is asking

t hensel ves and their schools, just think what woul d have
happened if we doubled the budget. It represents nore than
nine tines, alnost 10 tinmes the difference in the short-
changi ng of President Bush on the No Child Left Behind Act.
That's an extraordi nary figure.

And to not do it properly, to put American soldiers at
greater risk because of this unwillingness to reach out to
the world and share what is a global responsibility. The
presi dent was correct about that when he went to the U N
The world needs to be invested in this. And the tragedy is
that the president has not done the dipl onmacy necessary and
shown the patience necessary to be able to bring people to
us and exhaust the renedies that were available to us.



| renmenber saying prior to this, |ast January, M.
President, don't rush to war; take the tinme to build the
coalition. Because winning the war is not difficult;

W nni ng the peace is.

And | think Anmericans now understand that they' ve been

m sl ed, and they' re disappointed in that. And so | think
there's a great, growing inpatience for the right decisions
to be nade for the right reasons.

QUESTION:  Jeffrey Wnegrad [sp]. | edit a newsletter
call ed Focusl srael.com

At the very begi nning of your speech, you tal k about the
potential for creating a new sanctuary for terrorism And
we seemto know that there are terrorists infiltrating from
Syria. M question is, are you satisfied with current U S.
policy toward Syria? And if not, what recommendati ons woul d
you have?

SENATOR KERRY: Well, | think the adm nistration has been
sidetracked fromits policy on Syria by the conplications in
Irag itself. And the |lack of cooperation in the region
conplicates the capacity to do the diplomacy that we perhaps
shoul d have been doing, which would have made us stronger

Wi th respect to Syria.

| nmean, | ook, none of this is a surprise. Nobody should be
surprised that we are where we are as a consequence of
war ni ngs that were ignored, other nations offerings that
were spurned, and a history here of the adm nistration

seem ng to know better about the M ddle East than al nost
everybody who lives there. So this adm nistration, | think,
has | ost sone |everage with respect to Syria, as it has with
respect to other countries in the region.

For instance, | think Kuwait and Saudi Arabia hold the
greatest anount of debt with respect to Iraq. Well, | think
both those countries at this point perhaps ought to step up
and be part of the effort to relieve sone of that debt,

gi ven what we have done with respect to their own security
and the rel ationships in the past.

| think the adm nistration's lost the ability to be able to
nove things, because it keeps pushing peopl e away rat her
than showng a willingness to try to cooperate. You know,
everything |I've learned in the 20 years |'ve been on the
Foreign Relations Commttee and the 35 years since | was an
instrunment of policy in Vietnam is howinportant it is to
listen to other countries and to work with themto bring
themto the fold; and that we are at our best when we
operate globally out of strength. W're not doing that with
respect to Syria, we're not doing that with nost countries
in the region. And now, even the peace process with respect
to Israel and the roadmap are in tatters, at a point where
the adm nistration is |osing |everage.



| think the adm nistration could regain nmuch of that,
frankly, if it were to quickly begin to acknow edge this
predi canent, change its attitude, genuinely bring people to
the fold; and then | think we could begin to deal with Syria
and other countries in the region. But unless there's a sea
change of attitude, | have it on good information froma
nunber of leaders in the world, there is anbng sone people a
regrettable wish for this president to | earn the hard way.
And | think the downside of that is, obviously, that al
Americans will also suffer for that, and nost inportantly,
the troops in lraq will suffer for that. But that is what
this adm nistration has brought on itself by its own go-it-
al one approach.

MR. STEI NBERG  Senator, thank you.

SENATOR KERRY: Thank you all very, very nmuch. Appreciate
it.

[ Appl ause. ]



