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Obama WH Could Revamp USAID 
By KELLIE LUNNEY, Thursday, November 13, 2008 6:15 PM 
 
A new agency promoting global development and democracy could evolve in the Obama-Biden administration. 
 
A nonprofit think tank on Thursday issued a series of recommendations for the incoming president, including 
exploring the creation of an independent development agency that consolidates the responsibilities of more than 20 
disparate entities such as the U.S. Agency for International Development, Millennium Challenge Corp. and 
President's Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief. 

The release of the recommendations from the Center for U.S. Global Engagement is not unusual. Many groups 
promote their policy agendas during presidential transitions to influence the next crop of decision-makers. But the 
notion of creating a more streamlined, central USAID that houses all the federal government's foreign assistance 
programs actually was outlined by President-elect Obama in one of several policy proposals published during the 
campaign. That move makes the idea look less like a recommendation and more like a distinct possibility. 

Obama's plan for promoting global development and democracy is the "most far-reaching platform that any 
candidate has ever put out" on the subject, said Liz Schrayer, executive director of the Center for U.S. Global 
Engagement. The nonpartisan group released its recommendations and the "Global Plum Book" to coincide with 
an event on the transition and foreign policy matters, which featured former Bush chief speechwriter and policy 
adviser Michael Gerson and former Clinton adviser Paul Begala. (View video of the event above.) 

Schrayer's organization also suggested creating a new position in the White House -- deputy national security 
adviser for global development -- to elevate the issue and coordinate with the bureaucracy. 

"We do think the independent agency has to be coupled with some leaders in the White House," Schrayer said. 

And creating such a White House position is much easier than standing up a new agency, as the continued 
management headaches plaguing the six-year-old Homeland Security Department have illustrated. 

"The White House is the freest bureaucracy in the federal government," said Begala, during Thursday's panel 
discussion. 

Obama and Vice President-elect Joe Biden will no doubt make foreign policy and the promotion of global 
development a top priority in their administration, given Obama's own personal history and interest in those issues 
and Biden's well-respected reputation in foreign affairs. 

On Wednesday, the Obama-Biden transition team named 20 people to oversee a governmentwide review process 
and gather agency information for the new administration. The State Department, along with the departments of 
Defense and Treasury, received its own advisers. Tom Donilon and Wendy Sherman, both veterans of the 
Clinton administration, are heading up the fact-finding mission at State. 

Schrayer praised the choice of Donilon and Sherman. "They are very thoughtful individuals, and know the State 
Department very well," she said. 

Jim Steinberg, Clinton's former deputy national security adviser who is being considered for the top slot in the 
Obama administration, is another key foreign policy adviser to the president-elect during the transition and likely 
will make important policy and personnel decisions related to the department and the federal foreign affairs 
community. 

The "Global Plum Book" also listed the undersecretary for management at State and the deputy director at the 
Office of Management and Budget among 100 or so positions critical to foreign affairs. 

http://www.usglobalengagement.org/tabid/3316/Default.aspx
http://lostintransition.nationaljournal.com/2008/11/aclu-town-hall-pressure-obama.php
http://lostintransition.nationaljournal.com/2008/11/progressive-groups-vie-for-obama-attention.php
http://www.barackobama.com/pdf/issues/Fact_Sheet_Foreign_Policy_Democratization_and_Development_FINAL.pdf
http://www.usglobalengagement.org/tabid/3315/Default.aspx
http://www.govexec.com/story_page.cfm?articleid=41410&dcn=todaysnews








 
Battle Of The Joes 
09 Jul 2008 03:00 pm 

Breaking from my no-writing-from-press-releases rule, I do think that the Center for U.S. Global Engagement is a Bill 
and Melinda Gates Foundation project that's worth keeping an eye on. Their election play is called Impact '08, chaired 
by Reagan Defense Secretary Frank Carlucci and Clinton Secretary of State Madeleine Albright.  

Next Tuesday in Washington, the group plans to release a national poll of military officers' attitudes toward global 
engagement. Given the Weltanschauung of the group, I'd expect that their polling (conducted by Bill McInturff, who 
also polls for John McCain, and Geoff Garin, who was a strategist to Sen. Hillary Clinton), shows a heightened desire 
among military officers to use non-military tools. Sen. Joe Lieberman will speak at the event as McCain's surrogate; 
Sen. Joe Biden will speak as Obama's surrogate... so expect a battle of the Joes. 

Ex-Sen. John Edwards, he of newly rediscovered vice presidential fire in the belly, will give the keynote on America 
and global poverty. 

 

 

Lieberman, Biden Defend Respective Candidates on Iraq 
Tuesday, July 15th, 2008  

The senators go on the offensive in support of their respective nominee’s Iraq 
policy at the Center for U.S. Global Engagement conference Tuesday. 
 
Lieberman: “Senator Obama and those who agreed with him were wrong.” 
 

McCain “will not make the mistake of forgetting history, or indulging in 
the illusion that America can turn inward fromthe problems of the world.” 
 
Biden: McCain’s strategy is “playing into Al- Qaeda’s hands.” 
“If we’re smart we’ll move away from the military pre-emption strategy to 

Getty       the military prevention policy Barack Obama has proposed.” 



 
 
15.07.2008 
The Military and "Soft Power"  

The Center for U.S. Global Engagement has just released the results of a new poll of U.S. 
military officers (both active and recently retired) on current U.S. security strategy, and its 
findings are pretty surprising: According to a majority of those polled, the overriding foreign 
policy concern of the nation--after "forcefully" defending itself from serious security threats--
must be to "restore respect for U.S. around [the] world." What's more, according to the armed 
forces' top brass, the second highest national security priority (behind improved counter-
insurgency training) must be to strengthen our diplomatic standing around the globe and to 
improve our efforts to "cooperate" with others.This is, of course, for strategic, not sentimental, 
reasons: According to more than three-quarters of the officers queried, the level of respect for the 
U.S. abroad makes "a lot of difference" to its ability to achieve military objectives.  

The reason for all of this emphasis on diplomacy and global opinion in contrast to traditional 
armed power? Perhaps because, as the findings of the poll show, the military officer corps still 
sees terrorism overwhelmingly as the greatest threat to American security, and recognizes, 
rightly so, the insufficiency of "hard" power alone to meeting the complexities of this challenge. 
Only a very small minority of the officers cited major regional powers, like China, as significant 
security concerns. And only seven percent of those polled saw Iran as posing the primary threat 
to U.S. security. 

Contra his critics, Obama might cite these findings in support of his call for "a new era of 
international cooperation": Is global approval still "overrated" if it is so highly valued by our 
nation's top soldiers?  

--James Martin  

 



 

Impact '08 in Ohio launches 

The next president must invest in diplomacy and development in foreign countries to 
promote U.S. prosperity and reduce the risk of terrorism, participants in a new foreign‐
policy campaign said yesterday. 

Impact '08 in Ohio, a partnership among the Center for U.S. Global Engagement, Ohio State 
University's John Glenn School of Public Affairs and the Columbus Council of World Affairs, 
was formally launched at a campus luncheon. 

The groups tout a 150‐member Impact ’08 in Ohio Advisory Committee created to "raise 
awareness of the global challenges and opportunities facing Ohio and America, and to 
encourage the 2008 presidential candidates to incorporate 'smart power' – the strategic 
use of development, diplomacy and defense – into their foreign policy platforms." 

A major forum is being planned for October in Ohio.  

U.S. Sen. Chuck Hagel, R‐Neb., was the featured speaker by satellite hook‐up from 
Washington and said although military force always is an option to secure U.S. interests, it 
should not the first one. 

“You influence the direction of nations and people and relationships by working on the 
inside,” Hagel said. “Engagement is not appeasement; diplomacy is not appeasement. Great 
nations engage.” 

Posted by Mark Niquette, Statehouse reporter on June 24, 2008 11:25 AM 



 
 
 

May 21, 2008 
 

CAMPAIGN 2008: Next president told to use 'smart power'  
A nonpartisan group launched a campaign in Miami to help restore America's global image without 
solely relying on military force.  
 
EVAN S. BENN ebenn@MiamiHerald.com 
 
The United States' next president must deploy diplomacy and foreign aid ‐‐ not military force alone ‐‐ to 
keep the country safe and prosperous, according to a campaign launched Tuesday in Miami by the 
nonpartisan Center for U.S. Global Engagement. 
 
"We must reverse our image and do it quickly," said Robert Mallett, a Pfizer senior vice president and 
former deputy secretary of the U.S. Department of Commerce. "We need friends right now." 
 
Mallett and retired Coast Guard Adm. James Loy spoke at a luncheon at the Four Seasons Hotel to 
announce the center's Impact '08 campaign. About 100 business, community and religious leaders 
attended the luncheon and discussion, which Miami Herald Executive Editor Anders Gyllenhaal 
moderated. 
 
The campaign ‐‐ backed by top former Republican and Democratic officials and retired military leaders ‐‐ 
is an election‐year effort to highlight the importance of "smart power." 
 
They say foreign trade, aid and humanitarian efforts, in tandem with military operations, can help the 
United States combat threats like terrorism, infectious diseases and global warming. 
"Florida people understand how important trade is," Mallett said. 
 
"You have to help other people understand this is our future." 
 
Mallett praised President Bush for making strides in humanitarian assistance during his administration. 
But neither Mallett, who served in the Clinton administration, nor Loy, who was deputy secretary of 
Homeland Security under Bush, took any partisan stances or endorsed a current presidential candidate. 
 
"The next president needs to remind us who we are and that our strength as a country is not just our 
military power," Mallett said. 
 
Mallett and Loy mentioned the furor over controversial remarks made by Sen. Barack Obama's former 
pastor, Jeremiah Wright, as an example of the media covering the wrong issues. Mallett said more 
people ‐‐ specifically, voters and candidates ‐‐ should be talking about smart power. 
"I admit nothing about these issues is incredibly sexy," he said. 
 
The Impact '08 campaign is targeting Florida and other key campaign states, said Liz Schrayer, executive 
director of the center. 
 
"We're focusing on the swing states because we know this is where the candidate s will be," Schrayer 
said. 



 
 
© Copyright 2007 The New York Times Company 
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The three presidential candidates and 

m
uch of the U

.S. foreign policy establishm
ent 

all favor presenting a “kinder, gentler” face to 
the w

orld than President B
ush’s, but both 

parties have opened big holes in their appeal.  
For the D

em
ocrats, it’s union-pandering 

opposition to free trade, w
hich w

ill deny 
foreigners access to U

.S. m
arkets —

 and vice 
versa —

 and w
ipe out the benefits of the big 

increases in foreign aid that they advocate.  
D

em
ocratic Sens. B

arack O
bam

a (Ill.) and 
H

illary R
odham

 C
linton (N

.Y
.) are vying w

ith 
each other to denounce the landm

ark N
orth 

A
m

erican Free Trade A
greem

ent, a net boon 
to all countries involved, and D

em
ocrats in 

C
ongress are blocking the C

olom
bia Free 

Trade A
greem

ent despite it including labor 
and environm

ental standards.  
C

ongressional R
epublicans, m

eanw
hile, 

are m
ounting new

 efforts to em
barrass 

D
em

ocrats —
 and their ow

n nom
inee, Sen. 

John M
cC

ain (A
riz.) —

 w
ith restrictive new

 
m

easures on im
m

igration. O
stensibly, they are 

just designed to block or drive out illegal 
im

m
igrants, but the G

O
P has done nothing to 

alter the im
pression that all im

m
igrants are 

unw
elcom

e in A
m

erica.  
Iraq rem

ains a m
ajor political burden for 

Sen. John M
cC

ain (R
-A

riz.), w
ith m

ost polls 
show

ing that 60 percent of voters believe the 
w

ar w
as a “m

istake,” although polling also 
indicates increasing aw

areness that the 
M

cC
ain-backed “surge” is achieving results. 

A
lm

ost daily, O
bam

a and C
linton repeat 

the charge that M
cC

ain advocates a “100 year 
w

ar” in Iraq —
 a canard that M

cC
ain should 

have taken steps to correct in his m
ajor foreign 

policy speech in Los A
ngeles on W

ednesday.  
W

hat M
cC

ain actually said in a January 
tow

n hall m
eeting in N

ew
 H

am
pshire w

as that 
U

.S. troops m
ight be stationed in a peaceful 

Iraq for 100 years on the sam
e no-casualty 

basis that they’ve been in G
erm

any for 60 
years and South K

orea for 50.  
It’s clear, though, that Iraq —

 and also 
Iran —

 w
ill be m

ajor issues in the fall 
election, w

ith D
em

ocrats prom
ising to 

w
ithdraw

 com
bat troops on a tim

etable and 
deal diplom

atically w
ith Iran, and M

cC
ain 

declaring that “abandonm
ent” of Iraq w

ould 
be “m

orally reprehensible” and som
etim

es 

threatening w
ar to stop Iran’s nuclear 

program
.  

B
eyond those tw

o big issues, how
ever, a 

broad consensus is developing that the U
.S. 

needs to change its im
age and practice in the 

w
orld by em

phasizing diplom
acy, 

developm
ent and m

ultilateralism
 instead of 

concentrating on exercises of m
ilitary pow

er.  
“Sm

art pow
er” is the tag line being used 

by a num
ber of establishm

ent figures in both 
parties to describe the com

bination of aid, 
trade, exchanges and diplom

acy needed to 
supplem

ent, though not replace, A
m

erica’s 
m

ilitary m
ight.  

That’s the title of a report issued last year 
by a com

m
ission assem

bled by the C
enter for 

Strategic and International Studies chaired by 
form

er D
eputy Secretary of State R

ichard 
A

rm
itage and H

arvard professor Joseph N
ye, 

originator of the concept of “soft pow
er” to 

describe A
m

erica’s non-m
ilitary assets in 

international affairs.  
A

rm
itage, form

erly the top aide to 
Secretary of State C

olin Pow
ell, told 

W
ashington D

iplom
at new

spaper that “w
e’ve 

been exporting fear and anger after 9/11, 



rather than the m
ore traditional export of hope 

and optim
ism

 and opportunity. …
 The U

.S. 
has to be involved across the full breadth of 
our foreign policy toolbox and not so heavily 
w

eighted tow
ard the m

ilitary.”  
A

 sim
ilar m

essage is being issued by the 
C

enter for U
.S. G

lobal Engagem
ent and its 

Im
pact ’08 election-year effort, led by form

er 
D

em
ocratic Secretary of State M

adeleine 
A

lbright and form
er G

O
P D

efense Secretary 
Frank C

arlucci and signed onto by an all-star 
cast of form

er top officials, plus 50 retired 
generals and adm

irals.  
Tw

o of the latter, form
er C

EN
TC

O
M

 
C

m
dr. G

en. A
nthony Zinni and retired A

dm
. 

Leighton Sm
ith, testified before the Senate 

Foreign R
elations C

om
m

ittee in M
arch for 

increasing the U
.S. international relations 

budget —
 especially for foreign aid and 

diplom
ats —

 declaring that “the U
.S. cannot 

rely on m
ilitary pow

er alone to keep us safe 
from

 terrorism
, infectious disease and other 

global threats that recognize no borders.”  
N

on-m
ilitary “international affairs” 

spending rose to 0.5 percent of G
D

P in 1985, 
then fell to a low

 of 0.2 percent in 1997. It’s 
less than 0.3 percent now

.  
Em

phasis on sm
art pow

er is a recurrent 
them

e for O
bam

a and C
linton, of course, both 

of w
hom

 have prom
ised m

ajor increases in 
funding for foreign aid and especially 
program

s to com
bat H

IV
/A

ID
S and other 

diseases in the developing w
orld.  

B
ut M

cC
ain, too, is sounding a tune 

different from
 the tough-guy talk from

 B
ush, 

V
ice President D

ick C
heney and form

er 

D
efense Secretary D

onald R
um

sfeld during 
B

ush’s first term
 —

 and w
hich still lingers in 

w
orld opinion despite significant exercises in 

disease-fighting and diplom
acy during B

ush’s 
second term

.  
In Los A

ngeles, M
cC

ain reiterated his 
conviction that terrorism

 is “the central threat 
of our tim

e” but also declared that “the U
nited 

States cannot lead by virtue of its pow
er alone. 

W
e m

ust be strong politically, econom
ically 

and m
ilitarily. B

ut w
e m

ust also lead by 
attracting others to our cause.”  

In the struggle against terrorism
, he said, 

“scholarships w
ill be far m

ore im
portant than 

sm
art bom

bs.”  
D

uring his recent trip to Europe and in the 
L.A

. speech, M
cC

ain obviously sought to 
distance him

self from
 B

ush by prom
ising to 

negotiate “a successor to the K
yoto Treaty” on 

global w
arm

ing. B
ush’s outright rejection of 

K
yoto w

as a m
ajor contributor, along w

ith 
Iraq, to the cratering of A

m
erica’s w

orld 
im

age.  
M

cC
ain also hopes that his past advocacy 

of com
prehensive im

m
igration reform

 w
ill 

distinguish him
 from

 C
ongressional 

R
epublicans, w

ho this m
onth proposed a bevy 

of new
 m

easures designed to catch and deport 
illegal im

m
igrants and punish em

ployers w
ho 

hire them
.  

A
fter the defeat of com

prehensive reform
 

last year, how
ever, M

cC
ain sw

itched to a “seal 
the borders first” stance on im

m
igration and 

he absented him
self w

hen the Senate voted on 
budget am

endm
ents to, am

ong other things, 

punish localities that refuse to allow
 their 

police to round up illegal im
m

igrants.  
A

 N
ational D

em
ocratic N

etw
ork review

 of 
2008 exit polls indicated that 78 percent of 
Latino voters participated in D

em
ocratic 

prim
aries this year, further evidence of a steep 

falloff in Latino support from
 2004, w

hen 
B

ush w
on 40 percent of the vote.  

A
nti-im

m
igrant fever also has led 

C
ongress to ignore pleas —

 by M
icrosoft 

C
hairm

an B
ill G

ates, am
ong others —

 to 
increase visas for highly skilled w

orkers and 
graduate students, sending a m

essage to the 
w

orld that the U
.S. no longer is a w

elcom
ing 

place.  
In the m

eantim
e, D

em
ocrats threaten to 

reverse free trade policies pioneered by 
presidents of their party, including B

ill 
C

linton. The 1993 N
orth A

m
erican Free Trade 

A
greem

ent, for exam
ple, tripled trade betw

een 
the U

nited States, C
anada and M

exico and 
contributed to 58 percent grow

th in U
.S. 

m
anufacturing output betw

een 1993 and 2006.  
C

linton has gone so far as to question 
w

hether the U
.S. should pursue w

orldw
ide 

free trade agreem
ents —

 a sure w
ay to 

condem
n poor countries to continued poverty. 

A
nd rejection of the C

olom
bia agreem

ent 
w

ould be a boon to V
enezuelan President 

H
ugo C

hávez, a declared enem
y of the U

nited 
States.  

The bottom
 line is that the candidates are 

talking a good new
 gam

e in foreign policy. 
B

ut in action, they are threatening to adopt 
policies as ugly as any advocated by B

ush.  

C
opyright 2008 ©

 R
oll C

all Inc. All rights reserved. 





 



 

 B
iden, R

ichardson C
all for 'Soft,' 'Sm

art' D
iplom

acy 
STEPH

EN
 B

EA
LE 

Friday, N
ov. 9, 2007 

G
O

FFSTO
W

N
 – U

.S. Sen. Joe 
B

iden and form
er G

ov. B
ill 

R
ichardson called for m

ore foreign 
aid and m

ore diplom
acy at a m

ajor 
forum

 on foreign policy at St. 
A

nselm
 C

ollege yesterday.  
The tw

o D
em

ocratic 
presidential contenders w

ere 
am

ong several policy leaders w
ho 

m
ade im

passioned pleas for a new
 

com
prehensive foreign policy that 

w
ent beyond m

ilitary pow
er, 

returning to an em
phasis on 

diplom
acy, free trade and foreign 

aid, know
n as tools of "soft" or 

"sm
art" pow

er.  
The forum

 w
as hosted by the 

C
enter for U

.S. G
lobal 

Engagem
ent and the N

ew
 

H
am

pshire Institute of Politics and 
also featured as keynote speakers 
Jack K

em
p, a form

er R
epublican 

vice presidential candidate, and 
G

eneral B
arry M

cC
affrey, a drug 

czar under President B
ill C

linton.  
"I'm

 proud to stand w
ith both 

organizations because of w
hat they 

stand for," B
iden said. "W

e have a 
com

m
on vision for the future. It's a 

vision of an A
m

erica that em
braces 

the pow
er of its exam

ple as w
ell as 

the exam
ple of its pow

er. It's the 
vision of an A

m
erica that 

recaptures the totality of its 
strength."  

Saying little about Iraq, 
A

fghanistan or Iran, B
iden instead 

focused on Pakistan, w
here 

President Pervez M
usharraf 

recently suspended the constitution 
and declared m

artial law
. 

"It's hard to im
agine a greater 

nightm
are for A

m
erica than the 

w
orld's second-largest M

uslim
 

nation becom
ing a failed state in 

fundam
entalist hands, w

ith an 
arsenal of nuclear w

eapons and a 
population larger than those of 
Iran, Iraq, A

fghanistan and N
orth 

K
orea com

bined," B
iden said. 

H
istory w

on't repeat itself in 
Pakistan, he said, only if the next 
A

m
erican president builds a long-

term
 relationship w

ith the country. 
U

.S. funding for the Pakistani 
m

ilitary should be continued only 
if the Pakistani m

ilitary is able to 
effectively fight al-Q

aida and the 

Taliban and if M
usharraf restores 

dem
ocratic reform

s, B
iden said.  

R
ichardson urged a doubling of 

U
.S. foreign aid to 2 percent of the 

federal budget, or m
ore than $50 

billion. H
e said dem

ocratic 
countries that respect hum

an rights 
w

ould be given preference over 
those that oppress their peoples.  

The form
er U

.S. am
bassador to 

the U
nited N

ations also said 
m

em
bership on the U

.N
. Security 

C
ouncil should be opened up to 

other countries, such as Japan, 
G

erm
any and India. South A

m
erica 

and A
frica, he said, should also get 

to pick their ow
n representative for 

the council.  
K

em
p favored foreign aid 

program
s as w

ell, but said they 
need to be tied to econom

ic 
reform

s, especially free trade. 
"W

hen com
m

erce and trade and 
investm

ent cross borders, arm
ies 

don't," K
em

p said.  
N

o current R
epublican 

presidential candidates attended the 
forum

, a fact K
em

p lam
ented. "I 

w
ish they w

ere here," K
em

p said. 

"I am
 em

barrassed as a R
epublican 

that m
y party is absent in this 

debate about soft pow
er."  

Event organizers said the 
cam

paigns of John M
cC

ain and 
M

itt R
om

ney had both expressed 
an interest in participating but had 
been unable to because of 
scheduling conflicts.  

The forum
, officially know
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tour of all the early voting states. 
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as the first; South C

arolina 
and N

evada are next in the 
rem

ainder of this year. Im
pact 08 

organizers said they also expect to 
return to N

ew
 H

am
pshire in 2008.  
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Never Mind the Veepstakes--Who's Next As Secretary of State? 
Whoever takes over for Condoleezza Rice is likely to still have 
Vladimir Putin to deal with. (AP). 

The news out of Moscow yesterday suggested that the next president 
is still going to have Vladimir Putin to contend with. So who will be 
advising that president how to handle an increasingly assertive, 
authoritarian leader of a resurgent Russia once Soviet scholar 

Condoleezza Rice packs up her office at Foggy Bottom? 

That's the question already rippling through the foreign policy establishment in Washington. Never 
mind the fact that not a single vote has yet been cast to decide the nominees for president. Forget 
the usual veepstakes that typically follow the resolution of the primaries. Some in the professional 
talking class are already debating who might be the next secretary of state. 

Perhaps that should be no surprise in an era when international relations seem so paramount in our 
national life. The next secretary of state, after all, will have some enormous challenges waiting for 
him or her beyond just Putin -- rebuilding American prestige abroad while confronting Islamic 
jihadism, tackling the intractible Israeli-Palestinian dispute, unwinding Iranian and North Korean 
nuclear programs, stopping further bloodshed in Darfur, and so on. 

And so the parlor games have begun. The most active speculators are sitting over at the Center for 
U.S. Global Engagement, where they have already put together a list of who they see as the leading 
contenders in both parties. What's more, they want you to play along -- send in your own 
nominations by tomorrow, the center says, and it will post the results of its survey. 

For its possible candidates, the center runs through campaign advisers to the various candidates as 
well as unaffiliated party greybeards. On the Democratic side, it names former U.N. Ambassador 
Richard Holbrooke, former national security adviser Sandy Berger and former Agency for 
International Development director Brian Atwood (all currently advising New York Sen. Hillary 
Rodham Clinton); former national security adviser Tony Lake, former assistant secretary of state 
Susan Rice and former State Department policy and planning chief Greg Craig (advising Illinois Sen. 
Barack Obama ); and former deputy secretary of state Strobe Talbott, former senator Sam Nunn 
(Ga.) and former congressman Lee Hamilton, who co-chaired both the Sept. 11 investigation 
commission and the Iraq Study Group. The names it floats for the Republican side include former 
deputy secretary of state Richard Armitage (advising Arizona Sen. John McCain), former U.N. 
ambassador John Bolton (advising former New York mayor Rudy Giuliani), former congressman 
Vin Weber (Minn.), Rep. Pete Hoekstra (Mich.) and former CIA counterterrorism chief Cofer Black 



(advising former Massachusetts governor Mitt Romney) and former Senate majority leader Howard 
Baker (Tenn.), former assistant secretary of state Liz Cheney, Council on Foreign Relations 
president Richard Haass, U.N. Ambassador Zalmay Khalilzad, Sen. Chuck Hagel (Neb.), Deputy 
Secretary of State John Negroponte and World Bank President Robert Zoellick. 

Some of those names can rather easily be crossed off the list, of course. No way Berger, who 
pleaded guilty in 2005 to taking classified documents from the National Archives and was disbarred 
earlier this year, ever wins Senate confirmation to anything again. And for that matter, Bolton was 
enough of a firebrand that he could not win confirmation as U.N. ambassador from a Republican 
Senate and served only as a recess appointment. It's also a little hard at this point to imagine Baker 
returning to public life when he would be 83 or Liz Cheney being elevated to such a high post. 

Still, it's an interesting starting point. Some on the list are known to have harbored desire to be the 
nation's chief diplomat for a long time, such as Holbrooke, Negroponte and Zoellick. And some of 
the Democratic candidates now on stage with Clinton and Obama might be logical candidates. As 
The Trail's secretary of politics, Dan Balz, noted recently, Sen. Joe Biden (Del.), chairman of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee, is asked regularly whether he is really running for secretary of 
state. He brushed it off when Tim Russert posed the question earlier this year on NBC's "Meet the 
Press," but the logic is easy to see. New Mexico Gov. Bill Richardson, a former U.N. ambassador 
who has negotiated with some of the baddest of bad guys around the world, would be an obvious 
candidate as well. 

On the Republican side, it's harder to envision many of the also-rans in Foggy Bottom. Some 
discuss McCain as a possibility and it's true he is a sharp negotiator who reaches across ideological 
lines in the Senate, but on the other hand, he's not especially known for being diplomatic. More 
people see him as secretary of defense if he does not win, although he does not seem like the sort to 
want to work for someone else. California Rep. Duncan Hunter's hometown newspaper speculated 
when he joined the Republican presidential contest that he might really be setting himself up to be 
defense secretary in the next administration. And our Pentagon colleague Tom Ricks last week 
speculated that three leading Democratic candidates for defense secretary would be former defense 
secretary John Hamre, former Navy secretary Richard Danzig and Sen. Jack Reed (R.I.). 

None of the candidates, of course, is talking about potential cabinet selections yet. But George W. 
Bush in 2000 went out of his way to hint that he would pick Colin L. Powell as his secretary of state, 
a way of reassuring voters that he would surround himself with seasoned figures. And it's not 
unusual to try to build coalitions by promising top positions to defeated primary rivals. Maybe 
former senator John Edwards (N.C.), who has made health care such an important part of his 
campaign, could be secretary of health and human services. Or former Arkansas governor Mike 
Huckabee, who lost 120 pounds and no longer eats food that, as he puts it, did not exist a century 
ago, could be head of the president's physical fitness council. 

And then again, there are people running you may not ever want to see in your Cabinet or anywhere 
else for that matter. McCain was asked by our former colleague Jim VandeHei during a debate 
earlier this year if he would make Rep. Tom Tancredo (Colo.), the anti-immigration crusader, head 
of the Immigration and Customs Enforcement agency. McCain had a simple and direct answer: "In 
a word, no." 

-- Peter Baker 



 
 
 

A new vision for America's security 

By Tom Ridge and Barry McCaffrey  |  July 31, 2007 

WHILE THE war in Iraq continues to dominate the news and the presidential candidates bob and weave 
on the issue, the nation finds itself at a major foreign policy crossroads. Elevated terrorist threat levels 
and global events make it increasingly clear that the next president will face national security and foreign 
policy challenges that will extend far beyond the question of what to do in Iraq. The path we choose will 
determine our future security, our image abroad, and our ability to continue to be a credible global leader.

Since 9/11, the nation has learned it cannot rely on the military alone to ensure national security. Global 
challenges confronting the United States remain intense and are growing. The US ability to forge 
partnerships with key allies to fight weapons proliferation remains increasingly important. The global drug 
trade is thriving, helped by bumper opium harvests in Afghanistan. The recently foiled attacks in the 
United Kingdom demonstrate that the United States must be prepared to tackle new fronts that may be 
opening in the war on terror. 

The real national security challenges for the next president are not going to be primarily military, but 
rather will be about diplomacy, economic development, and the nature and scope of our international 
leadership and alliances. Successful future presidents will be those who inspire support for the common 
global objectives of humanity, prosperity, and freedom. 

Whether the next president is a Democrat or a Republican, he or she must ensure that America projects 
smart power -- elevating development assistance and diplomacy as integral parts of a national security 
strategy. This was a conclusion of three recent reports on national security: the 9/11 Commission Report, 
the 2006 Department of Defense Quadrennial Review Report, and the 2006 National Security Strategy. 

Placing more emphasis on saving lives and creating opportunities for people of other nations can 
strengthen our national security and revitalize America's global image and moral leadership. By 
advancing global health, strengthening civil society and rule of law, and expanding access to basic 
education and clean drinking water, the next president can show the world an America that is strong, 
secure, compassionate -- a country that can lead by example. 

There is already a long track record of foreign assistance and diplomatic efforts working in concert with 
our military and homeland security programs to bolster our nation's security and moral values. Over the 
past four decades, US assistance has helped millions of people feed their families; nearly eradicated river 
blindness and polio; helped Bosnia, Mozambique, and El Salvador rebound from civil war; and put 
hundreds of thousands of HIV/AIDS patients in Africa on lifesaving antiretroviral treatments. 

With nearly 45 percent of US exports going to developing countries, job creation and economic progress 
in those countries have a direct impact on our own economic well-being and security. Diplomatic 
initiatives such as global partnerships, educational and cultural exchanges together with long-term 
investments in the health, education, and livelihood of citizens of other nations keep America safer by 
engendering goodwill toward the United States, and alleviating conditions that leave fragile countries 
vulnerable to the influence of extremist groups. 

America, by design and by desire, has been -- and will always be -- connected to the rest of the world -- 
intellectually, emotionally, ethnically, and commercially. The interconnectedness of the world today spans 
many sectors -- health, agriculture, education, even domestic security. No country can be truly safe or 
prosperous without the cooperation and like-minded commitment from all others. 



To pave the way for a new, broader vision of America's foreign policy and national security, these issues 
must be elevated to high priority status in the 2008 presidential campaigns. So far, the news media and 
most of the candidates have, unfortunately been content to keep the focus of the foreign policy campaign 
conversations largely on Iraq. To reverse this troubling trend, this week we are helping The Center for US 
Global Engagement's launch its "Impact '08: Building a Better, Safer World" campaign to engage 
presidential candidates in a national conversation about America's role in the world. 

We are proud to join other foreign policy and national security experts, as well as leaders from American 
business, humanitarian, faith-based and community organizations, who want to build the political will to 
chart a new path for America's global engagement. Americans need to hear from presidential candidates 
how they plan to revitalize America's moral and pragmatic leadership in the world. Explaining how they 
would make greater investments in development assistance and diplomacy, better integrate military and 
civilian efforts, and ensure accountability and effectiveness would be a good start. 

Former governor Tom Ridge of Pennsylvania was the first secretary of Homeland Security. General 
Barry McCaffrey is adjunct professor of international affairs at the US Military Academy. Both are 
advisers to the Center for US Global Engagement.   
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