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The Bushies are back

Missed the neocons? Don't worry: Mitt Romney's gett ing the band
together again
BY JORDAN MICHAEL SMITH
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There was good reason for Republicans to cry feat the Obama campaign’s advertisement highlightieg
president’s killing of Osama bin Laden; the GOP loasits decades-long edge on national securitgofding to
aWashington Post pol] “By a margin of more than 2 to 1, Americans day president’s handling of terrorism is a
major reason to support rather than oppose hifobickelection.”

Republicans lost their popularity on security issfex one reason: George W. Bush'’s foreign polieg & disaster.
And yet, the party’s nominee, Mitt Romney, lE@sembleda foreign-policy team composed almost exclusivdly
individuals with the same war-always mentality &teblogy that served Bush — and the United Stateso-poorly.

In some cases, the exact same men responsibleigbr Bcatastrophic national security policies ahdsing Romney.
The former Massachusetts governor could have iedwsbme of the pragmatists and realists from trergeeH.W.
Bush administration. Instead, a Romney presideaeyns like it would be Bush 43 all over again.

Richard Grenell, who served as United Nations sgmlee under Busimay be gongrom the Romney campaign after
an uproar over his sexuality, but there are plemtye former Bushies. First off, there are Romnésfrecial advisors.”
There’s Michael Chertoff, W.’s Homeland Securityeditor. Chertoff oversa®HS’s failuresduring Hurricane
Katrina, andamassedunprecedented powers of secrecy. Next up is Eladten, counselor to the State Department for
Bush'’s last two years and on the Defense Policyigaty Board for the president’s entire term. Colas an adamant
supporter of the Iraq War and advised Bush diremtlyhe issue. Or take Cofer Black, the man whamtfusly said to
Bush in September 2011 about al-Qaida that “Whereviierough with them they will have flies walkiragross their
eyeballs.” Blackvent on tobecome chairman of Blackwater, where he resigfted the companyllegally

bribed Iraqi officials.

Then there are the 13 “working groups” composeequfally worrisome individuals. The Middle East athatth Africa
Working Group is co-chaired by Bush's Assistantr8&ry of Defense Mary Beth Long, and Meghan Oigail,




Bush'’s special assistant and deputy national sgcdlivisor for Iraq and Afghanistan. The remaindogchair is Walid
Phares, who never worked for Bushdmiitised Lebanese warlords in the 1980s. Romney has repppeomised
Phares a top job in his administration, despiteviiidently anti-Islamic views.

All told, Romney lists 37 holdovers from the Geokye Bush administration — the very same adminigtrahe and
all other Republican candidates barely referenegthd their many debates because it was so digerkdnd toxic,
even to the Republican base.

It didn’t have to be this way. There are, in faetpple in Republican circles who are sensible teriational affairs.
The Cato Institute, in particular, has experts twatid dramatically change the direction of Amemi¢areign policy.
Men like Justin Logan an@hristopher Preble were prescient on Irag and a host of other isssiesilarly, the Center
for the National Interest (formerly the Nixon Cemtieas a host of solid scholars, including ones Dimitri Simes and
Geoffrey Kemp, who have valuable government expegéen the Nixon and Reagan administrations, rasg, and
a history of perceptive analysis. Richard Haasssigdent of the Council on Foreign Relations, wddgie been
another good pick.

So why aren’t guys like this being tapped? Whyhis GOP sticking with a discredited foreign-polippeoach rather
that looking to its own past for wiser counsel? ‘$¢lof the realists and pragmatists have simply loeen out of the
Republican Party,” says Stephen Walt, who writbog at Foreign Policy and teaches at Harvard. “The
neoconservatives have been driving the agenda Busie was elected and they remain well-entrenched.”

Another factor is that the Republican Party’s b@seains strongly militaristic and reluctant to rgoize limits on
American power. Jon Huntsman'’s failed presidemi@hpaign illustrated that problem. The good newvtkas nobody
seems to be calling for nation-building and occopyforeign countries in the mold of Iraq and Afgissan. But that's
the only lesson that seems to have been learnadtfre last decade of foreign-policy debacles.

Finally, it may just be that the United States tesmuch power to change course. While the UnitageS has
undoubtedly made disastrous decisions in the kstdes, it is so powerful that it is largely insedafrom the
consequences of them. If Romney'’s foreign-policyisat list is anything to go by, a Romney admirgstn would
have to teach the U.S. all over again about thblenas with trying to police the world. Prepare Barsh redux.
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