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at regime-change that are tied to the West is not ridiculous. And Obama has to handle 
that carefully. 
 
Newman: It isn’t ridiculous, except insofar as the whole thing is ridiculous. I think 
Obama is whittling away at that. Don’t forget, in some ways Obama wasn’t elected to 
solve the domestic crisis. For much of the time that he was running, there wasn’t a 
domestic crisis. He was elected primarily to change our foreign policy. Namely, Iraq. 
 
Salit: Yes. So, on to the Clinton hostage release. 
 
Newman: Good job, Bill. 
 
Salit: Bill goes over, meets with the North Korean leader. 
 
Newman: Smiles only when off-camera. 
 
Salit: Smiles only off-camera, exactly. And brings the women home. 
 
Newman: Exactly. 
 
Salit: It was really a good play. 
 
Newman: He was the obvious person to go to resolve this. 
 
Salit: Apparently the North Koreans thought so. They asked that he come. And that 
gave me hope that the North Koreans aren’t totally off the deep end, living in a world of 
their own. Clinton was the obvious person because he’s a non-governmental figure, but 
also meta-governmental. Clinton was perfect. 
 
Newman: Actually, it had to be somebody who’s not a governmental figure, but whose 
wife is. 
 
Salit: So, one of the places that Chris Matthews went off of this was to talk about the 
relationship between the Clinton wing of the Democratic Party and the Obama wing of 
the Party. Chris says, ‘Well, they’re working together. They are basically a coalition.’ 
And then he says, ‘And Obama’s going to need the Clintons in the coming period.’ 
Why? Because he says one of the things that he’s going to need them for is that 
Obama’s support in the white working class is fraying and the Clintons can play an 
important role in keeping that base in place. Do you agree with that? 
 
Newman: Obama and Clinton are both bigger than that. Come on, let’s give people a 
break here once in a while. They see a bigger issue. It’s Destroy the Republican Party 
when we have this opportunity. We can’t miss this opportunity. The Republicans are in 
serious trouble. The Clintons and Obama are surely united on that and so they’ll help 
each other. 
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Salit: It’s not just about holding on to some votes from Reagan/Hillary Democrats to win 
an election. 
 
Newman: Barack Obama and Bill Clinton are both enormously popular figures in this 
country and around the world. 
 
Salit: Right. 
 
Newman: So, it’s more a question of their having recognized that there is a basis for 
working together, not to resolve all their disputes, but to work together for some 
common interest. I think that common interest is best labeled as “Destroy the 
Republican Party.” And surely burying the force that has steered the GOP for a 
generation, namely right wing conservatism. 
 
Salit: Yes. 
 
Newman: They’re both interested in that. And so, they can talk to each other. They 
don’t have to agree on everything. If there was an election tomorrow and Hillary was 
running, they’d go right back to tearing each other down. They know how to play this 
game well. They’re both very good at that, in different ways. I think Obama is the best 
thing that could have happened to Bill Clinton in terms of Clinton’s legacy. 
 
Salit: How do you see that? 
 
Newman: Well, because Clinton has an opportunity under this kind of administration to 
breathe again, to be able to come out and do stuff. He wasn’t going to be able to do that 
under a more establishment White House. 
 
Salit: Ironically, if Hillary had won, his hands might have been tied even further. 
 
Newman: Maybe. But he wasn’t going to play any role internationally. But, Obama gets 
in and one of the first moves he makes is to put Hillary in as Secretary of State. And 
that’s what takes care of the whole thing. Now the doors are open again, and Bill is in.  
 
Salit: Yes. 
 
Newman: The doors are open for Clinton to come in, not as top banana, but as an ex-
president. So, he’s in the game. And that’s good because he’s a good player. At some 
things, he’s extraordinary. Indeed, Obama (this is overstated) is so clean, that he even 
cleaned up Clinton. It reminds me of the Boy Scout pledge which enumerates the 
qualities of a scout, ending with “brave, clean and reverent.” Obama’s cleanliness is 
extraordinary. 
 
Salit: It permeates all who travel in his wake. 
 
Newman: Right. 
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Salit: There’s been talk about the Clinton/Gore tension and how this event brought them 
back together again. 
 
Newman: It was Obama who brought them back together again. 
 
Salit: OK. 
 
Newman: Gore is into a lot of stuff that Obama wants to embrace. 
 
Salit: Obama’s healing the Democratic Party. 
 
Newman: Absolutely. 
 
Salit: And what’s the relationship, do you think, between being able to heal the 
Democratic Party and being able to destroy the Republican Party? 
 
Newman: I almost don’t know how to answer that because it seems, in a way, so 
obvious. 
 
Salit: Can’t do with one without the other? 
 
Newman: I don’t know if I’d quite go that far. But I do think that there are some in the 
Democratic Party who think that this is a big moment for the Democrats to make hay. 
Arguably, they will want to work together to do that. 
 
Salit: Yes. 
 
Newman: I think the problem, insofar as the Democrats have a problem with this, is the 
independent movement. Because a probable prerequisite for the independent 
movement to come in as the second force, is that you have to do away with the existing 
second force, namely the Republican Party. 
 
Salit: So the Democrats find themselves in a position where meeting their own goals 
helps us to grow. 
 
Newman: Yes. And, in some ways, as you know better than almost anybody in the 
country, it’s the basis for getting along, in a tactical sense, with the Democrats. 
 
Salit: Yes. 
 
Newman: I think that’s the fight of the future and it’s a good fight, a healthy fight. And I 
don’t think it involves targeting all Republicans. There is a fight going on inside the 
Republican Party between the neo-conservatives (who some call neo-fascists) who 
came very, very close to taking over the Republican Party, and the moderates. The neo-
cons are not completely out of power even now. 
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Salit: Not at all. 
 
Newman: They’re still there. As Joe Scarborough points out.  
 
Salit: So, the question of the future is, does a nationally significant coalition between the 
Democrats and the independent movement emerge and sideline the Republicans and 
most particularly, Republican conservatism? 
 
Newman: I think so. That’s the overall picture. You know, there are blips and movement 
this way and that way. But I think that’s the relatively long-term political landscape. 
 
Salit: Yes. 
 
Newman: And I think the most astute Democrats are well aware of that and recognize 
that they have to work to secure their relationship with the independent movement 
because they’re so dependent on it. I think Obama completely understands that. The 
Clintons are a little slow on that one. But they got hurt badly off of being slow, witness 
Obama’s nomination. But, Bill is a consummate political pragmatist, so even he may 
come around. But Obama is way ahead of Clinton on this one.  
 
Salit: Yes. 
 
Newman: That got him to the presidency of the United States. 
 
Salit: Yes, it did. Thanks, Fred. 
 
Newman: You’re welcome. 
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