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BOB SCHIEFFER, host: 
 
Today on FACE THE NATION, to expand a children's health program or not? We'll have a debate: 
Plus, how goes the so-called Christian right in next year's election? 
 
President Bush vetoed a bill this week that would have expanded health insurance for children not 
poor enough to qualify for Medicaid, but too poor to afford health insurance. Can Congress 
override the veto? And why would the president choose this bill to take a stand? Democratic 
Congressman Charles Rangel of New York and Republican Adam Putnam of Florida will debate 
that. 
 
Then we'll turn to politics and talk with Tony Perkins of the Family Research Council. Will his 
powerful group support a third party candidate if Rudy Giuliani gets the Republican nomination? 
 
On this week's campaign QUICK CHECK, we'll hear from Roger Simon of politico.com. Then I'll 
have a final word on bargains of war. What it really costs to contract out military jobs. 
 
But first, the debate over expanding children's health insurance 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: Good morning again. 
Joining us from New York this morning, Chairman Charles Rangel. With us from New Orleans, 
Congressman Adam Putnam. He is there because his Florida Gators played LSU last night in New 
Orleans, and that part of the trip did not come out to Congressman Putnam's liking. But it made a 
lot of other people happy, I'm sure. 
 
Well, gentlemen, let's get right down to it. President Bush issued what amounted to the fourth veto 
of his presidency, vetoing legislation that would have provided health insurance to some children 
who are not getting it. 
 
Congressman Putnam, let me just start with you. Why would the president pick a children's health 
insurance program to take a stand on fiscal responsibility? 
 
Representative ADAM PUTNAM (Republican, Florida: Chairman, House Republican Conference): 
Well, it didn't have to be that way, and that's the important point. The president, both in his veto 
message and his radio address, has laid out what he believes the appropriate compromise is to 
guarantee the children who are eligible to receive additional health insurance and enroll in health 
insurance programs through the states are getting that assistance. Currently, though, we have a 
system where a number of states are using two-thirds or even 85 percent of their money and shifting 
that away from the kids who deserve it. We believe that before we expand the scope of this program 
and get distracted by other things, we should make every effort to enroll every eligible child in this 
very important program. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Well, let me ask Congressman Rangel. Congressman, simply, what's your response to 
that? 
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Representative CHARLES B. RANGEL (Democrat, New York: Chairman, Ways and Means 
Committee): The president's position is indefensible. I can see why Adam is not in his home 
district, because throughout these United States, even the Christian right would believe that 
investing in our young people's health is not only the moral thing to do, but if we're looking for a 
productive, educated future society, we have to protect our young people. I think the president has a 
big problem over the fact that we're putting a cigarette tax in, and the president comes in saying no 
more taxes. But we had to choose between the cigarette tax and protecting 10 million children and 
giving them health care. The president would suggest that it's socialized medicine. He didn't read 
the bill, and his Republican friends that voted against it obviously didn't, either. Because the bill 
provides insurance with insurance companies and hospitals. The president says that poor kids can 
go to emergency wards. Well, these are not the poorest of the poor, but they're hard-working people 
who don't have health insurance. There are 48 million families in the United States. It's tragic, but 
this does take care of 10 million of the kids. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Well, Congressman Putnam, what's wrong with putting the cost of this on, on the 
cigarette tax? 
 
Rep. PUTNAM: The issue with this bill has nothing to do with the cost. The issue with this bill is 
that states like New York, states like Minnesota and Wisconsin, are diverting the money away from 
covering these poor kids who we do have a moral obligation to cover, and they're putting it into 
other things. We believe that we should cover the kids first. The administration and the Republicans 
in Congress believe that we should have a 90 or a 95 percent enrollment rate of those kids who are 
already eligible to receive this very important program before you divert that money into other 
things, which is what the Democratic bill does. Charlie Rangel presumably has read the bill, he 
wrote the bill. And he said on the House floor, `So what if it's the first step towards socialized 
medicine?' I think that that is an important debating point. 
 
But the most important piece is that we should not be shifting funds away from these poor kids who 
need the coverage into other things, and we should not be producing a bill that is forcing two 
million children out of private insurance, coverage that they have today, and into a government-run 
program. And the nonpartisan Congressional Budget Office has said that that's exactly what the 
effect of this bill will be. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Well, Charlie--Charlie Rangel, what's your answer to that? He's saying that the 
money's not going to the kids, it's being diverted to other places. 
 
Rep. RANGEL: You know, you can misstate the facts over and over and over. The giants of the 
Senate, Senator Orrin Hatch and Senator Grassley, and so many of the giants--Republicans in the 
House, overwhelmingly--it's true, we didn't have two-thirds in the House--disagree. And to, and to 
say that the money is not going where it should, first of all, it's up to the federal government. This is 
what we call a block grant. The money's given to the state where the governors, and 48 of them 
support this bill, if they want to apply, and it doesn't reach standards of the federal government, it is 
denied. So when you say New York, you could also say California, and quite frankly, the president 
already turned down New York's application. 
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The truth of the matter is that this program is for working families with kids that are uninsured, and 
every organization, I hope we can even include the far Christian right, would believe that it makes 
more sense for the president, and he says that money isn't a factor. Well, it isn't a factor when the 
president asked for $200 billion for this immoral war. 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right, but let me... 
 
Rep. RANGEL: But it should be a factor when we say, invest in the health of our children! This is 
saving lives, not taking away lives. 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right. Let me--let me ask you quickly, Chairman Rangel--you probably need 
about 15 Republican votes over there in the House by the latest count to be able to override the 
president's veto. Are you going to try to get those votes, or are you willing to step back and talk to 
the White House about some kind of compromise? Where do Democrats go from here? 
 
Rep. RANGEL: The Democrats are working hard, as is Senator Grassley and Senator Orrin Hatch 
are calling their Republican friends in the House saying that they're misguided. I am certain that if 
Adam Putnam goes back to Florida, to his home district, that he would find people there. No, they 
won't be on welfare, but they'll be voters and they'll be working people. So we're making an appeal. 
We need about 20 votes. 
 
SCHIEFFER: OK. 
 
Rep. RANGEL: But we're almost convinced that if the moral thing is being done and you listen to 
the children agencies, the churches and the synagogues and the mosques... 
 
SCHIEFFER: OK. 
 
Rep. RANGEL: ...that we'll have these votes to override the president. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Are--do you--do you at this point, are you willing to even talk about a compromise, 
or are you going to simply going try to override this veto, Congressman? 
 
Rep. RANGEL: The Senate Republicans already compromised our bill. We asked for $50 billion, 
they drove it down to 35. If we stay where the president is, we lose over a million kids, and this--
these negotiations have been going on--Senator Orrin Hatch and Senator Grassley have been talking 
to this president. Instead of replying to this, what did he do? 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right. 
 
Rep. RANGEL: He asked the admin--he asked the Congress for $200 billion for the war, and we're 
asking for 7 billion a year for five years. 
 
SCHIEFFER: So I take it at--I take it at this point no compromise. 
 
All right, Congressman Putnam... 
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Rep. PUTNAM: That's a telling--that's a telling statement. 
 
SCHIEFFER: ...you get a chance to respond. Can you--can you keep those Republicans in line? 
 
Rep. PUTNAM: Look, this is a telling statement, that he's more interested in playing political 
games than in compromising. The president has said in his veto message and in his--in his radio 
address, there's a way to work together. We Republicans in the House and in the Senate have said 
we believe in this program. Republicans and Democrats joined together to create this program. We 
can fix it. It is the Democrats in the House, under Charlie Rangel's leadership, who have delayed the 
vote on this by two weeks. We could solve this problem easily in less than two weeks if he would 
just sit down and work with us. We believe that we should cover the kids first. 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right. 
 
Rep. PUTNAM: It's games like this that's the reason why Congress has a 14 percent approval 
rating. It doesn't have to be this way. 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right. Congressman, I take your point. 
 
I want to thank both of you. Obviously, this is something we're going to hear a lot more about in the 
coming weeks. 
 
Rep. PUTNAM: Thank you. 
 
SCHIEFFER: We'll be back in just a minute to talk about the religious right. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER: And we're back now. We're going to Lake Charles, Louisiana, this time around. Tony 
Perkins is the president of the Family Research Council. 
 
And, Mr. Perkins, thank you for coming. You caused something of a stir in the political world last 
week when you said that people in your organization, people on the what some people call the 
religious right, might have to support someone other than Rudy Giuliani in the Republican nominee 
if he got the nomination. Are you talking about a third party candidate party here? Exactly what is 
going on? 
 
Mr. TONY PERKINS (President, Family Research Council): Well, Bob, it's a good question. And 
let me be very clear. What we said last week was more of a proclamation of principle rather than a 
declaration of intent. What we said is that if, among all of the options that are available to 
Republicans, if they advance a pro-abortion rights candidate, we simply cannot go with him. If the 
Republican Party decides to retreat from its defense of the unborn, we're not going to go with him. 
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SCHIEFFER: Well, that obviously would be Rudy Giuliani that you're talking about here. So what 
happens after that? Do you all just stay home, do you vote for the Democrat, do you find somebody 
else to vote for? 
 
Mr. PERKINS: Well first off, I think it's very premature to assume that he is the nominee. There are 
many pro-life, pro-family candidates out there for the nomination and if you look at the national 
polling, Rudy Giuliani is leading. But if you look at the early states, which are key in deciding who 
the nominee will be, he's not doing so well. In fact, if he doesn't win Florida he could be out of this 
by Super Tuesday. So, you know, we are--we didn't think it would come down to this. But we have 
an event just in two weeks, our Washington briefing, where all of the Republican candidates will be 
in Washington speaking to the value voters. We'll have a straw poll we think from that. You may 
begin to see another candidate begin to surge and move forward that is pro-life and pro-family. 
 
SCHIEFFER: How many--how powerful do you believe that your group is, and the people that 
you're talking to out here. I mean, let's just say the Republican candidate, whoever it is, can that 
person win without the support of your folks? 
 
Mr. PERKINS: Well, I think if you look at some polling done this week by Rasmusssen, suggested 
that if it were a head-to-head election between Rudy Giuliani and Hillary Clinton and there were--
there was available a third-party pro-life candidate, 27 percent of Republicans would vote for that 
pro-life candidate. That's almost a third of the Republican Party, which is about what evangelicals 
make up of the party. The party's been successful, Bob, when it came together with the three key 
elements of the conservative movement. It's like a three-legged stool. You've got fiscal 
conservatives, you've got the foreign policy conservatives, and the social conservatives. If you saw 
off one of the legs and say you really don't need to address those issues, you've got the GOP sitting 
on a two-legged stool. And I think it could end up impaling itself. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Let me ask you also about this children's health bill. You just heard Congressman 
Rangel say that even people on the religious right, were for this bill. How do you come down on 
this? Did you support the president's veto? 
 
Mr. PERKINS: I did, because a couple of things that were not brought up was the redefinition of 
some issues. It moved away from previous pro-life stances in the bill, where it would ultimately let-
-bring people into--pregnant women into the process of getting coverage, obviously for the purpose 
of their unborn child, but then open the door to taxpayer-funded potentially abortion for some of 
those women. And so there were some changes in definition, obviously expansion, as well, when 
you--you raise the ceilings. And I think health care--the whole debate over health care's a very 
important debate that I think Congress needs to have. But as some have indicated--supporters of 
this, this is a back door to universal health care, and I think that is a large part of why people are 
looking very closely at this because they do not want the government controlling the health care 
choices for all Americans. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Tony Perkins, we want to thank you for coming by and sharing your views this 
morning. Very illuminating. We'll be back with our political campaign QUICK CHECK in just a 
minute. 
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Mr. PERKINS: Thank you, Bob. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER: And joining us now for a campaign QUICK CHECK, Roger Simon, the chief 
political columnist at politico.com. 
 
Roger, thanks for coming. We're going to do this, and as we get closer and closer to the elections, 
we'll do it with more frequency. We're simply going to check in every week with somebody who 
watches every single moment of every single debate and every little thing that happens out on the 
campaign trail to bring the rest of us up to speed. 
 
So, Roger, what's the most important thing we need to know about what happened in politics this 
week? 
 
Mr. ROGER SIMON (Chief Political Columnist, Politico.com): Well, the fact that we're seeing, on 
the Republican Party, a gulf open, a gulf that was hidden in plain sight, between those Republicans 
who say they will never vote for a pro-choice candidate and those who will. Really, Bob, it is easier 
to come up with reasons why nobody can get the nomination on the Republican side than to come 
up with reasons that any one candidate can. All of their top tier has a certain problem with certain 
factions of the party, and what the party lacks this time is what it usually has, an establishment 
choice that the different strains of the party can coalesce around. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Well, how important is this to Rudy Giuliani's campaign, to have someone like a 
Tony Perkins that you just saw come out and say, basically, they can't ever support him? 
 
Mr. SIMON: I think he's written off those people who are single-issue voters on the subject of 
abortion. There's not much he can do about it. But he makes the argument of saying, `Look, if you 
care about competence in this post-Katrina, post-Iraq invasion world, if you care about someone 
who's going to fight Islamic terrorism, vote for me rather than someone who believes that life 
begins at conception. Which is more important to you? And if care about things like strong national 
defense, low taxes, low spending, I'm a real Republican, even if I'm not with you on abortion, gay 
rights, immigration, whatever.' 
 
SCHIEFFER: Talk about some of the other Republicans and what happened to them this week. 
 
Mr. SIMON: Fred Thompson went through Iowa this week and got, I would say, continuously 
savage reviews by the media, probably the worst reviews I've seen for a candidate who debuts at 
number two in the national polls. But, you know, I've got to say, after seeing him at audiences, 
some of the lines that the press snickers over, like "democracy is good" and "the most important 
decisions you can make are decisions about your family," the audiences are nodding their heads 
over. He speaks to a different American. He speaks to a NASCAR America, country music 
America, family values America, an America who's not stupid but thinks that the cultural elites of 
both parties think they're stupid. And it's very much reminiscent of what Ronald Reagan spoke 
about: family values, family issues, American values. It worked for him. Fred Thompson is hoping 
it works for him. 
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SCHIEFFER: He has his first debate with the others this week. Anything special he needs to do 
here? 
 
Mr. SIMON: Yeah. He has to show he can exceed expectations. Expectations for him are pretty 
low. I mean, after all, this is the candidate who couldn't remember what the Terri Schiavo case was 
about. This is the candidate who didn't know that drilling for oil in the Everglades was a big issue in 
Florida. He has been hit pretty hard on the issues of, is he up to speed on the issues of the day and 
does he have the energy and the will to win that is required for a nominee. 
 
SCHIEFFER: The other two candidates on the Republican side in the top tier, Romney, McCain. 
What about them this week? 
 
Mr. SIMON: Romney continues to do poorly in national polls. He's sort of an anemic fourth in 
national polls. But he's doing well where it counts. He's doing well in Iowa, which may, for all the 
elbowing to go first, may decide who the nominee is for both parties. John McCain is enjoying a 
slight resurgence from his fall. And some think if there is a true dark horse in the race right now, it 
might be McCain coming back. 
 
SCHIEFFER: This side, on the Republican side, clearly, it's far from decided at this point. Talk 
about the Democrats a little. Some people are beginning to say Hillary Clinton--they're already 
mentioning the draperies, as they say, in the Oval Office. 
 
Mr. SIMON: Well, it's too early to measure the draperies, or to even decide where you're going to 
move the furniture around. But she's done very well, and you can't deny that. She leads by 
prohibitive margins in national polls, and she leads in, really, in every state poll by smaller margins-
-every key state poll. A new poll out today by the Des Moines Register, the Iowa poll, shows her 
moving into first place. In May, she had been in third place. I think it may get down to that if you 
want to stop Hillary Clinton, you're going to have to stop her in Iowa. Because if she gets up a head 
of steam in Iowa, she might just run the table. 
 
SCHIEFFER: Is there, at this point, an alternative to Clinton that's emerged? 
 
Mr. SIMON: Well, Barack Obama's in second place. He's in second place nationally, he's in second 
place in Iowa. And in some key states he comes in a close second. The difficulty for him is to get 
off to a fast start, and to show that he is a viable alternative. You know, let's admit that the playing 
field is not level. We've only elected two black governors in US history, only three black senators in 
US history. It's amazing that he's doing this well, but it's a mountain for him to climb. It's difficult 
for African-Americans to win statewide office, let alone national office. But he's doing well in the 
field, and he gets Iowa. He understands Iowa. He understand that Iowa is not just about high-flown 
speeches and charisma, it's about organizing. And his people are working very hard there. 
 
SCHIEFFER: With these campaign primaries pushed up so much to the front, do you think we'll 
know the nominee of either party by, let's say the first week in February? 
 
Mr. SIMON: I think we may know it by the first week in January, Bob. 



 Face the Nation (CBS News) - Sunday, October 7, 2007  
 

 

 BURRELLE'S INFORMATION SERVICES / (202)419-1859 / (800)456-2877 

8 

 
SCHIEFFER: Really? 
 
Mr. SIMON: For all the elbowing that's gone on, for all the machinations of the states to go up and 
be first, or be second or third, or be relevant, really, whoever wins Iowa is going to get a huge 
bump. The question is, how many tickets are there out of Iowa? Last time, for the Democrats, there 
was only one. It was John Kerry. Once again, I think Iowa's going to be very important. New 
Hampshire's not going to be out of it, by any means. They're all going to limp into New Hampshire. 
But if a candidate can win both states, I think they're going to be hard to stop. 
 
SCHIEFFER: All right. Roger Simon, thank you. 
 
Back with a final word in just a minute. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER: Finally today, the worst thing about that report that 14 Iraqi civilians had been killed 
in Baghdad by members of a private American security firm called Blackwater is that this was a 
tragedy waiting to happen. Because as we now know, private security firms like Blackwater have 
apparently been operating above the law, setting their own rules outside the military chain of 
command, and the government knew all about it. The contractor's job was to protect key civilians, 
and as long as they got it done, no one asked questions. 
 
How can that be? It is another, I'm afraid, of those shortcuts we've become so accustomed to in this 
war; dangerous times require extraordinary methods, we're told. Well, it is also a lot cheaper, which 
is why we have contracted out more than 100,000 jobs normally done by soldiers to private 
contractors in Iraq. It's easier all around. The military has all those rules and regulations and 
benefits. It also makes it look like our force in Iraq is a lot smaller than it really is. Oh, it's a bargain 
all right, until something like the recent tragedy happens, which sets the whole effort back. 
 
May I have a drum roll here for the cliches? Because apparently they have been forgotten along the 
way. Lord Acton said "Power corrupts. Absolute power corrupts absolutely." And then there was 
your high school civics teacher, who told us the advantages of the government composed of checks 
and balances. And here's one more: You get what you pay for. 
 
Everything needs a check. When there are no checks, things always get out of balance. And when 
will we ever learn there are no bargains in war? You have to do it right to get it right. 
 
That's it for us. We'll see you next week right here on FACE THE NATION.  
 


