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BOB SCHIEFFER, host: 
 
Today on FACE THE NATION, vice presidential candidate John Edwards and Republican 
Party Chairman Ed Gillespie.  With just weeks before the election and one debate to go, the 
presidential race appears to be a dead heat.  What will turn the undecided voters?  And is 
Iraq the main issue or is it the economy?  We'll ask John Kerry's running mate, Senator John 
Edwards, and we'll get the Republican view of the race from Ed Gillespie, head of the 
Republican National Committee. 
 
Nina Easton of The Boston Globe joins in the questioning.  And I'll have a final word on this 
year's debates.  Our 50th anniversary Flashback will then look back to a debate from the past. 
 
But, first, Senator Edwards and Ed Gillespie 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:  And with us now from Milwaukee, Senator John Edwards.  Joining in the 
questioning this morning is Nina Easton of The Boston Globe. 
 
Senator, thank you very much for joining us. 
 
Senator JOHN EDWARDS (Democrat, North Carolina; Democratic Vice Presidential 
Candidate):  Glad to be with you. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  I would also say that the Republicans now apparently have decided to make 
you an issue.  I understand that there's one of these new independent groups that's released 
an ad or is about to release an ad where they make you the issue because you're a trial lawyer 
and they suggest that you're part of the problem with rising health-care costs.  Bill Brock, 
who heads this committee, says that "Kerry's selection of you"--and I'm quoting him--"was 
such an arrogant act, such an in-your-face thing we felt we had to do something." 
 
Your reaction. 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Well, this is a fundamental difference between us and them. You know, 
John and I have always fought for regular Americans, against big insurance companies and 
big drug companies and big HMOs.  They've always been on the other side.  And this 
president, for example, blocks prescription drugs coming into this country from Canada, 
stands with the drug companies on doing something about drug company ads and 
negotiating discounts.  It's a fundamental difference between us.  But I would add to that--
and I'm proud of what I've done--but I would add to that, that this issue is a minor, minor 
part of health-care costs in this country, 1 percent or less of health-care costs. 
 
But that doesn't mean it's not serious, Bob, it is, because doctors have rising medical 
malpractice premiums and that's why we have proposed a plan to keep cases that don't 
belong in the system out of the system by putting more responsibility on the lawyers, holding 
the lawyers financially accountable and putting a three strikes and you're out rule if they 
don't have their cases reviewed by independent experts who decide their serious cases. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, let me just ask you a little bit about that because there is no question that 
it's the rising malpractice insurance that doctors are having to pay.  You say it's just only a 
small part of the problem.  But in fact something does have to be done about it, does it not? 
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Sen. EDWARDS:  Yes, it does.  It does.  And we agree with that.  And I don't think the 
doctors are making this up, Bob.  I think it's real.  And, you know, they're getting rising 
malpractice premiums.  They get squeezed on both sides. On the other side, they have trouble 
getting paid for their services, you know, from the government or from HMOs or insurance 
companies.  So what we've done is we say to the lawyers, you've got to get these--you've got a 
case that you want to file, you've got to get it reviewed by a group of independent experts.  
They have to decide it's serious and it's meritorious.  The lawyer has to certify that.  If the 
lawyer doesn't do that, then the lawyer has to pay.  The lawyer has to be held financially 
responsible.  And if they violate that rule three times, it's a three strikes and you're out.  So the 
idea is just to keep these cases that don't belong in the system out. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right.  Nina. 
 
Ms. NINA EASTON (The Boston Globe):  Senator, you and John Kerry have been extremely 
critical of the administration over the war in Iraq.  You've called it a diversion and--a 
diversion from the real war on terror, and yet you, as a member of the Senate Intelligence 
Committee, described Saddam Hussein as an extreme threat to this country.  You stood on 
the Senate floor and here's what you said.  You said, `We know that he has chemical and 
biological weapons today.  He has used them in the past and he is doing everything he can to 
build more. ...  Each day he inches closer to his long-time goal of nuclear capability--a 
capability that could be less than a year away.' 
 
How can you criticize the Bush administration when you also considered Saddam Hussein an 
imminent threat? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Because it was the right thing to confront Saddam Hussein. That's why I 
voted for the resolution.  That's why John voted for the resolution, but we didn't authorize 
this president and vice president to make the mess that they've made.  I mean, they did not 
do the work to put a coalition in place before they went.  Second thing they didn't do is they 
didn't allow the weapons inspectors to do their jobs.  If they had, we would know what we 
know now, that they, in fact, didn't have weapons of mass destruction, didn't even have an 
active program to develop weapons of mass destruction, and they had not plan to win the 
peace. 
 
You know, our military did everything they were asked to do.  They were incredible, but this 
president has a responsibility for having a plan to win the peace.  And Paul Bremer just 
pointed out they went in without enough troops to secure the country.  They lost the 
initiative.  Those failures which created this mess we now see in Iraq are the direct 
responsibility of the president and the vice president. 
 
Ms. EASTON:  But Paul Bremer also said in an op-ed in The New York Times this week that 
he criticized you for using his comments and he said, `President Bush is actually in a better 
place to understand the mistakes in the war on terror.'  He criticized you for using his 
comments.  Likewise, if he said that we need more troops, doesn't that by definition mean 
that you all need to bring more troops in to secure the stability in that country? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  What Bremer was saying, as I understood it, was in that initial phase it 
was important to stop the looting, to stop the chaos and to not lose the initiative.  And we 
needed more troops to be able to secure the country at that point.  Now we look at what's 
happening right now.  We have lost over a thousand American men and women.  Americans 
are being kidnapped. We have an American being beheaded.  We have--parts of the country 
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are still under the control of insurgents and know that terrorists have been flowing into the 
country from all over the world, particularly over the Syrian border in the North, and the... 
 
Ms. EASTON:  And Senator, excuse me, I'm sorry but is this a time to talk about reducing 
troop levels? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  No, it's a time to talk about speeding up the training of the Iraqis.  It's a 
time to talk about speeding up the reconstruction process, making sure we get security for the 
UN official who are responsible for the election so the election takes place as scheduled and 
having a new president so we have fresh credibility with the rest of the world to bring others 
in. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, let me ask you then, Senator, and Senator Kerry's made a big thing of he 
can somehow find a way to get our traditional allies back on board and he can find a way to 
get other countries to help us.  What is it that he plans to do that President Bush has not done 
that will turn that around because right now there don't appear to be very many people out 
there who want to help us in Iraq? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Yeah, that's a very fair question, Bob.  I think, first, if you start where 
George Bush is, I mean, he has pushed these allies away in the lead-up to the war, and then 
he pushed them away a second time with respect to the reconstruction.  He can't do it.  We 
know that.  Then you look at what John Kerry can do.  I think that basically success breeds 
participation.  I mean, if we do the other things that I just talked about quickly, you know, for 
example, speeding up the training of the Iraqis which they're not doing--they've got less than 
half of the staff on the ground that's needed in order to do that job--that will have an impact, 
you know, speeding up the reconstruction, using the money that's been allocated--you know, 
there's only a small percentage of it that's been used--making sure the election takes place.  I 
mean, if they see success beginning to occur on the ground, plus they have a president who's 
actually reaching out to them not just for troops but also to participate in the reconstruction 
to have a seat at the table with America leading, then I think there's a much great chance of 
getting those countries involved. 
 
Ms. EASTON:  Senator, you engaged in a very vigorous debate with the vice president this 
week.  Tell us something about that experience.  What surprised you the most about your 
encounter with Dick Cheney? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Well, it was very engaged and combative.  And to be perfectly honest, I 
think it should have been.  I mean, there are such huge differences between George Bush and 
Dick Cheney and John Kerry and myself.  We see the world very differently.  And it was my 
responsibility to make sure that voters who were watching that debate, or at least heard parts 
of it, knew that this administration has made a mess in Iraq, that they have cost us--cost 
millions of Americans their health care.  Millions of Americans have been put into poverty.  
Incomes have gone down.  I mean, I think people needed to know what's gone wrong.  You 
know, all these grand plans they have for the next four years--they've had four years and 
they haven't done anything.  They've made it worse.  And what it is we were going to do to 
make it better. 
 
And also, just on a more personal level, the vice president's credibility--I mean, he has gone 
around the country saying that--at least implying that there's some connection between 
Saddam Hussein and September 11th--there's no connection--and suggesting that there's 
some strong operational connection between al-Qaida and Saddam.  That's just not true.  
And I thought he had to be challenged about those things. 
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SCHIEFFER:  Senator, let me ask you just kind of a personal reaction that you had.  I mean, 
you were sitting there.  Your kids were in the audience.  I wonder what the kids were 
thinking when they saw Dad up there.  What did they say about it? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Well, we had a funny experience when the debate was over.  My older 
daughter, Kate, came on the stage, and Emma Claire, who's six, and Jack, who's four, came 
on the stage.  And Jack reached up for me to pick him up, and I picked him up and I was 
holding him, and he leaned over and he said, "Which one's Cheney?"  Just like that. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right.  Senator... 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Actually, say--I think he sensed the combat that had been going on. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Senator, thank you very much.  Hope to talk to you again before the election. 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Thanks.  Thanks for having me. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  And I guess, Ed Gillespie, chairman of the Republican National Committee, to 
be eminently fair here, I shall ask you:  Do your kids know who that was? 
 
Mr. ED GILLESPIE (Chairman, Republican National Committee):  They do, and I'll tell you, 
my kids watch "Nickelodeon" reruns, and I suspect Senator Edwards' kids do, too.  I couldn't 
help while I was watching the vice presidential debate thinking my favorite part was when 
the Skipper whacked Gilligan with his hat.  The--Vice President Cheney did a great job of 
setting the record straight on Tuesday night. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, let's just talk about that a little bit, because one of the things that John 
Edwards talked about was the vice president's credibility. He said he's been going around the 
country saying that he never said there was a connection between Saddam Hussein and 
9/11.  And I must say, I've got a whole handful of things here where he at least suggested 
that there was a connection. 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  Well, the bipartisan Senate Intelligence Committee said there was a 
connection between Saddam and al-Qaida.  In fact, if you look at page 65 of that committee's 
report, there are eight different instances where they cite contacts between Saddam and al-
Qaida.  What the vice... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  I thought they said there was no collaborative effort. 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  They said there was no collaborative effort, and what they said was there 
was not a relationship between Saddam and September 11, which the administration has 
never posited.  The Democrats misrepresent the notion... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well... 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  ...that Vice President Cheney has said that. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, let me just read this to you... 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  Sure. 
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SCHIEFFER:  ...if I can Mr. Gillespie.  Here's on the December 2nd, vote 2, the vice president 
said--and he's talking about Saddam--his regime has had high-level contacts with al-Qaida 
going back a decade and has provided training to al-Qaida terrorists. 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  They had had high-level contacts.  Al-Zarqawi still remains in Iraq today.  
That--what the Democrats continue to say is that there's no relationship between Saddam--or 
there was not between Saddam and September 11th and that the administration misled the 
American public over that when that is not the case.  The administration never said Saddam 
had a relationship or connection to September 11th. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Nina? 
 
Ms. EASTON:  Stay on the subject of Iraq:  the weapons report that came out this week adds 
fodder to critics who question the motives of the Bush administration in going into Iraq.  And 
it's also--Iraq is very much a divisive war.  It's something that's hurting the president in this 
re-election campaign.  Are you willing to say that the president got bad advice, not only from 
intelligence officials, but from his own advisers? 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  No, I'm not.  I do think that the issue of intelligence is something that needs 
to be addressed.  The president's been addressing it. The 9-11 Commission is addressing it.  
There's reforms going forward in the Congress right now in that regard.  But the fact is, look, 
we need to be victorious in Iraq.  When we are victorious in Iraq, as one general said, it will 
mark the beginning of the end in the war on terror.  If we retreat before we are victorious in 
Iraq, as Senator Kerry suggests we should do, it will be the beginning of the beginning in the 
war on terror.  There is a clear choice here in terms of how we proceed relative to Iraq. 
 
And in terms of the report relative to no weapons of mass destruction, no stockpiles, the 
Duelfer report was clear.  Saddam Hussein had the intention, had the knowledge, was 
punching holes in the sanctions.  The sanctions were about to be lifted and he would have 
been within--I believe the report says within six months--would have been able to get back 
into the game of developing weapons of mass destruction. 
 
Ms. EASTON:  Let me ask you as a political strategist, where would we be in this race today 
if not for the Iraq War?  Would it be a tie-break? 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  It's hard to say.  But I do think that the difference--one of the key differences 
between the president and Senator Kerry is that the president is not going to let the political 
winds dictate what he does relative to victory in Iraq, unlike Senator Kerry, who, when 
Senator Edwards said that there was an imminent threat, said there was no distraction in 
terms of going into Iraq, that that didn't distract from our efforts in Afghanistan. Now they 
say different things because the political winds have shifted. 
 
Ms. EASTON:  But do you consider Iraq a drag on the president's re-election efforts? 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  You know, it's all speculative, Nina, with the hypothetical what if, what if, 
what if.  I don't know what if, I know what is.  And what is is the president made the right 
decision.  He's demonstrating resolve in winning the war on terror.  Senator Kerry is not.  I 
think it's very disturbing what he is quoted as saying in The New York Times today, if I 
might, Bob. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Sure. 
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Mr. GILLESPIE:  Because this is critically important.  He says that `We have to get back to the 
place where we were where terrorists are not the focus of our lives, but they're a nuisance.  
As a former law enforcement person, I know we're never going to end prostitution.  We're 
never going to end illegal gambling, but we're going to reduce it--organized crime to a level 
where it isn't on the rise.  It isn't threatening people's everyday lives.  And, fundamentally, it's 
something that you continue to fight but it's not threatening the fabric of your life.' 
 
Terrorism is not a law enforcement matter as John Kerry repeatedly says. Terrorist activities 
are not like gambling.  Terrorist activities are not like prostitution.  And this demonstrates a 
disconcerting pre-September 11 mind-set that will not make our country safer.  And that is 
what we see relative to winning the war on terror and relative to Iraq. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Why did you say just a while ago that Senator Kerry has signaled a retreat or 
something.  I haven't heard him say we ought to retreat. 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  Well, he says that if he is elected, he's going to do two things--he has two 
fundamental premises--that he will get other nations to replace our troops on the ground in 
Iraq and that he will--we will begin withdrawing our troops by Fourth of July of next year.  
Now one is not premised on the other by the way.  How are you going to, as the president 
has pointed out--and I think one of the most damaging things for Senator Kerry that has 
come out in the course of these debates is this global test that he has put forward and the 
president exposing the fallacy of the notion that someone who believes that the war is a 
mistake, someone who believes that it is a grand diversion is going to be able to convince 
other countries to commit their troops in place of ours to a grand diversion and a mistake.  
You won't be able to do that.  The French, the Germans, the others have made clear. They are 
not committing troops to Iraq.  We need to continue to bring more Iraqis into the process.  
Senator Edwards is wrong... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well... 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  ...when he said we're not doing that quickly enough.  There's 1,000 Iraqis 
per week being trained and put into commission. 
 
So my point to you, Bob, is they will not put troops in in place of our troops, but he is going to 
bring our troops out.  We're not going--and he's going to do that based on a political time 
frame.  If you do that, we will not be victorious in Iraq. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  But isn't he really saying the same thing that the Bush administration is saying, 
is that as we begin to bring our troops out of there, we will do it as the Iraqis begin to train 
their own forces there? Isn't that what he's saying? 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  That's not what he's saying, Bob.  He's the one who's saying that the key to 
him being elected, why he's a better candidate for president and would be a stronger 
commander in chief is he'd be able to get other countries to commit troops instead of our 
country's there.  Look at what he's been saying. 
 
He also says it's a mistake--now look, John Kerry, when he came back from Vietnam, said 
how do you--pointedly asked how do you ask someone to be the last American to die for a 
mistake?  Now as commander in chief, if you don't believe that this cause is just, if you don't 
believe that this is central, having a stable and democratic Iraq in the way we see a stable and 
democratic Afghanistan being established yesterday, if you don't believe that, how do you 
commit the troops? 
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We heard the president.  The president showed his heart in that first debate when he talked 
about--talking with the woman and praying with the woman who lost her husband.  How 
does John Kerry commit troops to a cause he does not believe in? 
 
SCHIEFFER:  How do you--what kind of a timetable do you see?  I mean, should we expect 
American troops to be in Iraq indefinitely? 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  Well, I don't know.  I'm not a general and have no military experience.  I 
defer it to them.  I do know this.  Senator Kerry says terrorists are pouring into Iraq.  Iraq and 
Afghanistan are the front line in--one theater in the war on terror and to say that it is the 
wrong place and the wrong time is wrong.  And the American people understand we are 
better off fighting the terrorists now and over there, than fighting them later and over here, 
and that is the choice.  That's the choice that confronts us.  And the American people realize 
that.  And Senator Kerry, I think, sends mixed messages which are the wrong messages. 
 
Ms. EASTON:  Let's squeeze in a domestic issue here.  How big of an issue do you think stem 
cell research is going to be, particularly we have a debate coming up focusing on... 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  Yeah. 
 
Ms. EASTON:  ...domestic issues?  The Kerry campaign is portraying your position as right-
wing ideology, that he's in support of science and in support... 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  Yeah. 
 
Ms. EASTON:  ...of curing people.  How--do you think that this is an important issue in this 
campaign? 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  I do think it's an important issue.  I hope it does come up on Wednesday, 
Bob.  The fact is that the president is the first president in the history of our country to 
federally fund embryonic stem cell research. Now he has done it consistent with principles 
that respect life.  So it's not those stem cells that have already--where the embryo has already 
been destroyed.  He's also obviously continuing to foster research into adult stem cell 
research. 
 
There's no ban, by the way, on embryonic stem cell research.  It continues apace in the 
private sector, so there's a lot of misinformation about it. It's a scare tactic that the Kerry 
campaign employs in the same way they employ a scare tactic for younger voters trying to 
pretend that there's going to be a draft if the president is re-elected.  There's a scare tactic for 
senior citizens:  we're going to destroy Social Security.  There's a scare tactic for African-
Americans about intimidation tactics, a scare tactic with blue-collar workers over minimum 
wage changes that aren't true.  That's the kind of campaign they're engaging in.  It's 
unfortunate.  I welcome the opportunity to clear that up on Wednesday night. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  OK, thank you very much, Ed. 
 
Mr. GILLESPIE:  Thank you, Bob. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  We appreciate you coming by this morning. 
 
I'll be back with another FACE THE NATION 50th anniversary Flashback in just a minute. 
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(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  As the 1988 presidential campaign was entering its final days, Democratic 
candidate Michael Dukakis was losing ground to Vice President Bush. His wife, Kitty 
Dukakis, appeared on FACE THE NATION to argue his case.  That is this week's 50th 
anniversary Flashback. 
 
During the presidential debates, Michael Dukakis was asked this question. 
 
(Excerpt from videotape, October 23, 1988) 
 
Mr. BERNARD SHAW:  Governor, if Kitty Dukakis were raped and murdered, would you 
favor an irrevocable death penalty for the killer? 
 
Governor MICHAEL DUKAKIS:  No, I don't, Bernard, and I think you know that I've 
opposed the death penalty during... 
 
(End of excerpt) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Dukakis was criticized for the unemotional matter-of-fact way he answered, 
but on FACE THE NATION, his wife defended him. 
 
(Excerpt from FACE THE NATION, 1988) 
 
Mrs. KITTY DUKAKIS:  That first question was a shocker.  It was really pure theater, and I 
think unfortunate and inappropriate. 
 
LESLEY STAHL (CBS News):  Did it throw him off, do you think? 
 
Mrs. DUKAKIS:  Well, I think it would have thrown anybody off.  Michael is a human being 
and cares very deeply about me and about our kids, and I thought he answered that question 
well. 
 
(End of excerpt) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Despite his wife's strong defense, analysts said the way Dukakis answered the 
question was one of the reasons for his defeat. 
 
Another FACE THE NATION 50th anniversary Flashback. 
 
I'll be back with a final word. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Finally today, for years now I've been hearing that people are turned off by 
politics but I've never really believed it.  And the millions of people who have been watching 
these presidential debates prove my point.  It is not politics that turns people off.  It's the 
nasty campaign commercials that have come to dominate our campaigns and sour the whole 
process.  That's what people hate.  Have you ever heard anyone say, `I've got to rush home to 
watch that new negative ad about President Bush or John Kerry'?  I don't think so. 
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But this year's debates have become appointment television.  People are holding debate 
parties, the way they invite friends over to watch the Super Bowl.  Everywhere you go people 
are talking about these debates.  Sure, there's a lot of hype.  A real World Series heavyweight 
kind of championship fight atmosphere that surrounds them and has grown up. 
 
But I say, `What's wrong with that?'  America faces some serious issues this year, the most 
serious in a long time, and anything we can do to steer the discussion away from those 30-
second campaign commercials and put some interest, some excitement and, yes, even a little 
fun back into the process is all to the good. 
 
For me, the debates are like that favorite teacher we all remember from high school.  We 
enjoyed her class so much we didn't realize until later how much she had taught us.  We are 
learning from these debates and we're learning a lot.  That's what we deserve and what our 
politics ought to be about.  Good for us. 
 
We'll see you from the next one Wednesday night in Tempe, Arizona.  Until then, thanks for 
joining us today on FACE THE NATION. 


