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BOB SCHIEFFER, host: 
 
Today on FACE THE NATION, can John Edwards catch John Kerry?  With Senator Kerry 
leading or competitive in the seven states going to the polls on Tuesday, Senator Edwards 
must win South Carolina to stay alive.  Why should those voters pick him instead of Kerry?  
Where else is Edwards competitive? And how does either of them beat President Bush?  All 
questions for Senator Edwards, who's in his home state of South Carolina.  Doyle McManus 
of the Los Angeles Times joins in the questioning.  We'll have a FACE THE NATION 
Flashback on South Carolina last time.  And I'll have a final word on politics, the great 
American pastime.  But first, presidential candidate John Edwards 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 good morning again.  We begin this morning from Columbia, South 
Carolina, where Senator John Edwards is standing by.  Joining our questioning this morning 
is Doyle McManus of the Los Angeles Times. 
 
Well, good morning to you, Senator Edwards.  Seven contests this weekend.  Our latest poll 
shows you with a pretty good lead in your home state of South Carolina, where you were 
born.  Do you think, Senator, this is now down to a two-man race between you and John 
Kerry? 
 
Senator JOHN EDWARDS (Democratic Presidential Candidate):  I think it's close, Bob.  I 
think that South Carolina is going to be critical.  We've got some other states that obviously 
are going to be important on February 3rd now. But clearly there's a showdown going on in 
South Carolina. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Where do you think you are competitive other than South Carolina come 
Tuesday, Senator?  Is there any other state that--where you think you can actually win? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  I--I think I can win delegates everywhere, Bob.  I just came through, in fact, 
yesterday, a trip from New Mexico and Oklahoma City, into Kansas City last night.  We had 
huge crowds everywhere.  So we have good support, great ground operation in all those 
places.  And I think we'll be competitive.  I don't know--have any way of predicting what's 
going to actually happen. 
 
Mr. DOYLE McMANUS (The Los Angeles Times):  Senator, you've--you've said for some 
weeks now that you have a special ability to appeal to Southern voters because you grew up 
there, you understand the problems of the South.  By the same logic, does that mean that a 
Northern candidate would have a special appeal, a special ability to understand the needs of 
Northern voters? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Yeah, I think that's true.  I think that's--as a practical matter, that's true.  
But I--but I would say, beyond that, Doyle, I think that what I learned growing up in a rural 
community in--in North Carolina and, as you pointed out earlier I was born in South 
Carolina, means that the things I see happening, not just here, but what I saw in Iowa, a lot 
of the same job loss problems I saw in New Hampshire, are personal to me.  You know, I 
have seen up close what it means when trade policy causes factories to close, when it causes 
textile mills to close.  This is not an academic thing for me.  I have seen the impact that it has 
on people's lives and on communities.  And so I think that honestly is the reason that I 
connect with these folks.  I mean, I think they know that for me this is very personal.  I 
understand it.  I'll be back after February 3rd.  I'll be back in the fall.  And I'll be back as a 
president who understands their lives. 
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Mr. McMANUS:  Well, let me ask one other question about that trade issue. 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Sure. 
 
Mr. McMANUS:  You know, the other candidates in that Democratic race are campaigning 
on trade as well.  John Kerry, who did vote for NAFTA--you weren't in the Senate at the 
time--has said... 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Right. 
 
Mr. McMANUS:  ...that he wants tougher standards on labor, on the environment so that 
those jobs would not be disappearing.  Are you saying that those other candidates aren't 
really sincere about their positions on trade or aren't as serious as you are? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  I'm saying, first of all, that I've lived it.  It's not an academic issue for me.  I 
have lived it.  I have seen these plants close.  I have met with and seen the devastation, 
because my own father worked in a mill.  And when the plant closed in my hometown, in 
Robbins, North Carolina, it was devastating.  So that's number one.  And, number two, you 
have to listen to more than just what people say.  You have to listen to what they've done.  
And there's a real difference between Senator Kerry and John Edwards on the issue of trade 
because on--there are a whole group of trade agreements that he's voted for and that I voted 
against.  I believe we should have trade, but I think it needs to be done correctly.  And I think 
both of us ought to be examined, not only on what we say, but based on our records. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  That brings up the question, you know, Howard Dean said earlier this week 
that he--he basically said that John Kerry is a Republican.  I've never heard anybody make 
that charge before.  Do you think--do you think he's a Republican?  And one of the reasons 
he said that, I guess, is because of some of the positions he's taken on trade. 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  No, I think that's a ridiculous charge.  Of course he's not a Republican, no.  
No, John Kerry is a Democrat.  There are differences--there are differences between John 
Kerry and John Edwards, including the way--place we come from, the way we grew up, my 
own personal experience with these--some of these issues like job loss issues.  There are 
differences between us on trade, but I don't doubt for a minute his credentials as a Democrat. 
 I don't think that's fair. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  I--I was sort of thinking with Republicans fairly popular down in your state of 
South Carolina, that might actually help him a little bit. Would you like for him to call you a 
Republican? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  It might--it--I don't think there's much risk, Bob, of anybody calling me a 
Republican, but I--but it--but it is true here in the South Carolina primary, as you know, 
everybody can vote.  All you've got to do is--is sign a certification that for--at least for the day 
that you're voting that you believe you're a Democrat.  And so Independents can vote. 
Republicans can vote.  Everybody can vote. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  But you don't seriously think that would help John Kerry in South Carolina that 
Dean called him a Republicans, do you? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Oh, no, I don't think it'll make any difference at all.  I doubt if anybody's 
paying any attention to that. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Let me--let's--let's talk a little bit about what the Republicans are saying about 
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you.  You are talking about two Americas, one America for the privileged and another 
America for the other people.  Republicans are saying that by doing that, you are--and I'm 
going to quote--"you are dividing America with worn-out class warfare rhetoric."  Grover 
Norquist, the tax cutter, Republican, says, quote, "We Republicans want you to get rich.  
Democrats tax you like you're already rich."  Do you think that you're dividing America by 
saying there are two Americas? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  No, Bob.  Of course, what I'm saying--and you've heard me speak on this 
issue--I'm saying that we have two different Americas, two public school systems, one for 
more affluent communities, one for the rest, two health-care systems, one for those who can 
afford the best health care, one for everybody else and--and--and on--right on down the line.  
And the whole point of that, of course, is to talk about how we build one America, an 
America that works for everybody so that just--not just a few are doing well but everybody's 
doing well.  It's very much a hopeful optimistic vision about how we unite America, bring it 
together and allow everybody to have an opportunity to do well.  That's what this message is 
about.  Everyone knows that there are two Americas in many different ways.  The real 
question is: How do we build an America that will, in fact, work for everybody? 
 
Mr. McMANUS:  Senator, another issue the Republicans are already going after you on is the 
fact that you were a trial lawyer and that a lot of your campaign donors are trial lawyers.  
Now you made a big point of saying you're not taking money from Washington lobbyists, but 
I gather that doesn't prevent you from taking money from trial lawyers who do lobbying 
through their association but they happen to live in South Carolina or California or Chicago 
or someplace else.  Are you making that distinction a little bit too fine? Isn't that the kind of 
tricky talk that--that some voters hate to hear their politicians indulge in? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  I--I--I'm glad you asked that, Doyle.  It's a good question. I--I think what I 
have tried to do, and I certainly hope I'm not doing what you're suggesting--what I've tried to 
do is draw clear lines--no Washington lobbyist contributions, no special interest PACs con--no 
PAC contributions at all, both--both of which are completely legal because those are easy to 
identify.  I mean, you--somebody has to register as a Washington lobbyist. PACs have to be 
registered.  You know when they try to make a contribution to you so you can identify those 
and weed them out. 
 
I'm like all the other presidential candidates.  We all raise money.  I mean, to run a serious 
presidential cam--can--campaign, you have to raise money.  So I don't mean for a minute to 
sound holier than thou, but what I am saying is I think that we need to make some real 
changes in Washington and I think these Washington lobbyists have way too much influence. 
 I think they're taking away the power of the democracy from a lot of Americans.  And so 
that's why I would ban their contributions and stop the revolving door from government into 
lobbying firms, require more disclosure.  So I think there are important steps that we need to 
take to move forward, and you have to draw the line somewhere. That's where I've drawn it. 
 
Mr. McMANUS:  Now one thing several of the other candidates, incl--including President 
Bush have done, is disclose the names of the people who are collecting multiple donations for 
them from other people.  You haven't done that.  Is there a reason that you don't want to be 
that open in your disclosure? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  I think actually we have the highest compliance rate of any candidate w--
which means giving all the information about what a don--who a donor is, when the 
donation's made, how much the donation is, who--what the occupation of the donor is.  I 
mean, I think among all the candidates, we have the highest compliance rate which means 
you can see every dime that's come into my campaign and--and you can determine where it 
came from.  This--this kind--this is just not the kind of information that we've kept to--to--is a 
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simple answer to your question, but we have completely complied, and not only completely 
complied, I think we have the highest compliance rate of any of the campaigns. 
 
Mr. McMANUS:  But, of course, this is a practice that--that goes beyond the FEC regulations. 
 You're talking about complying with--with just the--the--the letter of the law.  You don't 
think that leaves you vulnerable to the Bush campaign in the fall if you become the nominee, 
saying, `We're actually more open than he is'? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  It doesn't leave me vulnerable for a lot of reasons.  Number one, George 
Bush has raised enormous amounts of money from Washington lobbyists.  I've raised none.  
He raises money from PACs.  I don't.  On top of that, we have complied--when I talk about c-
-compliance, I mean you can tell where every--every--all the money that comes into my 
campaign comes from and who it comes from.  I don't have--I'm not like George Bush, Doyle. 
 I don't have people across the country who are raising $200,000 for me or $300,000 or 
whatever these folks raise for President Bush.  I mean, that's one of the problems.  The fact 
that he's able to give that information is actually one of the problems with this campaign.  
That's not a--that's not an asset; that's a liability. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Senator, you have run, I think, by--by--all ob--observers would say this--a very 
positive campaign.  You--you have talked about what you're for a lot more than you've talked 
abut what's wrong with the other candidates in this--in this primary.  But I want to ask you 
know, if it does come down to you and John Kerry, why d--what will you say to voters?  In 
essence, why will you say, `I'll be a better candidate than John Kerry'?  What--what is your 
basic message on that? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  I--two things, I think, Bob.  One is--and I mentioned this earlier--one is that, 
because of my own personal life experience, I've seen up close a lot of the problems that 
people face in their day-to-day lives.  Plant closings, I've seen them.  I know what it means.  
When--I know what trade--how trade policy affects people's lives.  The second, I think we 
need real change in Washington.  I think we re--need real change in America.  And I believe 
somebody like me, who's not been in Washington for 15 to 20 years, is the best person to 
bring about that change.  I know how the Congress works.  I know enough how to--how--
about it how--about how it operates to get things done, but on the other hand, I haven't been 
there for 15 or 20 years and become part of that system.  So I think I give a very different 
choice to the American people than Senator Kerry. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  You often talk about how--that if you're--if you're the nominee, you can take on 
George Bush in the South.  Senator Kerry has said--he's come back to kind of correct that, 
that he's not sure it's necessary to have a Southern strategy.  But do you think a Democrat 
can win if you do not win some Southern states? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  I th--it is mathematically possible, and it has never happened in American 
history.  I mean, if Democrats actually want to take a risk on--on not winning any Southern 
states and being completely perfect everywhere else, that's a choice they have.  That's not me. 
 I'm somebody who, I believe--not just because I--I'm from the South, but because I 
understand the problems that are faced in rural communities across America, because I 
understand the problem--the--the problems that people face--I think the fact that I have 
fought for the very kind of people that I grew up with, Bob, is something that people are 
looking for all across America.  It's not just the South.  You know, it was true in Iowa.  I think 
it's true in New Hampshire.  It's true in California. 
 
People are looking for a presidential candidate who will stand up and fight for them.  And 
that's why I think that if you s--you saw--I know you've been following this--what happened 
in Iowa, our campaign blossomed in the last two weeks.  The same thing happened--we were 
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20 points behind General Clark in New Hampshire; same thing happened there.  I believe the 
same thing will happen going forward because people will see that I'm somebody who 
understands them and will--and will stand up and fight for them. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  And you th--you--you contend that you can take on George Bush across the 
South and be a much stronger candidate than John Kerry. 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  I know--I know that that's true.  I mean, I--I'm the one person in the race 
who has a proven record of being able to win a tough election in the South. 
 
Mr. McMANUS:  Well... 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  And I think that translates to other parts of the country. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Doyle. 
 
Mr. McMANUS:  Senator, I--I've talked to Republicans over the past week, and--and a lot of 
them have said, you know, you're right about your appeal in the South, that--that that John 
Edwards would make a great vice presidential candidate.  If you don't win the number of 
delegates you want to win, and if this party--John Kerry or some other nominee of your 
party--comes to you and says, `Senator Edwards, you've got that appeal in the South, you're 
a very strong candidate.  You'd need to be the vice presidential nominee of this party,' will 
you say no? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  I will say no. 
 
Mr. McMANUS:  Why is that? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Because I'm running for president.  I mean, to bring the change that I 
believe needs to be brought to this country, to do the kind of things, the positive things, that 
Bob spoke of earlier that I believe need to be done for Americans who are being left behind 
every single day, people be--living in poverty, middle-class families that are struggling, I need 
to be president of the United States.  And that's what this is about for me. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, Senator, if you turn down the number-two spot--say John Kerry does get 
the nomination--do you think he needs to pick somebody else from the South, or do you think 
he would be better to pick somebody from the Midwest?  Do you think he should consider 
regions when he decides who his running mate's going to be? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Oh, Bob, I think you ought to give him advice about that, not me.  He 
doesn't need my advice about who to pick as his vice presidential candidate.  I think what we 
need is somebody at the top of the ticket who can compete everywhere in America.  I think 
that's what we need. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Let's talk a little bit about some of the issues that have been going on while 
we've all been focusing on politics, and that is, back here in Washington we had this 
extraordinary testimony from the former inspector looking for weapons of mass destruction 
in Iraq, and basically he told Congress that it doesn't look like they had any weapons of mass 
destruction. Now you voted for the resolution to give the president authority to go into Iraq.  
Do you now feel misled? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Bob, I think that's why we have to get to the bottom of this. I don't know--
there's no way for me to know why the information that we were given is different than 
what's been found there.  Now I think we desperately need, and this is what I've been saying 
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for--for months now, we desperately need an independent commission.  Not the Congress, 
where it would be partisan, and not the White House; they have a--an interest in protecting 
themselves. But instead an independent commission that investigates this and finds out why 
this discrepancy exists.  It's--it's important. 
 
The Ameri--we need to get to the bottom of it.  We need to find out first, for the very reason 
you just asked about, because if somebody did intentionally misrepresent this information, 
they need to be held accountable.  But we also need to know going forward so that it doesn't 
happen again.  If there's a structural problem in our intelligence-gathering, it's critically 
important for the safety of the American people that it be fixed. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, now you were on the Senate Intelligence Committee in the Senate.  You 
saw a lot of highly classified information.  Did you see any the information that--any 
information that convinced you that Saddam Hussein had weapons of mass destruction, or 
did not have them, because now it looks like his whole program was smoke and mirrors, or--
if--if we're to believe what--what Mr. Kay says. 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Oh, of course.  No, we were given--ab--excuse me, I'm sorry, Bob.  I didn't 
mean to interrupt you. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Go ahead.  Uh-huh. 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  All--all--all I was going to say is of course we were given lots of information 
that indicated that he had weapons of mass destruction. They had--that he both had 
weapons of mass destruction and was doing everything in his power to get nuclear 
capability.  I mean, we got that information over--over a long period of time, as did other 
members of Congress. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, do you think the administration lied about what they saw? Do you think 
they saw what they wanted to see, or do you think the intelligence was simply wrong and 
bad? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  I think all three of those questions are the reason we need an independent 
commission.  I have--I have no way of knowing.  Any of those things are possible or some 
combination of those things are possible.  We need to find out what the truth is.  What 
information did the president have?  What information did the Intelligence Committee--I 
mean, the intelligence community give to the president?  Was the information flawed?  Was it 
exaggerated by the vice president or the president?  Those are all things the American people 
deserve to know.  We need to get to to the bottom of this. 
 
Mr. McMANUS:  Well, either--either way, Senator, it's clear that the intelligence community 
was giving the president, and members of the Intelligence Committee, like you, information 
that turned out to be flat wrong.  Should George Tenet, the CIA director, lose his job over 
that? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Oh, I--I don't--I don't think the focus is--at least from my perspective, 
Doyle, is on George Tenet.  I mean, George Tenet runs the operation.  But the truth is, as you 
well know, there are many fingers of the--of the intelligence community operating all over the 
world.  I think what we have to find out is--for example, I've had concerns for--during the 
time that I've been on the Intelligence Committee about us relying too heavily on what--
what's known as technical surveillance, you know, eavesdropping, aerial photography, that 
kind of information, more than we're ly--relying on human penetration.  I mean, we've gotten 
away over the last 20 years, 25 years from human penetration of these terrorist organizations. 
 And I think that's a dangerous thing.  And I knew that and was concerned about that 
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before. Whether that's the cause of--of--of this--of this problem, I don't know.  I think that's 
what we need to find out. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  I want to go back and talk a little bit about your message, a populist message it 
is.  But in many ways, President Bush has kind of a populist message because when he puts 
in those tax cuts he's saying to people, `Look, we're just giving your money back to you.'  I 
want to ask you, if you should become president, do you think it is possible to bring this 
deficit back into line?  Do you think that is important?  And if you are going to do that, aren't 
you going to at least have to stop some of these tax cuts or in effect raise taxes? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  The answer is yes.  The--in order to do the responsible thing--this is one of 
those areas, Bob, and I know you've been listening to politicians for years where, you know, 
you have these politicians coming in--in these events before the American people, saying 
we're going to give you universal health care, we're going to give you all these tax cuts, we're 
going to spend it on education.  And, by the way, we're also going to balance the budget in 
the next four years.  It's not the truth.  And you can't anytime you're spending, whether it's 
tax cuts or education or health care, you're making the deficit worse.  Here--here's what I 
believe has to be done. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Oh, Senator, let me--we just have about 30 seconds.  I want to make sure we're 
clear on one thing.  I asked you `Do you think we're going to have to raise taxes?' 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  Yes. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  And you said, `Yes,' did--d--Is that what you meant to say? 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  I think--I think both--Can I be specific? 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Yes. 
 
Sen. EDWARDS:  I think we have to get rid of the tax cuts for people who make over 
$200,000 a year.  I would raise the capital gains rate for people who make over $300,000 a 
year.  And there are four corporate loopholes I would close.  I would not raise taxes on the 
middle class, Bob. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right.  That--we'll--we'll end it right there.  Thank you so much, Senator 
Edwards, and good luck to you come Tuesday. 
 
We'll be back in a moment with another FACE THE NATION 50th anniversary Flashback. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  The South Carolina primary is proving to be a crucial step in the race for the 
Democratic presidential nomination.  Four years ago it was a crucial step for the Republicans. 
 That's our FACE THE NATION 50th anniversary flashback. 
 
Senator JOHN McCAIN (Republican, Arizona):  (From February 2, 2000) We just came 
down, as you know, from making history in the state of New Hampshire tonight. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  During Campaign 2000 John McCain scored a surprise upset over George Bush 
in New Hampshire, but as the candidates headed to South Carolina, everything turned nasty. 
 Bush opened a withering attack on McCain... 
 
(Excerpt from political advertisement) 
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SCHIEFFER:  ...and went to Bob Jones University to say he was the real conservative. 
 
(Footage of Bush at Bob Jones University) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  On FACE THE NATION, McCain admitted it was getting rough. 
 
Sen. McCAIN:  (From 2000 broadcast) They're coming down by the busload, attacking me in 
every possible way.  And negative ads by peoples like the tobacco companies and the 
National Right to Life and others. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  It got so nasty the two tangled over which of them most resembled those 
Democrats in the White House. 
 
Sen. McCAIN:  (From 2000 broadcast) He has compared me to Bill Clinton and Al Gore from 
one of the debates we had in New Hampshire.  He said, `You're just like Al Gore.'  And I said, 
`If you're--if I'm like Al Gore, you're spending like Bill Clinton.' 
 
Unidentified Man:  George W. Bush! 
 
SCHIEFFER:  The tough stuff worked for Bush, and later on FACE THE NATION he said 
voters just wanted to know if he still had any fight after losing New Hampshire. 
 
Governor GEORGE W. BUSH:  (From 2000 broadcast) The people of this state were watching 
very carefully as to whether or not I was willing to come in and fight for the vote, and I did.  
And I'm proud of the campaign I ran, I'm proud of the support I got and I'm proud of the 
huge turnout. 
 
Sen. McCAIN:  (From 2000) On to Michigan.  Thank you. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  McCain never really recovered, and Bush rolled on to the Republican 
nomination.  A FACE THE NATION 50th anniversary flashback. 
 
And I'll be back with a final word in just a moment. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Finally today, let's see if we can get this straight.  If John Edwards loses in South 
Carolina on Tuesday, he is toast, but if he wins, he's back in the game big time which means 
it could come down to a two-man race between Edwards and Kerry unless Wes Clark wins 
in Oklahoma and he might. Howard Dean's still down but he's talking now about hanging 
around until Wisconsin which doesn't come until the middle of the month. 
 
Democratic Party officials wanted to get their nominee selected early so the candidates would 
stop cutting on each other and turn their fire on the president.  That always seemed nutty to 
me since it gave the president the same opportunity to start in early on the Democrat, but 
whatever, the voters are saving the Democrats from their own strategy.  With a hot race 
going, they've hogged the spotlight for a month now, Republicans can't get a word in, and 
that may continue because it's going to be a while before this is all sorted out. 
 
It may well be March and the big primaries in California and New York and then Texas and 
Illinois before we know who the Democratic nominee is going to be. And mark my word, if 
we don't know soon after that, get ready for a draft Hillary movement.  Where that would 
go, I do not know.  What I do know is that this is really getting to be a lot of fun. 
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That's it for us.  We'll see you next week right here on FACE THE NATION. 


