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BOB SCHIEFFER, host: 
 
Today on FACE THE NATION, fallout from the Senate report on CIA failures and a preview of tonight's 
"60 Minutes" interview with John Kerry and John Edwards. 
 
The Senate Intelligence Committee's report says the administration's reasons for going to war, weapons of 
mass destruction and Saddam Hussein's connection to al-Qaida, were based on bad intelligence.  So where do 
we go from here? We'll talk to Committee Chairman Pat Roberts and ranking Democrat Jay Rockefeller. 
 
Then we'll turn to the campaign.  The president says that Dick Cheney is ready to be president.  What does 
John Edwards say about his qualifications?  We'll hear from him and Kerry on that.  Then we'll talk to Florida 
Senator Bob Graham about Edwards' impact on the race in the South.  Evan Thomas of Newsweek joins in 
the questioning and I'll have a final word on how to waste time in the Senate. 
 
But, first, Rockefeller and Roberts 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 they're in the studio with us this morning, Senator Pat Roberts and Senator Jay 
Rockefeller. 
 
Thanks to both of you for coming. 
 
Joining in the questioning, our friend Evan Thomas of Newsweek magazine. 
 
Senator Roberts, let me begin with you.  This report comes out right in the middle of a presidential campaign, 
and Senator Kerry, the Democratic nominee, is saying in today's papers that slipshod intelligence which you 
uncovered probably increased the possibility of terrorist attacks on this country.  Is that a fair statement? 
 
Senator PAT ROBERTS (Republican, Kansas; Chairman, Select Intelligence Committee):  I don't know if it's 
a fair statement or not.  I know that there was an effort by the Intelligence Committee two years ago that when 
we tried to get an estimate that if there was military action in Iraq, not the slipshod intelligence, because we 
were not aware of those failings at that particular time, would that increase the terrorist attacks in the United 
States?  We hope that since the October 2002 National Intelligence Estimate that the CIA has pulled together 
a better--a better situation to protect the homeland, and as you know, all members of Congress have now been 
briefed on the very plausible threat that we could have a homeland attack sometime prior to the election. Since 
the October NIE report, John McLaughlin, who's the acting director, points out that CIA has done a great 
number of things and I think there is probably much better information-sharing now than there was during 
that report. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Senator Rockefeller, this report says there were no weapons of mass destruction in Iraq and no 
established relationship between Saddam Hussein and al-Qaida.  Does this mean that we went to war under 
false pretenses? 
 
Senator JAY ROCKEFELLER (Democrat, West Virginia; Vice Chairman, Select Intelligence Committee):  I-
-I think we did under false claims certainly.  I voted for the resolution.  It was a mistake now as I sit here and 
look back on the intelligence as I now know it.  I don't believe that if the Senate were to vote today that it 
would--it would put our soldiers, who've done so well, in harm's way, but the--the power of the president 
speaking on that second State of the Union, the case that he made and the buildup of statements from 
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Cheney, Rumsfeld, Wolfowitz, Rice and the president talking about, you know, dire circumstances, 
mushroom clouds, grave and growing, all that kind of thing I think was in a sense almost preconditioned--part 
of their effort to precondition the American people to follow a decision which I frankly think they'd already 
made, which was to go to war. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Senator Roberts, you have said that you don't know how you would have voted had you known 
then what you know now.  Do you think that Congress would have approved going to Iraq or you think not? 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  I think in the first place that the debate would have been different.  I think had the president 
and the administration known that the intelligence was flawed and that basically that section on WMD or that 
whole--all those assumptions in regards to weapons of mass destruction, I'm--I'm--I'm not sure they would have 
made the same case.  What they said is what they got.  What they got was wrong.  Let me just add that there 
were many declared, even aggressive statements made by members of Congress--I won't get into any names 
here, but even those on the committee--on the Intelligence Committee, they were just as aggressive and just as 
positive.  But we thought that--that--we thought the intelligence was right.  It was not.  But I think the debate 
would have changed.  We would have probably had the UN passing--What?--Resolution No. 21 by now--the 
no-fly zones, worried about Israel, worried about the stability of the--of that region and certainly worried about 
man's in--man's inhumanity to man.  After all, it was Saddam Hussein who actually murdered over... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  OK. 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  ...500,000 people. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Evan. 
 
Mr. EVAN THOMAS (Newsweek Magazine):  Sen--Senator Rockefeller, this is half a report.  It--it's--it doesn't 
deal with the White House side of this.  Why not do that half of the report before the election?  Why--why 
wait until after the election to deal with that? 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  Well, you--you talk--you're touching on a subject of enormous frustration to be going 
back a year--Pat and I've talked a great deal about--it was just a fundamental disagreement.  I felt--and under 
committee rules that we--we should have done that, not only prewar intelligence, but the handling of that 
intelligence.  The intelligence community hands--hands it over to the policymakers, and then what do they do 
with it?  Do they massage it?  Do they treat it accurately?  Do they speak ahead of it, which I think turns out to 
be the case; in other words, speaking beyond what the intelligence actually said.  But we are now going into 
phase two.  I would like to say that it was going to be done by the election time, but I don't think that's the case. 
 And to be very honest with you, Evan, I think that doing it right--and I think Pat and I agree on this--doing it 
thoroughly and doing it right is more important than doing it in relation to some November election. 
 
Mr. THOMAS:  Senator Roberts, let me ask you about--something about the question of White House 
pressure on the CIA.  This is from Senator Rockefeller, his additional views.  He writes, `The CIA 
ombudsman told the committee that he felt the hammering by the Bush administration on Iraq intelligence 
was harder than he had previously witnessed in his 32-year career with the agency.  Several analysts he spoke 
with mentioned pressure and gave the sense that they felt the constant questions and pressure to re-examine 
issues was unreasonable.'  Isn't that pressure on--from--from the White House on the CIA? 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  We asked all of the analysts, over 200, were they pressured, did they feel intimidated, or 
were they coerced or were they manipulated?  Did they feel that this so-called pressure would have changed 
their product, did it change the product?  And the answer was no.  I think our staff really pointed out to the 
members that if you're a professional analyst, you expect repetitive questioning, and that was the big issue that I 
think probably separated the Democrats and Republicans on the committee is the issue of pressure.  I made 
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the comment I hoped to heck we had pressure from the policy-makers after 9/11 and leaning forward and not 
getting so risk averse. And so the repetitive questioning, I don't think, is the issue. 
 
Now we asked, I asked many, many times publicly and in the closed hearings: Has anybody had their product-
-or do you feel pressured to the point you had to change the product?  And the answer was no.  Anybody that 
was mentioned in any publication that said that that was the case, we investigated that.  Now we talked about 
the ombudsman--you know, Jay just brought that up--and the inspector general.  I can't remember whether it 
was inspector general or the ombudsman, where he heard of people who said they had intense pressure.  
Well, he heard it in the cafeteria.  And if you say hammering, the next line of his particular testimony to our 
staff was he did not think that there was any pressure that changed anybody's--anybody's view.  So... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  So what you're saying, Senator, is there was pressure, but that CIA people didn't let it affect 
them.  Is that basically what you're saying? 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  Well, not only that, but that it is appropriate, because where there was pressure and 
repetitive questioning on the terrorism side, we got a pretty good product.  Where there was no repetitive 
questioning or very little on the W--on the--on the WMD section, that's when we got into some problems. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Let me ask you about something else.  Your report says that there was no established 
relationship between Saddam Hussein and al-Qaida that you could find, yet the vice president continues to say 
that he believes there are links.  It is time for the vice president to stop saying that? 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  I think s--I--I think you're talking about the definition of establishment.  I don't want to, you 
know, get into the definitions here again in terms of a national debate, but what we were attempting to find out 
in the terrorism section, we were very worried about Iraq about becoming a safe haven for those leaving 
Afghanistan in regards to the al-Qaida and other terrorist groups.  We knew that Saddam Hussein was directly 
tied to Hezbollah and Hamas and all the Palestinian terrorist groups, that he was rewarding people in terms of 
that kind of situation.  The second thing we were worried about was the contacts with al-Qaida.  We knew that 
Zarqawi was in Iraq.  We knew that up in the northwest part of Iraq that they were making ricin. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, let me just cut through... 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  Then--well--now just let me finish. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  OK.  All right. 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  And then in terms of operational contacts where there was training and Saddam using al-
Qaida to attack in other parts of the world, there's no evidence of that. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  But--so you're saying the vice president is overstating this case and continues to overstate... 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  I'd have to review exactly what he's said.  I think it's a--I think possibly Jay used the best 
word.  It's still murky. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, Senator Rockefeller, you think he's overstating it? 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  Oh, I--he's overstating it a long time ago, overstating it even as recently as a month 
ago.  There's no question about that.  The--in the terrorism section, the intelligence community very clearly 
came out to say that there was not the case to be made that there was a link which--which I think the upper 
reaches of the administration was trying to put across to the American people to bring them to a more 
willingness to go to war, that there was a relationship between Saddam Hussein and 9/11, which was not true, 
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and secondly between al-Qaida and Saddam Hussein, which was also not true except in the most incidental 
way. 
 
Mr. THOMAS:  Senator Roberts, is the CIA good enough to stop the next attack? 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  I sure as heck hope so.  We pray so.  John McLaughlin has indicated that the 2002 
National Intelligence Estimate is one thing, Iraq is one thing that they're doing better.  I think they are doing 
better in regards to information sharing.  I think we're doing better with the homeland security.  Every member 
of Congress--we were briefed at the White House, and every member of Congress has received a briefing that 
there is a likelihood of an attack between now and the election on the homeland.  The chatter is up, the 
texture is up, up to the levels of 9/11.  And now you don't get the information of name and date and place, that 
they're very much aware of that. They have done some good work, but in this particular case on the prewar 
intelligence, why, the intelligence was flawed. 
 
Mr. THOMAS:  Well, Senator Rockefeller, what do you think?  Is the CIA up--up to it? 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  Well, I--I--well, it's--the CIA is one, and the government as a whole.  No, I don't think 
the CIA is up to it at this point.  I think they are--John McLaughlin is trying to make some changes, but making 
changes at the CIA after, you know, a 50-year history of Cold War operations and mentality is a very tough 
thing to bring about.  They have a lot of new people applying, getting in, but it takes five or 10 years to train a 
good analyst or a good agent.  And I don't think, you know, that any of us are really prepared.  9/11 caught us 
all short, including the Congress, including our committee.  I mean, we have to do a better job and figure out 
how we can better oversee and call to account without demoralizing... 
 
Mr. THOMAS:  All right. 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  ...the intelligence agencies. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Gentlemen, I think that's a good place to stop.  Thank you both for coming by this morning. 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  Thank you, Bob. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  We're going to shift gears now and we're going to talk about the other big story of the week, 
and that is John Kerry's selection of John Edwards to be his running mate.  Last night Kerry and Edwards sat 
down for their first TV interview with Lesley Stahl of "60 Minutes."  At one point, she played the tape of 
President Bush said when he was asked to compare Edwards and Vice President Cheney. 
 
(Excerpt from "60 Minutes") 
 
President GEORGE W. BUSH:  Dick Cheney can be president.  Next. 
 
Senator JOHN KERRY (Democratic Presidential Candidate):  That's... 
 
LESLEY STAHL ("60 Minutes"):  Well? 
 
Senator JOHN EDWARDS (Democratic Vice Presidential Candidate):  Well, the president, on a long list of 
things, is wrong.  I am absolutely prepared to be president.  I have a vision for this country which is consistent 
and completely compatible with John's vision.  I have been traveling this country for the last two years.  I know 
what's happening in the heart and soul of America.  I know what the values of the American people are.  I 
know what needs to be done to keep America safe and strong, and--and I am ready to be president. 
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Sen. KERRY:  Can--do you mind if I--I want to... 
 
STAHL:  Please, please, please. 
 
Sen. KERRY:  ...answer that because I'm running for president, and I've had 35 years of experience in the 
affairs of our nation.  I have fought for my country.  I fought against the war I fought in.  I've been a 
prosecutor, I've been a lieutenant governor, I've been 20 years in the Senate.  I've seen people be president.  
I've worked with presidents.  I understand talent and ability.  I also know that this man is eight years older than 
Jack Kennedy was when he became president of the United States.  He is more qualified, more prepared in 
national affairs and national issues than George Bush was when he became president. 
 
(End excerpt) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  So, we'll have more on that interview tonight on "60 Minutes," and to talk about the campaign 
and that interview, we welcome Florida Senator Bob Graham, who by most accounts was on the short list for 
consideration as a running mate. 
 
Senator Graham, thank you for joining us this morning. 
 
Senator BOB GRAHAM (Democrat, Florida):  Thank you, Bob. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  What state can John Edwards carry for Senator Kerry that the Democrats didn't carry last time 
out? 
 
Sen. GRAHAM:  Well, I think that he's going to have a positive effect in a number of places.  I believe he will 
strengthen the base in places like Pennsylvania and will make states like his own, like Louisiana, Arkansas, 
Florida, more competitive and more likely to be picked up by the Kerry-Edwards ticket. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  If you had to pick out one, what would you say would be the one place where you think he will 
help the most? 
 
Sen. GRAHAM:  Well, let me talk about Florida... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  OK. 
 
Sen. GRAHAM:  ...since it's the one I know the best.  I believe that one of the things that has happened in my 
state is that while we have about the national average of unemployment, we've had a substantial decline in the 
quality of jobs.  When I was governor for the first time, Florida exceeded the national average in per capita 
income.  If we were at that same point today, Floridians would have about $1,500 in their pocket that they 
don't have because we've dramatically slipped.  I believe that that issue can be very effectively conveyed by John 
Edwards, that it's not just the quantity of jobs, it's where you go to work every morning. 
 
Mr. THOMAS:  Senator Graham, what is it about Senator Kerry's style and manner that doesn't play so well 
in the South? 
 
Sen. GRAHAM:  I think that's an exaggeration.  The South was very receptive to John Kennedy.  In fact, 
Georgia gave him a larger majority of victory than Massachusetts did.  And I think that s--that as the South and 
as the nation gets to know John Kerry--that they will find him someone that they can put confidence in, that 
they will see as a president. 
 
Mr. THOMAS:  But still, isn't Edwards on the ticket partly to compensate for Senator Kerry in--in the South? 
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Sen. GRAHAM:  No.  I think he's on the ticket because he brings vigor, energy, enthusiasm, some new ideas, 
as well as an ability to appeal to those families, like so many in my state, who've been left behind by this 
president. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  You know, Senator, when you're my age, you get to go to the doctor a lot.  And I was talking to 
one of my doctors on the phone when they announced on television that it was going to be John Edwards, and 
I said to him, `What do you think about Edwards?'  He said, `When you've got to pay malpractice insurance 
as high as the malpractice insurance I pay,' he said, `I'm not sure I want another trial lawyer in there.'  This 
whole business of being a trial lawyer--isn't that going to hurt John Edwards? 
 
Sen. GRAHAM:  Well, we've had some pretty good trial lawyers as president. John Adams was a trial lawyer.  
Abraham Lincoln was a trial lawyer.  So... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  But they didn't have malpractice insurance back in those days. 
 
Sen. GRAHAM:  Well, they--they probably had whatever would have been thought to be the equivalent of that 
in those days.  So I don't think that there's any professional standard that would say that a person who has 
spent his life representing other people, people who've been hurt--by definition, if he made money handling 
the case, the s--jury must have found that there was some fault there that justified compensation. 
 
Mr. THOMAS:  Senator, how--how do you think that Edwards is going to do against Vice President Cheney 
in the debate? 
 
Sen. GRAHAM:  I think he'll do very well.  I think the vice president carries a lot of baggage.  This segment 
that you just had on the state of intelligence in America--he--he had a very personal responsibility from the 
president as early as spring of--of 2001 to look at reforming American intelligence, and zero has happened on 
his watch on that issue.  So I think that this vice president has got a lot of vulnerabilities, and that John 
Edwards, with his ability to speak and articulate and debate so effectively, will be every inch of what Vice 
President Cheney needs. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  But doesn't--doesn't the vice president have just a lot of experience at various levels of 
government that... 
 
Sen. GRAHAM:  Yeah.  Unfortunately, most of it... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  ...Edwards does not have? 
 
Sen. GRAHAM:  Unfortunately, most of it is bad. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Bad? 
 
Sen. GRAHAM:  As--again, going back to what you've said before, his experience and the way he--his view of--
of leadership is to hammer people, to a--to succumb to his particular ideological vision of where America 
should be. And we've just seen the latest example and the consequences of that kind of attitude.  The--there is 
going to be a clear choice at the presidential and the vice presidential ele--level as to what kind of America we 
want and what kind of leadership we want. 
 
Mr. THOMAS:  Senator, I don't think that Senator Kerry had a great reputation in the US Senate for being a 
member of the club or getting along with people. Can you talk about that a little bit?  Ho--you--you've been in 
the Senate a long time.  How did you relate to him and... 
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Sen. GRAHAM:  I had a very good relationship with John Kerry.  I had known him somewhat when he was 
the lieutenant governor of Massachusetts and then I came to the Senate two years after he did.  Frankly, the 
word `club' may have been an inappropriate description of ev--in the United States Senate in the past.  It's not 
the definition today, and unfortunately, the actions of the past few weeks have underscored that.  But John had 
a very good relationship, has a very good relationship with members on both sides of the aisle, witness the 
close friendship that he has with John McCain. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Do you wish you'd been on the ticket? 
 
Sen. GRAHAM:  I would have loved to run for vice president and to have served in a position of vice 
president, but I recognize that Senator Kerry had a vision of what kind of campaign he wanted to run and he 
selected a vice president that he thought would comply with that campaign. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Senator Graham, thanks so much. 
 
Sen. GRAHAM:  Thank you. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Back with a final thought in a minute. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Finally, today, call me old-fashioned, but I still hold with the ancient Greeks who said 
government has only one purpose, to improve the lives of citizens.  If it doesn't, there is no reason for it, no 
reason at all, which is why I was a little surprised that with the nation at war, our intelligence services in a 
complete mess, as we just heard, the deficit soaring and jobs going overseas, the Senate decided the most 
important thing it needed to do was debate a constitutional amendment banning gay marriage. The House will 
soon follow. 
 
Full disclosure here.  I am for civil unions, but I'm not sure that gay marriage is any of the government's 
business one way or the other.  What irritates me as a taxpayer is that the Senate is debating this knowing full 
well the amendment has no chance of passing.  Approval requires two-thirds of the House and Senate, and 
neither house can count a simple majority in favor. Still, they press on because an advocate says voters want 
people to be on the record on this.  Well, who says?  It is the politicians who want their opponents on the 
record so they can use this issue to raise money, but it is a con.  Nothing will change.  Nothing. 
 
If Congress cannot figure out what to do with its time, members might skim Peter G. Peterson's new book 
"Running on Empty."  He believes the country's heading toward financial collapse.  He blames both parties and 
he says Democrats should find some ways to rein in the cost of entitlement programs while Republicans 
should get busy trying to look beyond tax cuts as the solution to every problem, but they won't.  Too many 
politicians have forgotten that government's only purpose is to improve citizens' lives. They've come to believe 
it's there to improve their lives. 
 
Back with more in a minute. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Don't forget to watch "60 Minutes" tonight.  That's our broadcast. Thanks for being with us on 
FACE THE NATION.  We'll see you here next week. 


