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BOB SCHIEFFER, host: 
 
Today, on the 50th anniversary broadcast of FACE THE NATION, George Bush's second 
term:  Will he reach out to heal the partisan divide or will he exploit it? 
 
The president won a decisive victory, but how will he use it now?  He says he wants to work 
with Democrats but what does that mean?  Will he appoint judges he knows will provoke a 
fight?  Can he really reform Social Security?  And what about Iraq?  We'll ask three moderate 
Republicans who sometimes work with Democrats how they believe the president should 
proceed.  Arlen Specter in line to become chairman of the Senator Judiciary Committee, 
Senator Chuck Hagel, a key Republican voice on foreign policy and Senator Susan Collins 
who is pushing reform of our intelligence agencies. 
 
I'll have a final word on this broadcast at 50, but first, President Bush's second term 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 in Philadelphia with Senator Arlen Specter, and to sort of set the stage, Senator 
Specter, let's review what went on.  Last week, you said--and I believe this was your quote--
"it would be unlikely for staunch opponents of abortion to be confirmed to the Supreme 
Court by the next Congress.  Now you are the incoming or going to be, in line to be, the new 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee, and when you said that, it set off something of a 
firestorm among many conservatives.  Among them, James Dobson how's head of Focus on 
the Family who said--and he said it just this morning--you have now become a big-time 
problem and you should be derailed.  They're trying to block you from becoming chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee.  What's your response to all this, Senator? 
 
Senator ARLEN SPECTER (Republican, Pennsylvania; Judiciary Committee):  Well, Bob, the 
problem started when AP reported that I had, quote, "warned the president," which is not so. 
 Rush Limbaugh and FOX said that they were trying to put a spin on what I had said, and 
when people are opposing me as chairman of the Judiciary Committee, these are the same 
people who came to Pennsylvania during my primary and tried to defeat me, but the fact is 
that I have supported all of President Bush's nominees in committee and on the floor.  I have 
never applied a litmus test.  I have supported Chief Justice Rehnquist for confirmation as 
chief justice when I knew he had voted against Roe vs. Wade.  I supported Justice Kennedy 
and O'Connor and Scalia and I led the fight to confirm Clarence Thomas.  So that my record 
is pretty plain that although I am pro-choice, I have supported many pro-life nominees. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  So do you believe--I mean, just to go back to what you said the first time 
around--that anyone who wants to overturn Roe v. Wade would be confirmed by the Senate 
or could not be? 
 
Sen. SPECTER:  Well, what I said was that you need 60 votes for cloture, and we have had a 
history where the Democrats have been filibustering.  So the concern as to confirmation is 
really the recognition of a political fact.  I voted to cut off debate all the time.  I have voted for 
cloture which means to cut off debate.  But with 55 Republicans, you aren't at the magic 
number of 60, so you have to anticipate problems with the Democrats as we have had a lot of 
them in the past Congress. 



 Face the Nation (CBS News) - Sunday, November 7, 2004 2 
 

 

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

 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, let me just ask you this, Senator.  What do you make of this drive among 
some people to try to block you from becoming chairman of the committee?  Do you take that 
seriously? 
 
Sen. SPECTER:  Well, I take everything seriously, but these are the same people who came to 
Pennsylvania from all over the country to try to defeat me in the primary election and they 
were unsuccessful.  They do not like my independence, and I am, I believe, the only pro-
choice Republican on the Judiciary Committee but that doesn't mean that I have a litmus test 
or that I don't give appropriate... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well... 
 
Sen. SPECTER:  ...deference to whom the president nominates. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  ...then what do you say to Mr. Dobson?  He heads a very powerful group of 
people out there, this Focus on the Family group.  There's no question that a lot of people pay 
attention to what he has to say.  What do you say to him? 
 
Sen. SPECTER:  Well, if he would call me up, I would say, `Dr. Dobson, the situation on 
getting 60 votes is not my making.  It is the making of the Democrats and they have 
demonstrated it.  And I have been in the corner of deference to the president with people like 
Chief Justice Rehnquist when it was plain from his vote in Roe vs. Wade that he was against 
a woman's right to choose and led the fight as to Clarence Thomas,' almost lost my seat, Bob. 
I was up for election immediately after that confirmation hearing.  That's what I would tell 
him. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right.  Well, let me ask you also, because a lot of conservatives say that you 
take the wrong stand on stem cell research.  What do you have to say this morning?  Where 
are you on that? 
 
Sen. SPECTER:  Well, I believe that stem cell research has enormous hope for the future.  But I 
would point out that I'm joined by Senator Hatch, a noted conservative.  I'm joined by many 
conservative colleagues on the Republican side in the Senate.  I'm joined by Mrs. Nancy 
Reagan and by the vast majority of the American people.  Look here, Bob.  If these embryonic 
stem cells could be used to produce life, I would never want to have tests on them.  And in 
my capacity as chairman of the Appropriations Subcommittee on Health and Human 
Services, I took the lead and have an appropriation of $1 million for embryo adoption.  But 
you have 400,000 of them.  They're either going to be used to save lives or they're going to be 
thrown away.  So that I think my position is pre-eminently reasonable. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right.  Let's just talk about things in general up on the Senate.  How do you 
view the president's win?  Clearly it was decisive.  Do you think he has a mandate or should 
he begin now to reach out?  He said in his victory statement he wanted to reach out to 
Democrats.  Where are the places that he could work with Democrats? 
 
Sen. SPECTER:  Well, I think that the president should reach out.  That is what he said he 
wants to do.  I got to know the president pretty well on his 44 trips to Pennsylvania during 
the election.  I have great respect for him. If his public persona is what I have seen up close, it 
would be a--he's very, very strong.  And I think he will be reaching out to Democrats to try to 
heal the wounds.  We still had a fairly close election, and there are a lot of issues where we're 
going to need support. 
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I learned a long time ago if you want to get something done in Washington, you have to be 
willing to cross party lines, and we have a solid number.  It was a great victory that Bill Frist 
engineered and George Allen did.  But 55 is not 60, which means you're going to have to have 
Democrats to support us to get a legislative agenda through, and the president understands 
that. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, you said right after the election that if you have a race that is won by a 
percent or two, you have a narrowly divided country.  You said that is not a traditional 
mandate.  Do you still believe that?  Do you believe the president really does have a mandate 
here or do you think that he did have a decisive victory? 
 
Sen. SPECTER:  Well, I said it was not an arithmetic mandate.  Senator Frist said about the 
same thing in an Associated Press interview that we did not have a mandate, but we made a 
lot of progress.  When you think of an overwhelming mandate, you think about what 
President Roosevelt got.  The president was a clear-cut victor.  He has a lot of political capital 
which he's identified.  He's prepared to use it, but still, the fact of life is that if you want to 
pass something legislatively, you've got to get 60 votes in the Senate.  And that means you 
have to reach out to Democrats. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  OK.  Well, I think, Senator, we'll stop it right there.  I want to thank you for 
joining us this morning. 
 
We're going back to the studio now.  Here with us, Senator Susan Collins.  She is head of the 
Government Affairs and the Homeland Security Committee in the Senate.  Senator Chuck 
Hagel, who has always been a key voice on foreign policy, for the Republicans.  How do you 
interpret the president's victory, Senator Collins? 
 
Senator SUSAN COLLINS (Republican, Maine):  The president's victory was very impressive. 
 But the map of the Senate is such that you still require 60 votes to move major legislation, 
and that means that the president will need to reach out to moderate Democrats for his major 
initiatives.  I think that produces better legislation in any event. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Which specifically--which pieces of legislation or ideas that he has do you think 
he has a chance to get Democratic support? 
 
Sen. COLLINS:  Well, the president's plan for Social Security reform, for example.  The 
president's right that we need to tackle Social Security reform in order to ensure that it's going 
to be there for the next generation.  But it's certainly the most popular of our social programs. 
 It's made the difference between poverty and an adequate standard of living for a lot of our 
elderly.  But that--if we're going to do that kind of fundamental reform of an entitlement 
program it needs to be by bipartisan.  That's one example. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  But the president, what he's talking about at this point, as I understand it, 
Senator Hagel, could cost a trillion dollars just to cover the transition costs, to move from 
what Social Security is now to what he plans to do, and that is to set up these private savings 
accounts.  Is that realistic, just to start with, because where are you going to get that money?  
When this idea was first talked about there was a surplus.  Now we have a deficit. They're 
talking about adding a trillion dollars onto the current deficit.  Is that feasible? 
 
Senator CHUCK HAGEL (Republican, Nebraska):  Well, I would answer it this way. First, 
there's no question that we all are now far more limited because of the budget situation than 
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we were four years ago because the deficits that we've been running.  And by the way, the 
CBO, the Congressional Budget Office, OMB, projects significant budgets in the $300 billion 
range at least for another... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Deficits. 
 
Sen. HAGEL:  ...deficits for the next four to five years.  So that's one piece of this.  The second 
piece specifically is Social Security.  And I agree with the president.  I agree with with what 
Senator Collins said.  We are going to have to address this.  The facts are we can't sustain the 
Social Security program the way it is if we don't make some changes.  The facts are I'm at the 
front end of the baby boom generation.  I'm 58.  In a few years the baby boom generation 
starts to retire out.  Seventy-seven million will come on to that system, more than double 
what's on that system now, in the next 20 years.  You cannot sustain the kind of benefits that 
we are now giving out with something.  Your options are to raise taxes and continue to raise 
taxes, cut benefits or move in some new direction.  The president is right.  We need to start 
thinking, debating, looking realistically at what those options are. I will introduce major 
Social Security reform legislation early in the next session, which will include personal 
accounts. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, just at this point, would either of you vote for something that added a 
trillion dollars to the deficit over the next 10 years?  Senator Collins? 
 
Sen. COLLINS:  Well, we've got to come up with a solution to these escalating budget deficits. 
 We need to look at both sides of the ledger, both spending and revenues.  And it is going to 
be difficult to undertake the kinds of fundamental reforms, given the transition costs 
involved.  I would have to look at the specifics of the president's package before reaching a 
conclusion, but I admire his determination to tackle this issue. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, Senator Hagel, the president says that it's spending, not tax cuts that 
cause deficits.  But his opponents point out that he has yet to veto a spending bill.  What 
spending bill can you anticipate coming up that you think the president might have to veto, 
or do you think he would veto a spending bill? 
 
Sen. HAGEL:  Well, we're getting late now into the session.  We're going to have probably 
another week or two and then we'll close out the 108th session. But one bill this year that he 
did threaten to veto was the highway bill.  It was way, way beyond what the budget called 
for.  Now he didn't get to veto that bill because we were not able to pass it.  We couldn't come 
together in the House and Senate.  But your bigger point is exactly.  That's what is going to be 
the dynamic, the boundaries, of the next four years here, working within the framework of 
these budgets so that we don't add continued mass of debt for the future, but at the same 
time do some essential reform work.  Now we need to get into that, Bob.  I don't know what 
the answers are here but we need to get into it, and the president needs to lead and he says 
he will, and I admire that. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, let's talk to Senator Collins about a bill that she has quite a interest in as 
chairman of the Government Affairs Committee.  You are the main mover here on the 
president's plan to overhaul the intelligence agencies, or I should say the 9-11 Commission 
plan to overhaul--there's a big--that bill is now in conference with House conferees.  The big 
question is, can you give the head of the intelligence agencies, which you want to do, budget 
authority over all of the intelligence spending?  The senators want to; members of the House 
don't want to.  Do you think you can come together on that and how will you do it? 
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Sen. COLLINS:  I really do.  The president, in his press conference last week, urged Congress 
to send him a bill.  I believe the White House will become much more engaged in the 
negotiations, but it is essential that we give budget authority to the news national intelligence 
director.  Only then will he or she be able to marshal the funds, the people, the resources 
necessary to counter the threats that we face.  I've had discussions with the chairman of the 
9-11 Commission this past week, Governor Kean of New Jersey, and also with the other chief 
negotiators, Senator Lieberman, Congresswoman Harman and Congressman Hoekstra.  We 
all want a bill.  We're going to have to compromise on both sides but I'm convinced that we 
can do it in the lame-duck session. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  But you cannot do it without the backing of the president to give this budget 
authority, which you think is what the whole thing is about. 
 
Sen. COLLINS:  I think it's essential. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  You've got to have the president and more pressure from the White House as it 
were to get this done. 
 
Sen. COLLINS:  That's right.  But I'm very optimistic given that the president listed it as one 
of his top priorities for the lame-duck session, that the White House will help us resolve these 
issues and produce a bill. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  OK.  Let's take a quick break here.  We'll come back and talk about this some 
more in a second. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  And we're back again with Senator Susan Collins and Senator Chuck Hagel. 
 
Senator Hagel, I want to go back to what Senator Collins was talking about. She says that 
with a strong push from the White House, they can get this thing resolved and overhaul these 
intelligence agencies, this big, massive bill that the 9-11 Commission had recommended.  Do 
you agree with her on that? 
 
Sen. HAGEL:  I do.  I've served the last two years on the Senate Intelligence Committee, and 
everything that we're trying to accomplish here is right.  Two quick points.  One, Senator 
Collins and her colleagues deserve a lot of credit for the leadership and the focus and the 
discipline they've put in to this to bring us this far.  Second, this is about accountability.  And 
what the Senate bill is about is about accountability so that we understand who's in charge, 
what the resources are, where they go, who directs those resources.  It's not about taking 
things away from the Pentagon, the tactical intelligence that the Pentagon needs.  Absolutely. 
 And the bill that the Senate has produced here, I think, does exactly that. 
 
The last point I'd make on this is the American people need to understand that somehow 
once we pass a bill, the president signs it, we flip a switch and the world becomes safer.  
That's not gonna happen.  It doesn't happen that way. This is a cultural process.  And good 
people like in every organization are required.  But an important start is where Senator 
Collins and our people on the Conference Committee have been and where they're going.  
And the president will need to get into this, I think, in order to get it across to the nation. 
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SCHIEFFER:  Talking about cultural issues, do you think now that the election has passed 
and that it came out the way it did, the president will institute a new push to pass a 
constitutional amendment banning same-sex marriage? 
 
Sen. COLLINS:  You know, these elections showed that the states are perfectly able to handle 
this important issue on their own.  Eleven states passed legislation or constitutional 
amendments making it very clear that marriage is defined as between a man and a woman.  
They did that without Congress having to amend the Constitution. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  So do you think that it would be a mistake for the president to start a new 
push? 
 
Sen. COLLINS:  I do.  I don't think there's any evidence that suggests... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  That it's needed. 
 
Sen. COLLINS:  ...that a constitutional amendment is needed at this time. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Senator Hagel. 
 
Sen. HAGEL:  I agree with what Senator Collins has said.  You know, we have a law on the 
books--a federal law now that--and the Defense of Marriage Act, a number of states, 
including my state Nebraska, has either laws or constitutional amendments, a number were 
passed Tuesday.  I don't think you want to move the Constitution into that realm.  I don't 
think it's necessary. The states can decide it.  Whether we're going to have another vote or 
not, I don't know.  My guess is that if we do, it probably does not pass. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  What's the next session of Congress going to be like?  What's the atmosphere 
going to be like around here?  Will it be very partisan or will there really be a healing process? 
 What do you think, Senator Hagel? 
 
Sen. HAGEL:  Well, I was very pleased to hear the president say what he did this week.  
Reaching out, he was magnanimous.  Victors should be magnanimous in this process.  The 
facts are Senator Collins, Senator Specter said it this morning; others know it.  We need both 
sides.  We need to develop a consensus of purpose in this country.  Only the president can do 
that.  The president, if he fulfills these commitments that he's made to the American people 
and the world to reach out, bring that consensus of purpose together both domestically and 
internationally, I think we can get an awful lot done.  This is an historic opportunity for this 
president.  And I think he understands that and I have faith that he won't squander it. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Where do you think, Senator Collins, that this effort to block Senator Specter 
from becoming chairman of the Judiciary Committee is going to go? 
 
Sen. COLLINS:  I don't think it's going to go anywhere.  I don't think there ought to be a 
litmus test for judges but I also don't think that there ought to be a litmus test for chairmen.  
And the Senate system is based on seniority.  Senator Specter's seniority puts him next in line 
and I think any effort to deny him his chairmanship will fizzle and it should.  If we start 
requiring every senator to ascribe to a certain set of beliefs, they're not going to be able to 
fulfill their duties to their constituents. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  We're out of time.  Do you agree with that? 
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Sen. HAGEL:  I think she said it exactly right. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right.  Thank you both... 
 
Sen. HAGEL:  Thank you. 
 
Sen. COLLINS:  Thank you. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  ...for being here.  We'll look forward to this next session and, of course, a lame-
duck session of the Congress coming--When?--the 15th of this month. 
 
Sen. COLLINS:  Right. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Great to have you. 
 
Sen. HAGEL:  Thanks, Bob. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Back in a minute. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, finally, this was a big day for all of us here at FACE THE NATION.  As 
we said in the beginning, today is the 50th anniversary of this broadcast.  We've been 
marking the anniversary throughout the year with our FACE THE NATION Flashbacks, but 
it was 50 years ago today, November 7th, 1954, that that first broadcast aired. 
 
The first one had a rather quaint beginning.  Moderator Ted Koop simply looked into the 
camera and said, `How do you do?'  But the guest was a big guest. Wisconsin Senator Joe 
McCarthy who appeared on the eve of the Senate debate on whether he should be censured 
and he was, of course. 
 
FACE THE NATION has survived to become the second oldest program on television, but 
what is remarkable to me is that it is virtually the same program that it was in the beginning. 
 We don't do anything very fancy here. We just invite the top news makers of the week to sit 
at this table and then we ask them questions.  The emphasis here is on content not on volume, 
which may be why FACE THE NATION has become more than a venerable broadcast.  It has 
become a window on history. 
 
Just this once I want to say that if you'd like to know more about its history, look for my new 
book "Face The Nation" at bookstores and online.  It includes a two-hour DVD with excerpts 
from some of the memorable broadcasts. 
 
All of us here are proud of what FACE THE NATION has become over the years, but we 
recognize its real power and influence does not come from us but from all of you, the millions 
of you who watch each week.  We try to put the news of the week in context but you are the 
ones who decide what to do about it. For that, we thank you. 
 
And that's it for us for this first 50 years.  We'll see you next week as we start the 51st right 
here on FACE THE NATION. 


