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BOB SCHIEFFER, host: 
 
Today on FACE THE NATION, the insurgency in Iraq worsens, the trail of Osama bin Laden 
has gone cold, and the intelligence bill in Congress is stalled. Will President Bush use his 
political capital now to get intelligence reform? Is the troop increase for Iraq announced last 
week enough for coalition forces to withstand the increase in insurgent attacks?  And why 
can't we find Osama bin Laden?  These are the questions for the two leaders of the 
Intelligence Committee in the Senate:  Republican Pat Roberts of Kansas and Democrat Jay 
Rockefeller of West Virginia.  Mike Duffy of Time magazine joins in the questioning.  And 
finally, I'll tell you the real story on Tom Brokaw.  But first, senators Roberts and Rockefeller 
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're going to go first to Baghdad this morning, 
because by all accounts, the news from there seems to be getting worse. 
 
Kimberly, what's going on? 
 
KIMBERLY DOZIER reporting: 
 
We've had three deadly attacks today on American troops.  A patrol in Mosul was attacked.  
Plus, there were two roadside bombs that hit convoys here in the capital.  But the worst 
violence of the day was aimed at Iraqi civilians working for a US contractor in Tikrit, about 
three hours' drive north of here. The contractors were just arriving for work at US 
headquarters there.  They'd just gotten off of two buses when seven or more gunmen opened 
fire, emptying their clips.  At least 17 Iraqis are reported killed and almost as many injured.  
Now this is not a new tactic.  The insurgents have often attacked the soft underbelly of the 
coalition when they can't get at the American troops.  But usually it's Iraqi security forces 
who bear the brunt of this. And today, it was the civilian workers.  Bob. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, what impact is this having on the Iraqi people, Kimberly? 
 
DOZIER:  Well, in a sense, they are afraid to come near anything having to do with the 
coalition.  They see an American convoy on the road.  They try to get off the highway to get 
away from it.  Even as a foreign reporter trying to talk to Iraqi civilians, they are literally 
afraid to talk to us, fearing that if they're seen giving us comments, that later on, someone 
might come up to them and say, `Why did you speak to the other side?'  And that's part of 
the reason why the security situation is worsening.  It's the intimidation. Iraqis are simply 
afraid to be seen talking to the enemy, and the enemy increasingly is anyone who looks like 
me. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, we're going to have more American troops coming in there. We'll soon 
have as many troops in Iraq as were there during the high point of the invasion.  General 
Abizaid, who's the officer in charge of all of this, recently said that he did not believe the Iraqi 
security forces were up to keeping the country secure for these elections that everyone hopes 
to hold in January.  How are his remarks being taken there? 
 
DOZIER:  Well, this is being seen as sort of a trial balloon by some here; that perhaps the US 
commander is preparing the way for a delay in elections if he doesn't think the security 
situation is up to par two months from now.  But others are seeing it as a warning to the Iraqi 
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people that these elections might not go as they had hoped.  They had hoped that there 
would be an Iraqi security presence at every polling booth keeping the peace.  What the US 
commanders all seem to be saying is it may take an American tank both to keep the 
insurgents away and to give the Iraqi people the confidence that it is safe to come out and 
vote.  Bob. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Kimberly, thank you very much and be careful. 
 
And we're joined now by the chairman and the vice chairman of the Senate Select 
Intelligence Committee, Pat Roberts and Jay Rockefeller.  Joining in our questioning this 
morning, Mike Duffy of Time magazine. 
 
Senator Roberts, you just heard that.  How do you assess what the situation is in Iraq right 
now? 
 
Senator PAT ROBERTS (Republican, Kansas; Chairman, Select Intelligence Committee):  I 
don't think it's a surprise.  In the Intelligence Committee, both Senator Rockefeller and I know 
that the insurgency and the plans of the al-Qaida and the Jihadists and the various groups, 
the Ba'ath Party loyalists, have planned all along to increase their attacks.  The thing that has 
changed rather dramatically here lately is their willingness to kill fellow Muslims. And it's the 
fear factor.  They are trying to intimidate and put fear in the hearts and minds of Iraqis.  To 
some extent, I think they are successful.  I think we have to persevere, and I think if we delay 
the election, it will simply play into their hands.  But it is a very rough situation right now. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, Senator Rockefeller, I mean, Kimberly Dozier says that now she's finding 
it harder and harder to find somebody to interview because people are fearful of even being 
seen with Americans.  It sounds like if they're trying to being seen with Americans.  It sounds 
like if they're trying to intimidate the Iraqi people they are succeeding. 
 
Senator JAY ROCKEFELLER (Democrat, West Virginia; Vice Chairman, Select Intelligence 
Committee):  They are succeeding and I think that's been their plan all along.  I think the 
troops are necessary, but I don't know for sure yet whether they can guarantee an election in 
January.  My guess is that even some of our military people over there and some of our, you 
know, civilian people are a little bit more skeptical about that. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, what should we do here?  Should we postpone the election? Should we 
send in even more American troops? 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  See... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  What's the answer now? 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  ...that's the problem is that there really isn't--the president has insisted 
on a January election.  Maybe just as important Grand Ayatollah Sistani has insisted on a 
January election.  And my general rule in Iraq is go with Sistani and you'll end up in the right 
place.  But in this case, you know, with the Shiites so dominating the population with many 
Sunnis being intimidated from going to vote at all, you could end up in a situation where the 
Sunnis are completely marginalized within the new Iraq vote.  And that's just a threat for 
civil war and continued violence.  So I don't know and I don't think the White House has a 
backup plan for it.  I know we don't. You can either postpone it or you can have it.  If you 
postpone it, there's no guarantee that it'll be safer when that happens. 
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SCHIEFFER:  Well, do you think, Senator Roberts, we're on the verge of some kind of civil 
war there?  You say everyone expected there would be some kind of threat here toward the 
end to postpone these elections but this seems to be more than that. 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  In my view, we're in a civil war right now, but the two people or the two--
What?--I guess entities fighting are the insurgents and the Americans.  I don't know if you 
call that a civil war or not, but it is an insurgency that, you know, keeps growing.  We have a 
fatwa now, a religious edict by Sistani who's saying, `You will vote.'  On the other side of the 
fence, you have the Sunnis and the--What is it?--academic Sunni scholarship society or 
something or scholars as saying, `No, don't vote.'  And then you have the jihadists who say, 
`If you vote, we will terrorize the elections,' a very difficult situation.  But I do agree with Jay, 
if you postpone it, that sends a signal all throughout the world and then you simply wait and 
the Sunnis will simply wait until the Americans leave.  They will postpone and postpone and 
also postpone. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Mike? 
 
Mr. MICHAEL DUFFY (Time Magazine):  Senator Rockefeller, John Abizaid who runs the 
Central Command said this week that Iraqi forces have turned out not to be as ready, willing 
and able to fight as the military expected.  Is there any reason to think that's going to change 
and... 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  No. 
 
Mr. DUFFY:  ...and what does that mean?  Will we ever leave Iraq as a consequence? 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  Well, yes, we will at some point, but when Pat and I were over there, 
the several times we've been over there, we visited the training of the Iraqi police and I think 
we were both kind of stunned by how slowly it was moving and how elementary it was.  
And then when it comes time for them to go into battle, sometimes they just kind of 
disappear from sight.  So I don't--I'm not really optimistic about it, an Iraqi police thing.  I 
mean, look, every single--one of the people who have been killed in the last three or four days 
has been Iraqi police and that's been going on for several months now.  They're targeting their 
own people. 
 
Mr. DUFFY:  Do you share that assessment? 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  I think there's a difference between somebody who is serving in the police to 
prevent crime as opposed to a national security force to oppose the insurrection.  And I think 
some of the people I've talked with who've just come back indicated why couldn't we take the 
people who are trained in the south and move them to the north and the people who are 
trained in the north move them to the south and then you don't have the poster pictures and 
people actually trying to kill the families of the people concerned.  But there's a big difference 
between a national security force, i.e., to fight the insurrection, and a police force which is 
intended to fight crime.  That's not working out because you don't have crime.  You have an 
insurrection. 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  Well, can I just add on thing... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Let me shift the... 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  ...there, Bob? 
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SCHIEFFER:  All right. 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  I agree with Pat that there's a difference between the two, but that 
doesn't imply that the security force is being trained in any greater numbers or efficiency than 
is the police force.  That's part of the problem. It's not the fact that it's the police or it's the 
security.  It's the fact that they are Iraqis and they're not being trained sufficiently and they're 
not fighting enough. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Let's shift now to this whole business of the intelligence reform bill.  You are the 
two that oversee our intelligence community on your committee.  The president is for this 
massive piece of legislation to overhaul and reform our intelligence agencies.  I don't think 
anyone thinks that this is going to mean the country's automatically safe, but certainly it's a 
start in overhauling these agencies and yet there's a real question as to whether Republicans 
in the House are going to let this bill pass.  Senator Roberts, do you think that this bill is going 
to pass?  Congress is back now for the next week.  Can they pass this bill? 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  I certainly hope so.  I talked with the president on Thursday. He's working 
very hard on it.  He made a Saturday radio address when he said the following:  `I urge all 
members of Congress to act next week so I can sign these needed reforms into law.  We are 
safer but we are not yet safe.'  And that pretty well sums it up.  I respect the views of the 
Armed Services Committee chairman over there, Duncan Hunter, and also on the Senate 
side, Senator Warner.  And there is no way that at least I can say--and I'm a former Marine 
and my dad was a Marine.  Everybody is, you know, talking about intelligence that would 
not--or a reform bill that would work to the disadvantage of the war fighter.  In the bill that 
was introduced in the Senate, in the bill that I introduced, along with some members, we 
preserve the tactical intelligence part of the equation.  And so I hope we can change their 
minds.  The president is for it.  I think if it came to a vote, it would pass the House and it 
would make--it would obviously pass the Senate, because the vote was what, Jay?--96-to-2. 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  Correct. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, Senator Rockefeller, what's gone wrong here?  We understand that 
Duncan Hunter thinks that the--some of the chain of command in the military would be 
affected here.  Mr. Sensenbrenner over at the House is holding it up because it would--he says 
would allow aliens to get driver's licenses.  But what is going to be the result if this bill does 
not pass? 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  That's the point, and that's the sadness of all of this. There is no 
question, in my mind at least, that if this bill were brought up for a vote in the House, it 
would pass.  It would pass with a goodly number of Republican votes and probably most 
Democratic votes.  It's already passed in the Senate 96-to-2.  I mean, the whole concept of--
and I respect the two committee chairman in the House who are holding this up, or Speaker 
Hastert, who's saying `I will only put something out which will get a majority of Republican 
votes.'  I'm sorry.  This is called the biggest national security problem we have had in a 
generation, and here's a bill that, for the first time since 1947, would change the way we 
organize and do national intelligence, and the biggest beneficiary of that would be the 
military, since they use the most intelligence.  And we changed nothing.  The chain of 
command that Duncan Hunter is worried about is not changed.  It is as it is.  And... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, what--how does the president get anything done on Capitol Hill if the 
first thing out of the box after he's been re-elected, Republicans in the House say, `Sorry, Mr. 
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President, we know what's best for the country. We'll call you when we need some advice, 
but we're going to run this now'? Senator Roberts? 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  Well, I think it's the view of the chairman of the Armed Services Committee, 
Duncan Hunter, who will no doubt go down in history as a very strong chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee and a champion for the armed services.  I don't begrudge the turf 
battles if, in fact, you think `I have a very strong opinion and I stand on that opinion.'  That is 
his obligation.  But they have to understand something.  The primary user of intelligence is 
not the military.  Now that may be a shock to some.  It is the president of the United States 
and the National Security Council, and it is the Congress of the United States.  Now the 
military is the majority user of intelligence, but they're not the primary user. 
 
Now if anybody would take the time to read the 511-page report that Jay and myself and 
other members of the Intelligence Committee on the Senate side put out that simply says, `We 
got it wrong,' that there was a global intelligence failure--we can't have status quo.  We've got 
to change that.  So I'm very hopeful that this next week we will have a vote and we can at 
least make whatever... 
 
Mr. DUFFY:  Why hasn't the president... 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  ...accommodation possible. 
 
Mr. DUFFY:  It's curious to us that, after a great re-election campaign, which he won by a 
sizeable margin, the president hasn't fought harder for this.  He's talked about spending 
political capital, but all we really see are radio addresses and maybe a letter.  Should he be 
fighting harder for this bill, Senator Roberts? 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  Well, I thi--he's been in touch with the members that--you know, that are 
concerned.  When I talked to him on Thursday, he said, `I'm doing everything that I possibly 
can.' 
 
Mr. DUFFY:  Some people feel that there are so many forces in the administration--the 
Pentagon, the CIA--who may not want this legislation.  The president merely wants to 
appear for be for it, but not actually be for it. Do you agree with that? 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  I do technically, but I think the president has so much to lose and/or 
to gain, depending upon what happens with this bill.  If it doesn't pass, I think it's a 
tremendous setback for him, and I don't want to see that setback because it involves our 
national security.  This is a gigantic bill.  I mean, it just happened--the aligning of the stars--
that this bill was up as soon as he was re-elected.  That's the way it worked out. We've been 
working on this bill, and leading up to it, for three or four years now. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Is is this last chance for this bill if he doesn't get it passed in this special session, 
Senator? 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  No, we're going to take it up as of the next session, go back to the Senator 
Goldwater and Congressman Nickles jointness effort.  That was... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  To overhaul the military. 
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Sen. ROBERTS:  Yes.  And still trying to overhaul the military.  It's sort of, you know, 
disingenuous to me when you have the secretary of Defense saying, `Whoa, wait a minute on 
intelligence reform' while he's trying to reform the military in... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Is that what he's saying? 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  ...in the middle of a war.  I think his personal view is that, yes.  But, having 
said that... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Is he the one that's blocking this, do you think, Senator Roberts? 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  No, I don't think there's any one person really blocking it. You have to 
understand in the Pentagon, in the military.  they truly believe that this is a problem.  Now I 
don't think that that's the case, but it took three years for the jointness reform to pass, bitterly 
opposed by the Pentagon and also the services, and then two years to implement.  Now 
everything in the military today, every mission we have, is joint.  Change is hard, and this is 
structural change.  But after 9/11, after the House and Senate investigation, after our `WMD 
what?' report, after Charles Duelfer and David Kay and the Iraq Survey Group... 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Now... 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  ...to say that status quo is fine is beyond me.  If it doesn't pass this next week, 
we will have to start over as of the next session because it has to happen. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Very quickly, Senator Rockefeller, do you think it can pass next year if it fails 
this year? 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  I think it's going to be very hard to bring the whole subject up.  We 
won't have the momentum of the 9-11 Commission in exactly the same way.  We won't have 
the families of the victims in the same way.  We won't have American public opinion; people 
will be able to say in the Congress, `Oh, we already tried that and we--and it failed.'  I mean, 
it takes a lot of the wind out of the sails.  It can happen. 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  Unless we have another attack. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right. 
 
Sen. ROCKEFELLER:  Yes. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Unless we have another attack. 
 
Sen. ROBERTS:  That's the key point. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Gentlemen, well, let's hope that doesn't happen. 
 
Thank you so much. 
 
Back in a moment. 
 
(Announcements) 
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SCHIEFFER:  I wanted to save just a couple of minutes get Mike Duffy's views on all of this 
because, Mike, you've been covering this from the start, this whole intelligence overhaul.  
What is going on here? 
 
Mr. DUFFY:  Well, it is essentially a turf battle, Bob.  You know, when Senator Roberts said 
`there's no one person behind it,' that's true.  But you ought to pay attention to the man who--
the one Cabinet officer who apparently isn't leaving in the Bush second term, and that is 
Defense Secretary Don Rumsfeld.  What's happening in this bill is a huge sort of reordering 
on the boxes in the government, and the big loser is the Pentagon.  It would take a lot of 
power and a lot of money and authority away from the military and give it to this new, you 
know, person who would basically be in charge of all the intelligence community.  The 
Pentagon doesn't want to give this up.  They're expert bureaucratic players.  There may be 
nobody who's better at it than Don Rumsfeld, and I think behind the scenes, the Pentagon 
has made sure that its friends on the Hill are fighting their fight for them, and that's the 
delay. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Now, Tom--I mean Don Rumsfeld will tell you that he is for it. 
 
Mr. DUFFY:  Yes.  Well, Rumsfeld is a very clever player.  He's extremely good at working the 
media and working the press and making sure that he's in the right position in public.  But 
there's really no question that the military has been against this.  You notice that the CIA 
director, George Tenet, this week came out--former CIA director came out against it, and 
there are a lot of forces in the administration that simply, as Senator Roberts said, don't want 
to change, don't want to try something new.  And this is a big change.  And Rumsfeld's 
particularly good at getting things his way without always seeming to. 
 
You know, I think this morning on FOX, Senator McCain was asked whether he had a vote 
of confidence in Senator Rumsfeld--or, I'm sorry, in Secretary Rumsfeld.  He said, `I don't 
really.  I can't really say that I can give him a vote of confidence.'  So I think there is some 
resistance to this, and he is clearly the one guy who is not yet leaving this administration as 
they change all the players. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Well, I will say one thing just from a political standpoint.  I think if the 
president is not able to pass this bill, he's going to have difficulty passing anything on Capitol 
Hill because here he has his own party that's blocking him here, and basically saying, you 
know, you just got re-elected, but we're going to run things and we'll let you know when we 
need you.  I think he's going to need not only Democratic support, but Republican support for 
a lot of things--other things that he wants, including tax reform. I think it's going to be hard 
for him, it seems to me, if he can't get this one done. 
 
Mr. DUFFY:  If they're going to let House committee chairmen stop the president's agenda--if 
this is on the president's agenda--and as they go for tax reform and Social Security and the 
other things on the--it looks like everybody on this Congress is going to have a veto. 
 
SCHIEFFER:  All right.  Thank you, Mike.  And we'll be back with a final word in just a 
minute. 
 
(Announcements) 
 
SCHIEFFER:  Finally today, by now you know that Tom Brokaw left the NBC anchor chair 
last week to well-deserved accolades from all, but I want to say one more thing about him, 
because to me, he was more than just a fine reporter and fierce competitor.  He has been a 
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close friend for a long time, back since whence we covered Gerry Ford's White House 
together.  Tom and I had a lot of fun over the years playing jokes on each other, and I really 
got him a good one once when rumors were going around that he would be replaced as host 
of the "Today" show by Alan Alda, the star of "M*A*S*H," the popular TV series. Well, I 
wrote him a phony fan letter in which I turned the rumor around and said I understand he 
was replacing Alan Alda on "M*A*S*H," and I added that I had always felt he'd be better--he 
would be better on a comedy show than a newscast.  I signed a false name, of course. 
 
To my astonishment, he took the letter for real and read it on the "Today" show, as he 
assured his viewers he was not going anywhere.  It was a wonderful moment, at least for me. 
 Later, when he realized he'd been had, he gave as good as he got.  He told his viewers he'd 
been the victim of a hoax, perpetrated by a guy at CBS.  He added, `I'd tell you his name, but 
you wouldn't recognize it.' 
 
Well, you've had a great run, Tom, and we wish you the best as you step away from daily 
journalism, but don't get too relaxed, because come to think of it, I never really got you back 
for that one, and one of these days--well, just you wait, Tom Brokaw.  Just you wait. 
 
That's it for us.  We'll see you next week right here on FACE THE NATION. 


