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president, this is reprehensible behavior. The 1798 Logan Act, in fact,
expressly proscribes private citizens from negotiating with foreign nations.
Carter added insult to injury, the record shows, by deceitfully manipulating
both sides in such negotiations, including his own government, and lying to the
press.

Many observers have commended Carter's role in heading off Clinton's planned
invasion of Haiti. But whether or not Carter played a helpful role in this case,
the dangers posed to American interests by an ex-president's ad hoc
diplomacy--even if sanctioned by the U.S. government--are not mitigated. The
dangers are considerable, since through his own lack of interest and vacillation
President Clinton appears to have allowed his foreign policy to be hijacked not
only by Carter's people and Carter's style, but also now by Carter himself. Many
of the foreign policy demarches claimed as triumphs by Clinton and touted as
such in the press are Carter's, not Clinton's. And on close examination they are
thin gruel indeed.
Back in 1981, some foreign leaders saw that they could turn Carter's travels to
their advantage. The Chinese were especially canny. That year, the New China
Agency published an exclusive interview with Carter in which he seemed to lavish
praise upon China's treatment of Tibet and the Tibetan people. It turned out
that Carter had let himself speak with Tibetans through a Chinese government
interpreter, who tailored the remarks. A flustered Carter told reporters that he
wasn't an expert on Tibet.

In an effort to remind the world of the Camp David Accords, Carter has been
active in the Middle East. In 1983, he met with leaders of the Palestine
Liberation Organization, though U.S policy had forbade official contacts on the
grounds that the PLO's charter refuses to recognize Israel's right to exist.
Refusing to acknowledge the symbolism of the meeting, Carter said he was acting
in his capacity as a professor at Emory University--a position he assumed soon
after leaving office--and was not “representing my country in any way."

As he was about to leave for Africa in 1986, Carter was advised by the Reagan
administration to turn back because the bombing of Libya was about to commence
It is one of the few times that anyone on Carter's staff can remember his
deferring to anyone, let alone the American government. "Carter takes no
instructions, and that includes from presidents,"” as one former Carter Center
aide put it. Carter subsequently denounced the bombing as a "serious mistake"
and, in a flash of the old moral equivalence for which he was once condemned,
stated that if his daughter Amy had been killed under circumstances similar to
Moammar Qaddafi's, he would devote his life to retribution and expected Qaddafi
to do the same.

The Reagan administration also opposed a Carter visit in 1987 to Syria. since
all high-level meeungs had been banned after Syria's involvement in a plot to



blow up an Israeli airliner taking oft from London. Carter went anyway, and
described Syrian President Hafez al-Assad as an "intelligent" man, "totally
dedicated to independence from domination by any country.” He also used the
occasion to lash out at Reagan for "always" preferring military to negotiated
solutions. Reagan, he said, was "more inclined to form a contra army to
overthrow the Sandinistas, or inject the marines into Lebanon, or use American
battleships to shell villages around Beirut." The comment was so intemperate it
drew criticism in the liberal U.S. press while Carter was still abroad.

In 1986, with the president and Congress supporting the contra movement to
democratize Nicaragua, Carter held twelve hours of private talks with Sandinista
leader Daniel Ortega. When Ortega visited the U.S. the next year, Carter invited
him to visit a tenement renovation project on Manhattan's Lower East Side, run
by the nonprofit organization Habitat for Humanity, with which Carter has close
ties. Habitat later built houses in Sandinista Nicaragua. "We've got a lot of
friends in Nicaragua. We want folks down there to know that some American
Christians love them and that we don't all hate them," Carter said.

Such activities out of office [not to mention his record of appeasement,
accommodation, and acquiescence within] have led some to mischaracterize Carter
as a leftist, a dictator-lover, or a dolt. Actually, the driving force behind

Carter's approach--his one constant in facing any foreign-policy problem--is

fear of American military intervention. It is a strikingly non-ideological and
non-strategic position, always placing him on the side of American enemies and
assorted global terrorists and thugs, because they are ipso facto the object of

any exercise of American power.

"He tries to appeal to the deeper, inner self, even in a bad character," said
one former assistant who admires the approach. "He believes that even a
dictator will have a weak point, which in a dictator is the good [side]. He
looks for the good in any human being." The problem with this philosophy is that
it fails to recognize that some systems and some leaders have more good in them
than others, and some have no good in them at all.

Carter's mode of operation is more that of a therapist than a statesman,
often lending his diplomatic rhetoric a surreal quality. He once said of Mikhalil
Gorbachev and himself, "Two farmers can't be antagonistic toward one another."
In the same vein, he said that Sandinista Nicaragua had "as much free
enterprise, private ownership, as exists in Great Britain." These statements
will strike most observers as laughable, though Carter can't be so easily
dismissed. He i1s no lightweight. Acting within his own belief system, however
naive or cowardly it may be, he is both tough and shrewd. "If you watch the way
he constantly slaps the cuffs on his own government," says one foreign-policy
expert who has traveled with Carter, "you can see that this is one hard-nosed
SOB." The former Carter aide added, "Carter never does anything without a
purpose.”



What, then, is the purpose of Carter's long-standing desire to be a player
again on the world stage, now apparently facilitated by Clinton? The most
credible explanation 1s hinted at by an official who traveled with Carter to
observe the Panamanian elections in 1989 and accompanied the ex-president to his
post-election briefing of President Bush in the White House. "It was the first
time he'd been back to the White House since Sadat's funeral in 1981," the
official recalls. "It was the end of a long and trying trip, every pore was
oozing Panama. He went in and briefed the president and half the cabinet. When
we came out and got in the car, he didn't even mention Panama. Out came this
intense anguish over the [Iranian] hostages and the helicopter crash." Those
close to Carter believe that he is still embittered by what he sees as a
misperception of failure in his handling of Iran and the hostage situation.
Carter is angry that he lost the 1980 election and believes that he did the
right thing in resisting the use of force to end the crisis. Ergo, his entire
subsequent career has been spent seeking to redeem his presidency in the eyes of
history by re-making contemporary American foreign policy along pacifist lines

Carter's obsessive effort to redeem his reputation by projecting his own
failures in Iran onto Reagan prompted his call in 1991 for a congressional
investigation into the "October Surprise" allegations leveled by former Carter
NSC staffer Gary Sick. Sick alleged that Reagan aides stole the 1980 election by
negotiating with the Iranians to delay the release of the hostages.

The ensuing investigation found no evidence of this. On the contrary, a case
can be made that it was Carter, not Reagan, who played politics with Iran, when
he did too little, too late in ordering the abortive Desert One rescue effort.

In late 1979 the military had told a paralyzed Carter that a rescue effort had a
much better chance of succeeding the sooner it was ordered. By March 1980,
Carter, stuck with his commitment not to campaign while the hostages were in
captivity, was about to take a beating from Senator Edward Kennedy in the New
York primary. Although by then the chances of success weren't good, Carter
ordered the rescue mission anyway. At a White House meeting immediately
following the debacle, according to someone who attended it, Charles Manatt,
then the chairman of the Democratic National Committee, asked Carter a question
that appeared to be prearranged: "Would you now be willing to campaign in New
York?" Carter's answer was "Yes." This suggests that the rescue attempt was
initiated to liberate Carter from his pledge not to campaign by changing the
circumstances.

II.

Both Carter and his wife Rosalynn traveled a long road back from the depths of
depression to which they had sunk after losing the 1980 election. In their 1987
book, Everything to Gain: Making the Most of the Rest of Your Life, the Carters
recounted their return to a "potentially empty life" in Plains. The family

peanut farm was bankrupt and creditors were anxious. Agri-giant
Archer-Daniels-Midland saved the day when 1t went into the peanut business and



bought several Georgia warehouses, including the Carters'. Still, they suffered
periodic bouts of self-pity, disillusionment, and anxiety. Jimmy spent hours
beating objects with a hammer in his woodworking shop.

The Carters eventually saw light at the end of this dark tunnel. Carter took
a teaching post at Emory University in Atlanta in 1982 and announced plans to
build an elaborate public-policy center on the campus. The Carter Center was
dedicated in 1986. The complex includes the Jimmy Carter library, a presidential
museum [complete with an Oval Office replica], the Global 2000 project [a health
program focused on Africa)], the Carter-Menil Human Rights Foundation, and the
center itself. The operation runs on a budget of more than $20 million a year,
most of it from private foundations, and employs some 200 people. Carter has
managed to grab several hundred thousand dollars in public funds for his
vote-monitoring projects, and the Carter Center has received Agency for
International Development grants to the tune of several million dollars. [AID's
administrator under Clinton, Brian Atwood, served in the Carter administration. ]

Among the guests at the dedication of the center was Agha Hasan Abedi, the
founder and president of the Bank of Commerce and Credit International. BCCI
promoted itself as a Third World Bank committed to Third World development. As
Carter would later tell Senate investigators, "His relationship with us was one
of 'I want to do something practical to help people who are suffering and we
will help you." Abedi contributed more than $500,000 to the center, and as
co-chairman of Carter's Global 2000 project, he forked over another $8 million.
Abedi, the head of what would later be revealed to be a global criminal
syndicate, sought to avail himself of Carter's reputation. And Carter--either
too naive to see the situation clearly or too morally cocksure to care--obliged.

According to a December 1992 report by the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee, "The BCC! Affair" _
Less than one month after the Carter Center opened, the former President
traveled with Abedi to Pakistan and to Bangladesh to sign agreements with
government officials starting Global 2000 health care programs in those
countries. . . . Without President Carter's knowledge, BCCI either had, or was
to develop corrupt relationships with several of the countries visited by Carter
and Abedi, including Bangladesh.

With the exception of Carter's local paper, the Atlanta Journal and
Constitution, media coverage of the report all but ignored the Carter
connection. The New York Times, for example, didn't even mention it in a long
piece that focused on the far more tenuous ties between the bank and Republican
Senator Orrin Hatch of Utah. This may have been because the report faulted the
CIA for failing to inform Carter that he had exposed himself "to the designs of
a criminal insutution for almost a decade.” Interestingly, the aide to
Democratic Senator John Kerry of Massachusetts who was largely responsible for










































like 1t. Talbott began drafting another document, but Carter told him it was
too late.

By then, troops were on their way. Clinton later said that his decision to
dispatch troops caused Cedras to agree to step down. But Carter, in an
interview with CNN early Monday morning before he briefed the president, said
that the sending of troops almost undid the deal. Carter had been met at Andrews
Air Force Base early Monday morning and taken to the White House to spend the
night. He later joked that he was taken to the White House so he wouldn't go on
CNN. Carter rose at dawn and called CNN President Tom Johnson to arrange a live
interview from Washington. In a scene reminiscent of Al Haig's "I am in
control here" speech, Carter announced, "The problem last night and in a number
of places around the world causes it to be necessary for the Carter Center to
actil

The Clinton and Carter statements can't both be true. Assuming that Carter
had a bleary-eyed moment of candor [he later changed his story to bring it into
line with Clinton's), his comment suggests that he may have sandbagged Clinton
by waiting to present him with an unsatisfactory deal at the last possible
moment so that Clinton's only choices would be to accept the deal as written or
risk the wrath of Carter and be seen as choosing war. Clinton took the deal.

Neither Carter nor Clinton was entirely happy in the end, a sign that the
relationship will remain tricky in the months to come. Though one job applicant
at the Carter Center in 1988 was told that the center expected seven more years
of Carter's active life, he shows no signs of slowing down or ending his efforts
toward redeeming his presidency by promoting accommodation at any price. On his
return from Haiti, Carter made it clear that he had been "ashamed" of Bill
Clinton's aggressive stance--he told one interviewer that he had told Cedras
this as well, but later denied saying it to the Haitian leader--and for good
measure he tweaked Clinton by revealing that he had been holding secret talks
with Fidel Castro since July.

Though evidently too weak to control his own foreign policy, Clinton is quite
capable of exacting modest, and less public, revenge. When Bob Pastor's
nomination to be ambassador to Panama came before the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee after the Haiti mission, Senator Jesse Helms, still steamed about
Pastor's role in the Panama Canal Treaties and in conspiring to mislead Congress
about the role of the Sandinistas in exporting terrorism, led Republican

opposition to it. Republicans were also concerned about Pastor's role as

Carter's aide-de-camp in Haiti while awaiting Senate confirmation. When the
Washington Post's Al Kamen wrote up the controversy, Pastor, in his inimitable
style, called and accused him of being "a shill for Jesse Helms "

Carter pulled out all the siops. He got Sam Nunn to call Helms and ask him to
relent. Pastor went 1o see GOP Senator Alan Simpson of Wyoming and persuaded
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Exactly.

One gets the impression that this portrait of Clinton has not come easily or
comfortably to Woodward, who writes with the utmost delicacy, even skittishness,
about these personal shortcomings. Like his sources (he seems to have spent no
time with the Republican opposition) the author voted for Clinton and had high
hopes for this presidency, he said in a recent interview with PBS's Charlie

Rose. Yet after eighteen months of research on his first book about a Democratic
president (he chose to write about the Supreme Court during the Carter years),
Woodward seems as disturbed and disillusioned and depressed as apparently
everyone else around the president.

Pushed to the wall by Rose on why he would be reluctant to vote for Clinton
again, Woodward cited "the promises not yet realized; there are lots of
questions about whether he can manage the presidency; there are questions that
are not dealt with in this book." Indeed, though they are admittedly beyond the
purview of his inquiry, Woodward concludes with a scene of Bill and Hillary
ruminating about the raft of scandals from the Arkansas days that have come back
to haunt them in recent months, stories that seem only to have confirmed what
Woodward's reporting about their White House days reveals.
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National Review

February 7, 1994
SECTION: Vol. 46 ; No. 2 ; Pg. 10; ISSN: 0028-0038

LENGTH: 628 words
HEADLINE: Sexual exceptionalism; Editorial
BYLINE: O'Sullivan, John

BODY:

In this issue, we publish an exchange between Richard Neuhaus
and Bruce Bawer on conservatives and homosexuality. There are, of
course, several possible conservative attitudes on this subject.
But most conservatives will favor tolerance toward individual
homosexuals combined with a general social preference for
heterosexuality (particularly in matters affecting children),
whether rooted in religious belief or in social tradition.

Mr. Bawer dislikes this accommodation because it does not
grant the moral approval he seeks. Until recently, he has enjoyed
the full support of America's dominant liberal culture in this.
But the twists and turns of sexual politics continue to baifle.
Just when it seemed that any lack of enthusiasm for homose::uality
was a disease called "homophobia," along comes Frank Rich of the
New York Times to invent a new category--the politically



incorrect homosexual. And what makes his invention especially
radical is that the politically incorrect homosexual's
incorrectness stems in part from his homosexuality.

Mr. Rich, the Times theater critic until his rebirth as an
op-ed columnist, makes an unlikely skinhead. But some things are
more important than combatting homophobia: in Mr. Rich's case,
protecting feminist icons such as Hillary Clinton and Anita Hill
from the iconoclasm of David Brock in The American Spectator.

Mr. Rich does not directly state that David Brock feels a
revulsion toward women because he is gay. But his insinuations
come very close to that. For instance, "The slightest sighting of
female sexuality whips him into a frenzy of misogynist zeal."

It is when Mr. Rich deals with Mr. Brock's view of men,
however, that he really smacks his lips. Mr. Brock apparently
called President Clinton "a bizarre guy," when, says Mr. Rich,
the charges of womanizing would make the President seem "all too
pathetically ordinary." He goes on: "Mr. Brock's idea of a
non-bizarre man is one of the troopers, Larry Patterson, whom he
idolizes as a macho image of abstinence." I have no idea what a
macho image of abstinence would look like, but it certainly
sounds impressive. So what did Mr. Brock write? Larry Patterson
is "tall and trim, with the upright demeanor and closely cropped
hair of a military officer." Wow. I apologize to any of our gay
readers who have been inconveniently disturbed in a public place.
Mr. Rich may disbelieve the hearsay evidence on which the Brock
article sometimes relies; he may very reasonably find the whole
topic distasteful; but he is not entitled on those grounds to
distort Mr. Brock's essay in order to accuse Mr. Brock of
distortion, still less distortion rooted in his sexuality.

Indeed, Mr. Rich's criticism reminds me of a reply by Ferenc
Molnar to critics of his collected plays: "Apparently Hungarians
who can write outnumber those who can read."

Mr. Brock has never discussed his private life in his
writings. As a result of the Times column, however, he was asked
about his sexuality, and replied that he was indeed gay. Having
written about other people's private lives, Mr. Brock is perhaps
ill-placed to complain about this intrusion. Still, it is a
matter of record that he was "outed" by the New York Times.

This landmark in liberal journalism establishes three new
rules. 1) Rampant heterosexuality is usually a bad thing-e:cept
when it might damage liberals, when it becomes "ordinary." 2)
Homosexuality is usually a good thing--except when it might
damage a conservative, when it becomes "misogynist zeal." 3)
"Macho abstinence" is good under rule one, and bad under rule
two, except when the exceptions apply.

Meanwhile, the episode has given us a new collective noun for



columnists on the New York Times--an embarrassment of Riches.
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LENGTH: 739 words

HEADLINE: Journal;
Brock's Strange Journalism

BYLINE: by FRANK RICH

BODY :

Tabloid journalism is something you think you know when you see it, whether
at the supermarket checkout or on the cash-for-trash television news magazines.
But it can also be committed in footnoted articles in seemingly sober journals
-- and can soil the national discourse about subjects far loftier than O. J.

The current master of this insidious trade is David Brock of the right-wing
monthly The American Spectator. He has struck again, with a vengeance that might
give "Hard Copy" pause.

‘ Mr. Brock, you may recall, is the writer who exactly a year ago gave us a

lengthy and salacious treatise on "Troopergate" in which, history now shows, he
farcically bungled the only part of the story (Paula Jones) that proved to have
any shelf life. His biggest hit before that was Anita Hill, whom he vilified as
"a bit nutty and a bit slutty" in a piece subsequently expanded into the book
"The Real Anita Hill." Now that two reputable non-tabloid journalists from The
Wall Street Journal, Jane Mayer and Jill Abramson, have written a book, "Strange
Justice," whose detailed reporting essentially corroborates Ms. Hill's
testimony, Mr. Brock is out to smear them.

He does so in a very long "review" in the January 1995 American Spectator
that purports to prove that "Strange Justice" is "one of the most outrageous
journalistic hoaxes in recent memory." According to John Sterling, editor in
chief of Houghton Mifflin, the book's publisher, there has not been a single
complaint of misquotation in the eight weeks since its publication.

Unable to find mistakes larger than a few mangled job titles, Mr. Brock spins
the illusion of substantive error by deliberately falsifying the contents of

"Strange Justice" -- even to the extreme of attacking its authors for failing to
interview sources they not only interviewed but quote by name. His motivation is
not to tell an accurate story -- the usual goal of journalists -- but the

reverse. To him, suppressing facts, rather than revealing them, represents the
last hope for reviving the reputation of Clarence Thomas.

This time Mr. Brock's partisan desperation has led him to a tactic that is
beyond the pale of even tabloid journalism and that would make any citizen think
twice before talking freely again to any journalist: He tried to bully a source
in "Strange Justice," a onetime Hill and Thomas associate named Kaye Savage, to
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Patterson, whom he idolizes as a macho image of abstinence: "tall and trim, with
the upright demeanor and closely cropped hair of a military officer.”

Whom does this skewed perspective serve? Surely not either legitimate
journalists or Mr. Clinton's adversaries. The out-of-control American Spectator
piece had the effect of trivializing the professional efforts of The Los Angeles
Times and CNN to investigate the troopers' graver allegations of
jobs-for-silence. Mr. Brock also temporarily drowned out the more serious
conflict-of-interest allegations against the Clintons in Whitewatergate, which
went undetected in his article because they would require a meticulous
reportorial effort (the pursuit of a money trail) beyond his abilities.

. bizarre. Mr. Brock's idea of a non-bizarre man is one of the troopers, Larry

Mr. Brock's sins do not, of course, absolve Bill Clinton of all charges, any
more than they convict him. Nor, as The American Spectator would be the first to
point out, do Mr. Brock's transgressions absolve liberal journalists of their
own. The New Year's specter of reporters sucking up to the President during an
off-the-record Renaissance Weekend in Hilton Head, S.C., is embarrassing.

But Mr. Brock's misogyny injects a poison more lethal than political
partisanship into the national discourse. Among his charges against Mrs. Clinton
is this irrational passage: "She would phone the mansion from her law office and
order troopers to fetch feminine napkins from her bedroom and deliver them to
her at her firm."

Even if this story were true -- even if a high-powered lawyer would really
send state troopers on an errand that a clerk could accomplish at the nearest
drugstore -- who cares? To put a finer point on it, why does Mr. Brock care?
Would he have told this story if Mrs. Clinton were fetching aspirin?

Of course not. His animus is so transparent that there will be no need for
anyone to write a book in search of the real David Brock.
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December 19, 1993, Sunday, Late Edition - Final
SECTION: Section 6; Page 26; Column 1; Magazine Desk
LENGTH: 1158 words

HEADLINE: PUBLIC STAGES;
Busy Signals

BYLINE: By FRANK RICH

BODY :
Thanks to the Smith- sonian Institution, I have finally got a handle, so to
speak, on my erotic obsession with the Princess phone.

It was my misfortune to be approaching puberty in 1959, just as the Princess
came on the market, kittenishly begging that consumers consider it an extension
to the still-dominant boxy black phone.

"It's little. . . . It's lovely. . . . It lights!" read the magazine ads,

which pushed the Princess as a constant companion for teen-age girls in the

privacy of their bedrooms. For a boy with rampaging hormones, the imagery also

stuck. The Princess soon insinuated its way into every prurient fantasy that

featured girls in their (training) Maidenform bras, girls in their fluffy little
nightgowns, girls bouncing about unself-consciously on their beds, coiled
telephone cord wrapped around an exposed thigh like a garter belt. The Princess
was as much a part of the era's erotic iconography as Ann-Margret speaking
breathlessly into one in "Bye, Bye Birdie."

Which was exactly its designers' point. As Ellen Lupton, a museum curator,
puts it from the historical vantage point of 1993: "Petite, horizontal and cast
in decorator colors, the Princess phone suggests a reclining nude." Lupton is
the imaginative feminist intellect behind "Mechanical Brides," an exhibit that
is at the Smithsonian's museum of design, the Cooper-Hewitt, in New York City. A
witty social critique whose title refers to Marshall McLuhan's "Mechanical
Bride" of 1951, "Mechanical Brides" shows how American manufacturing giants and
their Madison Avenue pitchmen marshaled all their cunning, especially during the
post-World War II appliance boom, to define menial work as "women's work." The
ads transformed phones, washing machines, typewriters, toasters, coffee
percolators and irons into love objects. The teen-ager who uses the Princess
phone today, the underlying logic went, will be the efficient (and subservient)
housewife, secretary or switchboard operator of tomorrow, a domestic or
industrial call girl.

Recollected in a few rooms at the Cooper-Hewitt, all this consumerist kitsch
looks laughable now. In a 1956 ad, a woman expresses her devotion to housework
by embracing a new silicone-coated ironing board that not only boasts a smiling

‘ cartoon face but is in the unabashed shape of a penis. The sexism in advertising
that likens an RCA Victor portable television's "beautiful front" and back to a
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electric dryer makes "My Little Margie" look like a feminist tract.

On the other hand, all those Princess phones in "Mechanical Brides" still do
spark a Proustian libidinal flutter. If it's a crime to harbor nostalgia for the
sexist sexual fantasies of one's youth, I'm guilty.

‘ sexy woman (in 1966) or that shows a mom painting a red heart on her new

MAYBE NAOMI WOLF, THE 31-YEAR-OLD AUthor of "The Beauty Myth" and the
just-published "Fire With Fire," would let me off the hook. "Fire With Fire,"
the feminist publishing event of the gift-giving season, may be the most
man-friendly work of its kind yet published. It calls for women to "hate sexism
without hating men." It argues that "a feminism worthy of its name will fit
every woman, and every man who cares about women, comfortably."

Wolf is as funny about phallic imagery in contemporary advertisements that
pander to women -- Virginia Slims' "entire series of women sprouting phallic
objects," for instance -- as "Mechanical Brides" is about the vintage ads that
once subjugated women. But if "Mechanical Brides" is a direct descendant of
Betty Friedan's "Feminine Mystique" of 1963, "Fire With Fire" is feminism for
the Clintonian age (and not just because it was written by a Rhodes scholar).
Like the President, Wolf shrewdly tries to build a majority movement for change
by hugging the middle. She feels the pain of Catherine MacKinnon and Andrea
Dworkin, and of Camille Paglia and Katie Roiphe, too, even as she distances
herself from them as effectively as Clinton kept Jesse Jackson at bay during the
campaign.

About the only individual man who gets seriously bloodied in "Fire With Fire"
is David Brock, whose screed "The Real Anita Hill" is re-examined, persuasively,
as a closet study of its author's political castration fantasies. About the only

time Wolf loses her head is when she pumps up the volume to make the

unexceptional point that feminism does not preclude a voracious heterosexual
appetite. "Male sexual intention is the sun in which I bloom," she writes. "The
male body is ground and shelter to me, my lifelong destination." If a male
reader of a susceptible age digests these words in tandem with the glamorous
author's photograph on the dust jacket, he may find his Princess phone buttons
being pushed. And hate himself in the morning.

I'D GIVE ANYTHING TO PHONE my mother to get her take on Lupton's and Wolf's
ideas. My mother, a young housewife of the 50's, resented those appliances that
imprisoned her at home and yet she was infatuated with men. She went through two
husbands and countless Maytags.

On a rainy autumn afternoon, I visited a memorial exhibition in her honor, at
a small gallery in Bethesda, Md. Late in life, her housekeeping duties at a
minimum, my mother had taken up fabric art, a form of collage in which the
images are rendered with found remnants of fabric, arranged in patterns
suggesting both abstract and concrete images. The memorial exhibit contained her
pieces, as well as those of friends in her circle.

A sewing circle? I guess some might demeaningly call it that. Fabric art is
assembled from discarded cloth remnants that might have been retrieved from a
household's laundry pile, from a husband's or son's old shirts; it is sewn
together by a machine that is the very definition of "women's work." But wall

. hangings with titles like "The Handwriting on the Wall" and "The First Goddess"
are not under a man's thumb. Another, titled "As He Was, As He Is," presents a
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his slippers.

Was that my father? My stepfather? Me? Here was a dialogue my mother and I
had never had, that had never been prompted by all the exhibits of old airplanes
and First Ladies' costumes we had visited together at the Smithsonian in the
50's. Or by the first show we saw together in New York at that time, "Bells Are
Ringing, " a romantic account of the life of an answering-service operator.

. most ambivalent image of a man in an easy chair, perhaps expecting to receive

I was never quite sure how my mother reconciled her feminism with her
devotion to the conventional domesticity her generation of American women had
been indoctrinated to pursue. Until I saw her exhibit. Stitched into her
patchwork art along with the maternal warmth I took for granted was a private
and more discomforting passion. As I closed the door on the gallery and walked
to my car through a yard of fallen leaves, I felt electrified by the power of a
mechanical bride who had found her own way to fight fire with fire.

GRAPHIC: Drawing
LANGUAGE: ENGLISH
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Copyright 1995, The Commercial Appeal
The Commercial Appeal (Memphis)

February 4, 1995, Saturday, Final Edition
SECTION: VIEWPOINT, Pg. I1A
LENGTH: 354 words
HEADLINE: Reviewer's reply

BYLINE: DAVID BROCK
Arlington, Va,

BODY:

I write in response to Frank Rich's column (Jan. 1) on my review of Jane
Mayer and Jill Abramson's book, Strange Justice, in the January issue of The
American Spectator.

Overlooking Mr. Rich's various attempts to divert attention from the
issue at hand - Anita Hill, Paula Jones and Jimmy Carter all make cameo
appearances - Mr. Rich offers only one charge by way of surrebuttal to my
22,000-word refutation of the Mayer and Abramson book. Unable to refute the
facts, Mr. Rich has resorted to charging that I ascertained the facts in an
unethical fashion.

Specifically, he writes that I blackmailed one of Mayer and J{il
Abramson's sources, Kaye Savage, into recanting a key allegation made in
Strange Justice against Clarence Thomas - that in the summer of 1982, the
walls of Mr. Thomas's bachelor apartment were "plastered" with Playboy
pinups. '

As 1 pointed out in my review, Miss Savage stated on ABC's Turning Point
broadcast on Nov. 2 that she had seen only one such pinup, on the wall of
Mr. Thomas's galley kitchen. This interview was aired three weeks before I
spoke to Miss Savage for the first time; she later gave me a written
statement confirming that the walls were not "plastered" with pinups.

Thus, any notion of blackmail on my part to confirm what had already been
said on national television is absurd.

Second, records of my conversations with Miss Savage clearly show that
Miss Savage told me she was misquoted in Strange Justice well before I asked
her about a child custody battle in her past (not, as Mr. Rich wrote, a
"divorce situation"). Any good reporter would have asked Miss Savage the






Clinton Presidential Records
Digital Records Marker

This 1s not a presidential record. This is used as an administrative
marker by the William J. Clinton Presidential Library Staff.

This marker identifies the place of a tabbed divider. Given our
digitization capabilities, we are sometimes unable to adequately
scan such dividers. The title from the original document is
indicated below.
s —______________________________________________________________________________________________________— ‘mi
N

Divider Title:




Copyright 1993 The American Spectator
The American Spectator

October, 1993
SECTION: FEATURE
LENGTH: 8134 words

HEADLINE: Who Is Janet Napolitano?;

Not to mention Ricki Seidman, Wendy Sherman, and many other anti-Clarence Thomas
alumni determined to work under Bill and Hillary. It won't come easy if Senate
confirmation is required, as Napolitano is about to find out -- even with

Senator DeConcini as her sponsor.

BYLINE: David Brock;
David Brock is an investigative writer for The American Spectator and the author
of The Real Anita Hill (Free Press).

BODY:

Shortly before last November's elections, Senator David Boren of Oklahoma made
discreet inquiries with his Democratic colleagues on the Senate Judiciary

Committee on behalf ot the stalled nomination of Frank Keating, the former
assistant attorney general and counsel to HUD Secretary Jack Kemp whom President
Bush had nominated to be a judge on the Court of Appeals for the 10th Circuit, a
district that includes Boren's home state.

The Keating nomination had been left in a typical pre-election confirmation
limbo, as the Democrats hoped to capture the presidency and put their own people
in. Boren, however, was somewhat startled to learn who one of these people
might be. When Boren asked about the hold-up, Senator Howard Metzenbaum of
Ohio, the committee's canny liberal operative, told Boren, "That's Anita Hill's
seat."

For several months, it was impossible to tell how seriously Metzenbaum's
comment was to be taken. Then, in March and April, other discreet inquiries were
made; the Clinton administration was seeking to gauge the reaction of Judiciary
Committee senators to the prospective nomination of Professor Hill to fill the
Tenth Circuit vacancy.

But once again the seriousness of Hill's boosters was in question. Clearly
some in the new administratuon -- perhaps even Hillary Rodham Clinton, who had
praised Hill lavishly in an appearance at the American Bar Association
Convention the previous summer -- favored recognizing and rewarding the



otherwise unaccomplished Hill for her role in the Clarence Thomas Supreme Court
confirmation hearings. What better way to avenge the Thomas victory?

But many on Capitol Hill believed that the inquiries had been made by adept
administration strategists, aware of the disastrous political consequences of
such a move, solely as a way of pre-empting this very pressure from the party's
left-wing activists both inside and outside the government. They could then be
told in no uncertain terms that a Hill nomination wouldn't fly. The trial
balloon thus would be floated and shot down simultaneously.

In any event, the response was, at best, less than promising for Anita Hill.
Democrat Boren, always an unpredictable swing vote on a close issue, told one of
the committee's Republicans that the conservative politics in Oklahoma -- where
the University of Oklahoma professor is about as popular as the BTU tax -- would
compel him to vote against Hill, just as it had compelled him to vote for
Clarence Thomas during the original confrontation. (Later, appraising Thomas's
first year and a half on the court, the notoriously protean Boren threw a bone
to Thomas's opponents by saying that he regretted the vote.)

The prospective nomination of Hill to a federal judgeship, or to any other post,
for that matter, has subsequently gone nowhere -- though others with close
connections to the hate campaigns waged against both Robert Bork and Justice
Thomas have fared better. An early signal of the influence of these liberal

legal activists came when Ricki Seidman, an aide to Senator Ted Kennedy, via
People for the Amesscann Way, joined the Clinton campaign as manager of its “war
room" in Little Rock.

Seidman had been People For's legal director during the Bork fight and was
responsible for, among other slanders, an infamous advertisement on the judge's
judicial record that his supportess found 10 contain ninety-nine misstatements
of fact. She learned to manage “war rooms,” then, in the Russell Senate Office
Building, and later bragged to colleagues that she had single-handedly defeated
Bork.

In the Thomas nomination, Seitdman would stoop lower. She joined the Kennedy
staff as a Labor Committee investigator shortly after Thomas was named and
promptly began digging for dirt on the nominee. Tipped off by the Alliance for
Justice that an Oklahoma woman might be willing to charge Thomas with sexual
harassment, Seidman placed two crucial telephone calls to Hill in early
September 1991, designed to pressure her into first acknowledging the harassment
rumor and then speaking to the Judiciary Committee about it.

After the plan to scuttle the nomination behind the scenes failed, Seidman
played a role in the leaking of Hill's confidential allegations to the media. A
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