New York Daily News Online | News a... White House Spar Over Hul'y Swaygl/6/hutp://www.nydailynews...d_Views/'Beyond the City/a-61002.as

1 of2

DAILY
NEWS

e PO o iticns

|rHome |

|| NEWS & VIEWS
O I

Sit-Our-sponsorttL

GOP, White House
Spar Over Hil's Travel

By TIMOTHY J. BURGER
Daily News Washington Bureau

WASHINGTON
he White House and Republican National Committee
T clashed yesterday over GOP plans to use a
congressional hearing to criticize Hillary Rodham
Clinton for taxpayer-subsidized campaign travel.

The fireworks erupted after GOP Chairman Jim Nicholson
issued a press release announcing a House Appropriations
Committee hearing today on the White House budget.

He estimated that Clinton has taken 72 campaign flights on
Air Force jets at a cost of $905,406. The latest campaign
filings show that the Clinton campaign paid $34,000 to the
government in reimbursements, based on the cost of
first-class airfares for the trips.

"What the hell is the Republican National Committee doing
announcing an official, taxpayer-funded hearing of the United
States Congress?" asked White House spokesman Jim
Kennedy.

It "proves what a partisan exercise this is and raises serious
questions about whether taxpayer dollars and official
resources are being used to investigate and dig up information
for political purposes,” Kennedy said.

The tiff underscored the crosscurrent of accusations in the
campaign for the Senate in New York. Republicans complain
that the First Lady is propped up by the White House, and
Democrats charge that the GOP-controlled Congress uses its
resources to attack President Clinton's wife.

Rep. John Peterson (R-Pa.) said he understands the

"uniqueness” of the first-ever Senate bid by a First Lady, but
added, "Let's be candid about it, and put it on the table."
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PROMOTION OF IT TAKES A VILLAGE

Is Mrs. Clinton planning a book tour? What cities will she visit?

The first swing of Mrs. Clinton's book tour on January 16th - 20th took her to Little
Rock and Blytheville, Arkansas; Ann Arbor, Michigan; Chicago, Illinois; New York,
New York; and Boston, Massachusetts. On February Sth, Mrs. Clinton will visit a
Crown Books in McLean, Virginia. Simon & Schuster is planning a second swing
for February 7th - 9th, when Mrs. Clinton will visit Dallas, Texas; Denver,
Colorado; and Los Angeles and San Francisco, Califomia.

How did Simon & Schuster select these places?

Simon & Schuster selected these sites because they represent a good crossection of
major book markets around the country.

What will be the format of the book tour events?

Simon & Schuster is determining with Mrs. Clinton the format of the book tour
events. So far, book tour events have included receptions at local bookstores, visits to
children's hospitals, and a variety of public and media forums where Mrs. Clinton has
talked about the book and taken questions about the substance of the book.

Is Mrs. Clinton signing copies of her book at bookstore events?

No. The events at the bookstores are not book signings. The books available at the
stores contain a digital rendering of the First Lady's signature.

How much will the book tour cost and who is paying for it?

Simon & Schuster is paying the costs of the book tour. We do not know what the
total cost for the tour will be.

Will you break out the costs after the tour?
You will have to address that question to Simon & Schuster.

How will the costs for this book tour compare to the amount that Simon &
Schuster pays for a typical book tour?

We do not know how much Simon & Schuster has spent on other book tours.
How much does Simon & Schuster expect to spend promoting the book?

We do not know (refer to Simon & Schuster).



Who will travel with Mrs. Clinton during the book tour?

As with all travel by the First Lady, one White House employee accompanied Mrs.
Clinton on her book tour to perform official functions and to assist her in her
performance of official duties while away from the White House. That person was
Kelly Craighead, Special Assistant to the President and Trip Director for the First
Lady. Her duties include coordinating logistics and security for the First Lady,
facilitating communication between the White House and the First Lady while she is
travelling, and working with the Secret Service, event hosts and related personnel
regarding Mrs. Clinton's movements and security. Because Ms. Craighead always
performs official duties in connection with the First Lady's travel, the govemnment

pays her travel-related costs.

Melanne Verveer, Deputy Chief of Staff for the First Lady, also travelled with Mrs.
Clinton on her book tour. Ms. Verveer voluntarily took a leave of absence without
pay for the days she travelled; she is also personally paying her own travel-related

expenses. No other White House staff accompanied Mrs. Clinton on the book tour.

Why did the First Lady travel by government aircraft to her book events?

The Secret Service recommended, as it has consistently in the past, that the First
Lady travel by government aircraft for security reasons. The White House followed
that recommendation, determining that compromising the First Lady's security for the
sake of political appearances would be irresponsible in the extreme, particularly in
view of the Secret Service's recommendation. For more specific information on the
Secret Service's recommendation, you should speak with Mike Tar with the Secret
Service. Mr. Tar can be reached at (202) 435-5708.

The Office of Management and Budget requires that travellers reimburse the
government at the coach rate for unofficial use of a government aircraft. However,
the White House decided prior to the First Lady's book travel that we would require
Simon & Schuster to reimburse at the first class rate rather than coach rate.
Accordingly, Simon & Schuster pays first class airfare to the govenment for the First
Lady and any Simon & Schuster personnel who travel with her. Simon & Schuster
also pays the First Lady's hotel and ground transportation costs.

Will that cover the flight's full cost to taxpayers?
Unfortunately, the security element involved in Mrs. Clinton's travel does come at

some cost to the taxpayers. We certainly regret that, but accept the recommendations
of the Secret Service.
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Mr. Jim LeMay
News Director
WILA-TV

Washingtoa DC .
By fax w: (202) 364-7751

Dear Mr. LeMay:

During our telephone culls with Assistaat News Directar Michael Fountain last night, we \_
provided overwhelming information that WILA was factually incormect in its proposed

reporting on Federal Avianon Administracion reatment coacerning the First Lady's

aircraft, Executive One Foxwor (E1F). Having reviewed the segment, we believe it is
impaortant 10 once again correct the false information contained in last night’s swory.

To state once aguin, there has been no new order ar dinective concerning E1F and,
coatrary W your broadcast, EIF does not receive the same handling as Air Farce One
(AF1). The October 27, 1999, memorandum used us the premise for your broadcast was
written - as jts suthor has confirmed -~ W remind air waffic canwollers of the continuing
procedures regarding ol Presidantial aircraft, which include AF], Air Force 2, EIF, and
any other aircraft so designated. Exscutive One Foxuot has always been included in the
definition of “Presideatial aircrafi.” He wso acknowledged rhat his memorandum was
incorrect implyiag any new White House order. He merely meant 10 reming conwrollery
of a long-staading FAA practice.

The memorandum, referriag 10 FAA Order 7210.3, was writiea 1o clarify te issue of the
level of supervision 1o be preseat when one of these aircraft is being handled, because
questions about the level of contraller had been raised regarding E1F in the Eastern
Region. The memo states, it is “prudent 1o discuss these concerns,” but it does not declare
anew palicy. Asone might imagine, policy changes would be issued from FAA in
Washingron oot a braoch manager 1a one of our regicas.

There are a series of coawroller procedures which vary according ro the aircrafl involved,
but which for security purposes caanot be addressed in this lerer. But as a matter of fact,
E1F has never bean handled in the yame way as AF] in this regard. I have includad FAA
documsatation covering procedures for handling of Presidential aircraft, including E1F,
that bave beaa in place since at least 1984.



A review of the facts:

The broadcast reparted that “the White House has ordered the FAA 10 reut any aireraft
currying the Fust Lady s if it were Air Farce Oae with the President on board.”

As we wold your station, the Whute House has aot osdered the FAA o do anything. There
was no new arder ar direcgve and E1F is not tated the same as Aic Force One.

z.ThehroadcmxtpatzedthaxEIF“\uihgetspedal geazment every tme she takes off
and lands "

This stazement is got fully cogect There ape scparaze procedures for all presidencial
arcraft, as determined by the Secret Sevice and the FAA 10 easure operatianal safety
and securdty. However, E1F i3 00t roudnely provided priarity over other airctaft and
does not recejve the same handling as AF1. This is not & aew palicy.

3. The broadeast reparted priority handling of E1F causes “systemwide delays in the busy
aonheasiern comidor.”

Again, false. The aircruft, E1€, bas never caused a systemwide delay of any kand.

4. The hroadcast reparted that the memarandum is 4 “oew direstive.”

Again, false. Nowhbere in the memo does it say tha this is a new apder, 3 sew dirzctive, or
new guidaace. In fact, FAA officials lust night repeatedly stazed thar this was s reminder
of existing palicy, because of quastians and cancerns thut were raised.

S. The broadcast reported that the “gew direcave gives Mrx. Clinton “Unique flight
stazus, something enjoyed by oo predecesser or political candidste.”

AgaiD, false. The treamment of E1F has not changed since af least 1984. There is nothing
a¢w and unique here. E1F in previous years has alyo been accocded tha same ueamment.
Presidential candidazes ulso get similar treatment, a1 the request of the Secret Service.

6. The broadcust reported that “Bob Doale, for instance, dido't have such navel
pavileges.”

Again, false. If the Sccqet Service requested expedited Teament for the presidential
candidata, it would bave been affarded to him.

7. The broadcast reponed thas the mamo tells masage and contmalless “1o expest Faxmot
One [sic} tocause delays.”

Again, false. Nowhere in the memo is his stated.




8. The broadcast reported that “the White House and the FAA say thar wha we have
reparted is true, but that it is ao} a new policy.”

Aphﬁx!owmﬁmwrddwpewymuhwwuuwuwmmm?
Would receive the same handling as AF1. Your station was told repeasedly there had been
10 change in policy. Your station was directly wld on the record thar it would be
“absolutely false and grossly inaccurate” 1o make those starements.

9. Your broadcast neported thar “They say it is a longstanding policy 1 weur the First
Lady’s plane exacdy as AF1 and that nothing aew is being done now 1o facilitate wavel
ﬁnrtthledyhdloSenlucampnp."

Agan, fulse. We clearly stared those are different procedures for AF1, AF2, and EIF. It
1s correct that it is longstanding palicy that E1F is included ia the definition of
w&nwm*mmn'dnummkmdmmmhwungmw
15 being done naw 1o facilitate the cusrent First Lady’s wravel than any of her predecessors
for at least the lust 1S years.

10. Your broadcast reported thar “this is the first dms s a maner of cantinuing policy
rather than on an occasional basis the First Lady's plane is being wearcd exacily the same
as AFL”

Again, false. Your station was told that the palicy on handling of E1F, which has
different hasdling thun AF1, goes back for more than a decade. You were rald thar the
mmwmmvwmmhlmwdwmw&y.md'mmm
been no change i the policy. Absolmdynmhiubuchumufa:uopemimd
handling is concerned.”

11. The broadcast refers to the “White House™ as the source of this durective.

To the FAA i this memo, the “White House™ is the office in the Secret Service thar deals
wuhthemnmotmemundhishmﬂy.memexmdhisMy.m
mmmummwmm

Finally, we belicve this broadcast provides false and musleading informarion to the
mvcun;puuic.Wcmahomwuthewlmmnhwcbuumpormemm
zeporting of mmmauwsummwmum. We



mnmmmcmmm‘uwmmwumm from your |
muumuwumm.mummumm
aighr

Sincerely,

EILS

Ronald E. Margan
Director of Air Services

Enclosure
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Mr. Jim LeMay
News Director
WILA-TV

Washingtoa DC
By fax w: (202) 364-7751

Dear Mr. LeMay:

During our telephone culls with Assistaar News Directar Michael Founraia last aught, we
provided overwhelming information thar WILA was factually incomrect in its proposed
reporting on Federal Aviunon Administracion wreatment coacerning the First Lady's
aircraft, Executive One Foxwor (E1F). Having reviewed the segment, we believe it is
important 1o once again correct the false information contained in last night's story.

To state oace again, there has been no new order or directive concerning E1F and,
contrary 10 your broadcast, EIF does not receive the same handling as Air Force One
(AF1). The October 27, 1999, memorandum used us the premise for your broadcast was
written -« as jts author has confirmed ~ w remind air waffic coawollers of the continuing
procedures regarding al] Presidantial aircrafi, which include AF], Air Force 2, EIF, and
uyotheruxmfuodenm&ecwnme&xmhudmysbeenmwdmmm
detinition of “Presideatial aircrafi.” He wso acknowledged that his memorandum was
incorrect implyiag any new White House order. He merely meant 1o remingd conwallers
of a long-staading FAA practice.

The memoragdum, referriag 10 FAA Order 7210.3, was writien 1o clarify the issue of the
level of supervision 1o be preseat when one of these aircraft is being handled, because
questions about the level of contraller had been raised regarding E1F ia the Eastern
Region. The memo states, it is “prudant to discuss these concerns,” but it does not declare
anew policy. As one might imagine, policy changes would be issued from FAA in
Washingron oot 4 branch manager 1a one of our regicas.

There are a series of coatroller procedures which vary accordiag ro the aircraft involved,
but which far security purposes cannot be addressed in this lerer. But as a matter of fact,
E1F bas never bean handled in the yame way as AF] in this regard. [ have included FAA
documeatalion covering procedures for handling of Presidential aircraft, including E1F,
that bave beaa in place since at least 1984.



A review of the facis:
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This statement is got fully correct memtumpmdu
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and securiry. Howeva.alihwtmﬁnﬂymvidedpdaiwom'mmnnmd
does not recejve the same bandling as AF1. This is not a new palicy.

S.Wbmwmw‘dEchm‘mm% delays in the busy
northeastern comdor.”
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status, something eanjoyed by no predecessor or political candidage.”
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6. The broadcast feported that “Bob Dole, for instance, didn't have such pavel
privileges.”

Agﬁmtals.lf!heSmSmkcmqnuudexpcdiudmmntfuthpmﬁd:wu
candidate, it would bave been afforded to him

7.mmmdwmmuusmamudmudlm “10 expect Faxtrot
Cne [sic] 1o cause delays.”

Again, false. Nowhere in the memo is this stazed.
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Sincerely,

EILS

Ronald E Morgan
Director of Air Services

Eaclosuse



First Lady’s Plane
November 19, 1999

Q: WJILA-TYV reported last night that the White House has ordered the FAA to treat
the First Lady’s plane the same as Air Force One, and that this new policy will mean
delays for travelers on the East Coast. Is there a new policy?

A: No. The story is false, and WJILA was told it was false by the White House and the
FAA. There is no White House order and no new policy regarding the treatment of the First
Lady’s plane. It continues to be treated in the same manner that it has for years, going back well
before this Administration. And it is not treated the same as Air Force One.

Q: But what about the FAA document that purports to describe this new policy?

A: That memorandum simply restates long-standing policy. It does not announce a new
policy. The memorandum was mischaracterized by WILA.




