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P. O. Box 206 Burdette, AR 72321 (870) 763-4780

’yyJUL2RMU:57

June 24, 1999

Dear President Bill:

President Bill Clinton
Attn: Nancy Hernreich 

The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500-2000

The Fanners all across America are in the worst financial crisis today than at any time since 

the Great Depression of the 1930s. Soybean prices are at a 27 year low. Wheat prices are 

at a 25 year low, and rice, corn, hogs, milk, are all below the cost of production. Something 

has to be done!

In 1982 we were there for you when you needed the farmers in NE Arkansas in your bid for 
reelection as governor after your unexpected defeat by Frank White. Had it not been for 

the complete support of the farmers in that election, jou wou|d not hp President today.

Several of us accompanied you to Missouri, Illinois, Iowa, and Kentucky as Arkansas 

travelers. You will recall seeing me in Cedar Rapids, Iowa, in August of 1992, and asking 

what I was doing up there. All I said was that I was helping a good friend of the farmers 

to be elected President.

Ji-o-------------

We need you today as much as the farmers needed FDR in the ‘30s. Big business is choking 

the farmer to death. The Plant Protection Act you signed into law in 1996 gives Monsanto, 
Pioneer, ADM, and others the right to keep us from saving planting seed grown on our own 

farm to plant back next year. This law has put most small seed cleaning operations out of 

business. I could be fined $10,000 for saving one bushel of protected Roundup ready seed 

for next years planting. My grandfather started this seed business in 1932, cleaning 

soybeans and cotton seeds for neighbor farmers. My father, my brothers, and I ran the 

business until 1996. Thanks to this Plant Protection Act of 1966,1 can no longer clean seeds 

for my neighbors because I could be fined if I cleaned a protected variety of seed if the 

owner told me a lie about the variety of the seed I was cleaning.

-I I x | q q



Your friend always,

Hays T. Sullivan

cc:

bn

We need you now! Wall Street had Santa Claus (you, the President) come in 1993 and from 
the looks of the stock market, your Presidency and policy is still present. We didn’t elect 
Bob Rubin to jerk your chain; we elected you to do the jerking.

You have enough power to change this law so that a farmer can save enough seed after 
paying $30 per bushel for planting seed to plant only his acreage back next year. South 
America and Mexico do this every year. It only makes good sense to save beans that I 
would sell for $4.65 thereby saving me $25 per acre during my spring planting 2000. Bill, 
farmers have saved seed for generations, from the time that our founding fathers first gave 
corn (Maze) to the Indians to plant in the spring.

Bill don’t take this personal, I have been with you from the start and personally have taken 
a lot of flack during the last 18 months. I, like you, have broad shoulders and I will be with 
you to the end. I am committed to visit with farmers in up state New York on Hillary’s 
behalf.

Senator Blanche Lincoln 
Representative Marion Berry 
Senator David Prior 
Mr. Carl Whillock

President Bill Clinton
Page 2
June 24, 1999

PS: Mother is 88 and doing well; still driving and helping others. She says if and when I 
come to Washington, she will send you another one of the pecan pound cakes. She 
reminded me that she has not received the Presidential Cuff Links and lapel pin that you 
and she talked about in Cape Girardeau, Missouri in August of 1996.
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Freedom-To Go.Broke 

DEL TA_ FARM PRESS 
Clarksdale, Miss� ,-.--_ I 

·1 : , · a 
Gentlemen: ·"'" ·

· . , I 
This letter Is about pr�vlslQns;�f a new·.farm law. As background for my I 

suggestions, may I present the following Information: · 
= · 

I grew up on a. southwest Arkansas farm, am a graduate of the College of § 
Agriculture of Iowa· State University, and hold. a master's degree from the = 
University of Missouri. I am a member.of the American Society of Agronomy, § 
American �oybean Association, American Farm Bureau, and the Arkansas Seed §' 
Growers Association. · _ ·• • · -_· · · . · _ · __ j 

My professlona� experience Includes· 9 years_as assistant agronomist at the" _§ 
Georg la Experiment Station, 6 years as associate agronomist with the �A Soil § ·
Conservation Service In Arkansas, Louisiana; Texas and Oklahoma; .president of §
the 3000-acre Burdette Plantation,. Inc.; registered plant breeder by the Arkansas j State Plant Board; and part owner and'.()perator of the family's Hale Seed Farms § 
from 1946 to 1976. · . ·· · § 

I have visited many of _the tatln American, Southern European and African § countries and made a study, In cooperation with the Foreign Agricultural Service § 
of the USDA, of farming and experlmentStatlon protects In those countries. Seed § from Hale Seed Farm soybean and cotton varieties are being .tested and grown In 5 
many of those . countries •. · ·. , . - , · � 

· . . . § The following suggestions on new farr.n leglslatlon spring from my more than = 

half a century of e�perlences with. government agencies, actual farming ex- 1-perlence, and observatlonJof farml_ng In the U. S. and around the world. . a 
Freedom To Plant: The present pOllcy ·of so.called freedom to plant, without i . regard to. supply or demand of crops, Is ·also freedom to go broke as a result of ; \ burdensome surpluses and belQw-cost�Qf-productlon prlces--as now seen· for = . 

wheat., .· · - • : · , ii-'
Those of us who were farmlng.durtng"the 1920 to 1933 period 'know better than to I \ advocate such a foolish policy, The Agricultural Adlustment Ad of 1933 saved 9 : mllllons of farmers from bankruptcy and the 1977 Act can be written to be as 

-1
effective as the 1933 Act... ··:·, .. ·. - · 

· . · 
Crop Acreage Allotments.: The best .way I know to control crop surpluses Is to 

adjust acreages, through the use of allotments for each farm, on all crops with 5 more production tttan the mar�ts wlll take at reasonable prices. 
I The only agency strong enough._ to �egutate _the plantlng· plans of about three ·

million farmers ts our federal government. It has done a creditable lob of keeping =

supplies and demantl In balance and In helplng stablllze farm prices In the past. • i 
It would be less expensive for taxpayers to pay farmers to Idle or setaslde crop a 

acreage t_han the present pollC'f- of _letting huge surplus,s accumulate In govern- i · 
ment loans. The new-Act should provide for acreage controls. a 

Export Markets For Farm Crops: It Is ·a sad day for our farmers when we have I 
to depend on foreign countries to buy· a large part. of our production, while other. § _

· Industries are gettlng'U. s: prlcesf01'. their output., § 
If we could get parity prices �er•-whlch would add very little to consumer · i costs, since they·pay relatively small-parts of raw farrn product prices for farm· · 

5 products sold In our stores--then farmer,s would not have to depend on worldwlde 

,­
weather conditions In Russia and.other-countries for farm markets. 

The P. L. 480 law, which results h{o.ur 'dumping our surplus output Into foreign _ 
countries--wtth payment In their.money, which Is not pQsslble to spend outside = 

those cou'l,trles--s�ould_be amended/Payment for our crop� should be made by 
trading our surplus output for comm�ltles not produced here, such as coffee, oi I, 
and other matertals-nov{lmported frorn Qther countries. 

Crop Prices and Production <;osfsr.So.me economists ·and farm organizations 
say that parity prices for- farm. crops,:.;.no� .. at>o:ut $4.86 for wheat, $7.23 tcr 

- soybeans, and 79 cents per: pound for cotton Unt,· are not log lea I today.
They and other so-called produc•rs,:w�o,do not pay hlgh:productton costs and

are not affected by the cost-prlc�.s_qu'-9ze,:_are wrong/ .. · : · · 
For example, my .costs, n9t lncluqlng;t�od a�d management costs for operation 

. of the 800-acre family Hale Seed,-f��roJ-JQr,ttuJ t.hr�yeai:- period 1970-71-72, 
· totaled $58,163. . · ·.: ;J;.;: :/f . .-' ·: ··. •. · ·· . ·

-For 1973-74-75, my expenses tnci:��d to $83,7.9-4. _A combine r paid $.19,000 for In 
1973 now sells for $401000 •. · _: · >:/f'i_'i/:t;:· 

Those high costs may be fine fo1<agi:lbuslness and the labor that produces the 
machinery, fertlllzer, and other farm supplies farmers buy, but such costs are 
putting many farmers out of bu.sines$. · 

Many who have had no' farrri experience do.not know that lately, when farm. 
prices reach profitable levels, farmers have poor crops and v.ery little to sell. 
_ Many people--and even farm org!!lnlzatlons, whose policies ar.e set by members 

· who c1re landowners only, and 'do not .pay high production costs--say we should get 
at least·the cost of production for our crops. But l do not know many working
farmers who can stay In farming without some profit. · · 

CCC Crop Loans: Crop loans at least high enough to cover �osts of production 
should be provided In new legislation so growers can practice orderly marketing, 
and not have to sell their �ntlre output at below cost _In order to pay their expenses 
and get credit for those expenses on their Income tax returns. 

Crop Insurance �nd Disaster Payments: Pr_esent disaster payments should be 
continued, unless higher loans and lower premiums for federal crop . tnsura,:ice 
are made _available to at least cover production costs. 

Under· the present federal crop- lnsur,;ince�program, many farmers find It 
(See PROVISIONS, pg'. 72) 
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I Provisions Suggested · t
E §.

I For Farm Legislation , I 
= = 
= = 

� §.
� (Continued from Page 30) §·
= = 
i §.

!=_ 
necessary to carry crop· hail Insurance from private insurance companies . '

=-
· 

because of the high cost of government Insurance. Premiums should be set by 
§ new farm teglslatlon to at least by competitive with other Insurance companies. §' ·
= Crop Reserves: Reserves· or accumulations· Qf farm products for use during · = 

. �=-
years with short supplies are advocat_ed by. some, and no . doubt that practice

'= would tend to stabilize prices and assure consumers of ad�uate food and fiber. ·
= In past years, large amounts of farm product_s put In the loan have become the = 
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= farmers are not able to hold crops for long peri od s. 
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Crop Acreages and Soil Conservation: About -40 million acres of meadow, 
pasture, and woodland have been planted to row crops under the freedom-to-plant 
progrc1m. That practice results In destructive soil erosion and stream pollution, 
unless erosion _control practices are used. . 

Farmers have organized soil conservation districts and spent millions of · 
dollars, along with the federal goverl)ment, to control soil erosion and stream 
pollution, and now that constructive work Is going down the drain for no good 
reason. · · •. .. . · 

· 
The policy .of planting row crops on land that should be In permanent-type 

vegetation may be good for our ba.lance ·of payments, provide cheap food for our 
consumers, and even help to reduce Inflation (at the expense of farmers), but it is 
a shortsighted policy In the. long run, and should be stopped by new- farm 

· legislation.
Low Crop Prices and Unemployment: A large number of the unemployed who

have crowded Into the ghettos of world cities. are former farmers and farm
workers who have been displaced by the fact that farmers had to use less- labor
and larger farm machinery to stay In farming, without parity_ prl.ces for their

= products. . , . · :· 1 
.. i That trend will likely continue, unless new legislation corrects It. Farmers are · i ·

§ unable to compete with others for _labor at present farm prices and wages, and a . 
= many of our workers are having to supplernen-t their Income with food. stamps to a . 
� stay on farms. · 

! ;
5 Food costs fOI'.' U. S. consumers take: less of .their Income than any other In- 5 
5 · dustrlal nation. A loaf of bread has only-5 c;:ents·worth of wheat In It and a pair of - 5 = denim jeans has only about 75 cents worth of cotton. Buyers, brokers, processors . a -
i and merchandisers get most of the consumer's dollars for farm products. ·

§
5 Food For Foreign Consumption: Many people are advocating that our farmers 5
§ grow food for feeding the mlllio�s of undernourished peoples· of the many § 
= developing countries. -

· · · = =· = = . As a farmer and agronomist, I have. visited many of the South "America n and = 

I=_ 
· African countries. and my conclusion,. after seeing the mllllons of uncultivated

. ;5 acres that could be. used to grow food and fiber, ls that the only logical and lasting··.
a solution to the hunger problem In most countries Is to motivate and help those a • 
§ hungry to help themselves. · · 

§ 
§ Money spent. to provide undernourished people with medical help and §.
§ • agricultural materials such as seed and fertilizer, to be used under the super-. §.= vision of Peace Corps and other self-help people, would be of gr�ter benefit than · · = 
5 the present policy of exporting our crops on ijn emergency basis. · 5 
§ Young and Future Farmers of America: Farms are getting larger, and many· i 
i. · young people are getting ready to become far·mers by taking agricultural courses Ja In school to prepare for farming or agribusiness. a 
§_. 

Some are taking over management of family farms, while many others are 
§_ = renting farm land •. About 90 percent of the farm land In Mississippi County, = 

§ Arkansas Is operated by renters, who pay from $-40 to $70 per. acr.e cash rent-and § = often more--on a crop rental basis; : · · · . . = 
5 Under present farm policies, very f� of them will be able to earn enough to buy ·

· I 
i additional land at present lnflated'prlc:es of $1 ,000 per. acre or more,. unless i · 
5_ Congress makes some changes In the present farm law. . 5 = Our young people need all the help they can get from Congress. An extension of = 

. !=·· 
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(3) At least parity prices for farm commodttle�, and.wages comparable to other
= workers for our farm labor�. · ·· ,· . . . =· la . (4) Realistic CCC crop loans and disaster payments for farm products. · . ,

§ 
= (5) A good and reliable stock of food and fl�er for our consumers at reasonable = 

. ; 

. prices with enough to supply wO<I dwlde consumers on an emergency basl s. 

.1 
= = 
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Sincerely yours, 
� 

! 
= 
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June 30, 1999

Dear Mrs Currie,

Tracy

Johnson

Editor

Thus far, some of our more high-profile contributors include:

Stories
'i!

from:2.

I*Dylan's

Devoted

a
If You

See Him

Say

Hello

ATTN: Mrs Betty Currie 

FROM: Ms Tracy Johnson

The book-which is a tribute to the greatest singer/songwriter of our time—is a 

compilation of accounts from Dylan’s fans and friends. Some of these accounts 

detail their personal experiences with Bob, some simply relate how his profound 
music has affected their lives as well as society in general

*Coretta Scott King
*Maya Angelou
♦Former President Jimmy Carter 

♦Leonard Cohen
♦Roger McGuinn of the Byrds 
♦Baseball legend Jim “Catfish” Hunter 

♦Writer Nat Hentoff
♦Writer Jack Newfield

My name is Tracy Johnson and 1, along with former Rolling Stone 

photographer/joumalist Jon Sievert, am the editor of a new book on Bob Dylan 

titled “If You See Him Say Hello.” The book is being published by Humble Press 

out in San Francisco and is due out in September.

Bob

-

We are aware the Dylan performed the song “Chimes of Freedom” at President 

Clinton’s Inauguration. We are also aware that President Clinton is indeed a Bob 
Dylan admirer We would be most honored if the President might consider 
answering a few questions relating to his love of Dylan for the purposes of this 

book.

t Fans
-x.
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Betty W. Currie/WHO/EOP

June 30, 1999

Dear Mrs Currie,

Tracy

Johnson

Thus far, some of our more high-profile contributors include:

j' Stories

from

Bob

Dylan's

Devoted

J
If You

See Him

Say

Hello

~7-a-qc|

■”7

ATTN: Mrs Betty Currie
FROM Ms Tracy Johnson

Gina N. Dennis 
06/30/99 05:34:48 PM

My name is Tracy Johnson and 1, along with former Rolling Stone 
photographer/joumalist Jon Sievert, am the editor of a new book on Bob Dylan 
titled “If You See Him Say Hello.” The book is being published by Humble Press 
out in San Francisco and is due out in September.

*Coretta Scott King
♦Maya Angelou 
♦Former President Jimmy Carter 
♦Leonard Cohen
♦Roger McGuinn of the Byrds 
♦Baseball legend Jim “Catfish” Hunter 
♦Writer Nat Hentoff
♦Writer Jack Newfield

The book-which is a tribute to the greatest singer/songwriter of our time-is a 
compilation of accounts from Dylan’s fans and friends Some of these accounts 
detail their personal experiences with Bob, some simply relate how his profound 
music has affected their lives as well as society in general

Tracy Johnson is the editor of the book on Bob Dylan "If You See Him Say Hello"
and would like to know if President Clinton would contribute some words to the books. She has 
faxed information regarding this issue her work number and fax number are attached to the fax.

‘Vo

To:

cc:
Subject: Phone Message

....i---. Fans

We are aware the Dylan performed the song 
Clinton’s Inauguration We are also aware t) 
Dylan admirer We would be most honored 
answering a few questions relating to his lovi 

book

Editor

-T
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Kiirl Regard

Since the book is due out in September we are on a bit of a timeline at present It 
would be greatly appreciated if you might could get back with us at your earliest 

convenience

Tracy Johij son I 
Phone: (205) 752-8321 
Fax: (205) 759-9853
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QUESTIONS FOR PRESIDENT CLINTON

♦How and when did you first become aware of Bob Dylan’s music?

*How did his profound lyrics affect you?

♦Could you please tell me how you felt meeting Bob Dylan for the first time in person9 

♦Was there anything particularly memorable about your meeting with Bob9 

♦How do you feel Dylan’s music has impacted society in general?

♦Yourself and Mrs Clinton seemed to truly enjoy his performance at your Inauguration How did 

that performance come about?
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Stanley K. Sheinbauxn

30 June, 1999

7

/Dear Bill

are

345 North Rockingham haicnue Los Angeles California 90049-2635 

telephone (310)472-9541 fax (310)476-9853 e-mail- sks345@aolxom

President Bifl Clinton
The White House 

Via Fax

Now, without that devil to be reckoned with—witness the bombing of 
Lebanon at this stage of the game by the outgoing Netanyahu—Arafat and 
Company are worried that the friendliness displayed toward them those last 
two years by Washington will dissipate as much more serious and rational 
relations will develop with Barak and Company.

The second thing that is uppermost in their minds is the matter of the 
settlements. Simply put they would like a situation where no more were 
permitted. At a minimum they want a halt to any lending and other kinds of 
favors from the Israeli government which obviously would enhance further 
expansion. It all sounds very simple, but despite the encouragement from 
State and the White House in the last couple of years they are indeed 
concerned about the near future.

Two particular things loom large for the Palestinians in terms of what they 
hope for as the peace process picks up again. (Barak’s turning away from 
Sharon and Likud almost assures that.)

The first is that the new Israeli government must abide by the Wye Accords. 
Bibi’s failure to do so was typical and predictable, but as you can well 
imagine it set back hopes of the Palestinians and made their controlling of 
their own extremists all the more difficult.

THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN

I have just spent five days in Israel and five days in Jordan. Some of my 
conversations and thoughts are worth passing on to you. In Gaza Betty and I 
spent a long hour with Yasser Arafat whose physical condition at first glance 
is a worry, but whose brainpower seems to be as sharp as it ever was.

Generally speaking, he and other Palestinians such as Nabeel Shaath 
relieved—to put it mildly—by the coming of Ehud Barak. No surprise.

However, there is for them one element of concern. During the Bibi years 
they sensed—validly, I think—that Washington was manifesting an 
increasing concern for the welfare of Arafat and Company and the 
Palestinians generally. No surprise, with Bibi as the alternative.
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• •

All said as quickly and succinctly as possible.

Respectfully,

Stanley K. Sheinbaum
SKS/kc

President Bill Clinton
30 June, 1999 
Page 2

Certainly the other issues such as Jerusalem the refugees, and water loom 
large—very large. Final status resolution will take a determination and a 
creativity not only on their part but on ours as well.
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. US Government Printing Office, 
three volumes, 909 pp., $81.00 (paper) 

Year of the Rat:
How Bill ClititoH Compromised
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US Security for Chinese Cash 
by Edward Timperiake and 
William C. Triplett II. 
Regnery, 275 pp., $24.95

In the early 1950s, at the height of the 
McCarthy era, ’‘allegations arose” (as 
the Cox report st) vaguely and aptly 
puts it) that Qian Xuesen, A Chinese- 
born American rocket scientist, was a 
spy for the People’s Republic Of China. 
Qian had fled the Japanese invasion of 
China in 1935, emigrated to the United 
States, and earned a master’s degree 
from the Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology and a doctorate, from the 
California Institute of Technology. He 
was recognized as one of the.World’s 
foremost experts on jet ptopulsion, 
commissioned as a colonel, in the US 
Air Force, and honored for the pioncer-

Keporf pf the Sel«l ComiSitee .

government officials—and convicted in 
parts of the press—as a spy for China 
on the basis of evidence that is laugh­
ably thin. And, most irresponsibly, 
the Cox report suggests that every 
Chinese visitor to this country, every 
Chinese scholar, every Chinese student, 
every Chinese permanent resident, 
and even every Chinese-American cit­
izen is a spy, potential spy, or “sleeper 
agent,” merely waiting for the signal 
to rise up and perform some unimagin­
able act of treachery.

(S^ongressional Democrats and the 

Clinton administration, the intended 
main target of this Rcpublican-led 
investigation, refuse to fight back, ap­
parently unwilling to be seen as mini­
mizing the dangers of Chinese espi­
onage. All four Democrats on the Cox 
committee signed the report, even 
though one of them. Representative 
John Spratt of South Carolina, force­
fully and eloquently rebutted its lead­
ing conclusion that as a result of its 
technology thefts, China now has nu­
clear weapons design information “on 
a par” with the United States.

The leading Democrat on the com­
mittee, Representative Norman Dicks 
of Washington, apparently thought 
that, if he went along with the report’s 
broad conclusions, he would both wake 
up the Energy Department from its past 
lethargy about admittedly lax security 
at the nuclear weapons labs and also 
defuse any Republican attempt to turn 
the report into a partisan political wea­
pon. A White House official explained 
the Clinton administration’s supine re­
sponse this way: “They thought this 
thing would fall apart of its own weight 
as soon as it saw the light of day.”

It is true that many nuclear weapons 
experts dismissed the Cox report’s key 
findings. “This is completely over­
blown,” Spurgeon Keeney, president 
of the privately funded Arms Control
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ihg work he had done fbr his adopted 
country, including development of the 
Titan intercontinental ballistic missile.

Yet, when the "allegations arose,” 
Qian was stripped of his security clear­
ances and removed from missile work. 
In his disgrace, China invited him to 
return home, and ih 1955 the United 
States let him gO. He took four fellow 
Chinese scientists with him and, to­
gether, they created the Chinese bal­
listic missile system, including the CSS- 
4 missile, which is currently targeted 
against the United States. China’s nu­
clear missiles, which carry about two 
dozen warheads compared to the eight 
thousand or so possessed t?y the United 
States, are universally believed to be 
intended as a retaliatory force, threat­
ening the US with, say,: the loss of Los 
AngeleS if it ever went to war against 
China. One credible missile is ail China 
needs to deter the kind of US military 
operation that was waged against Ser­
bia. This is what Qian gave China.

Qian’s history, recounted in the 
House investigating committee’s re­
port on Chinese espionage, offers the 
best explanation for the bizarre se­
quence of events that has led America 
once again into a witch hunt for Com­
munist spies burrowed within our most 
secret defense establishments. Once 
again, as in the 19SOs, the most reckless 
charges have been made against ap­
parently innocent people, an opponent’s 
military capabilities have been grossly 
exaggerated, and unscrupulous politi­
cians have blamed this ovef.drawn na­
tional security threat on the complai­
sance and possible corruption of their 
political foes, in this Case the Clinton 
administration.

On the basis of scanty evidence. Re­
publicans and even a few Democrats 
have demanded the resignations of 
Attorney General Janet Rehb and Na­
tional Security Adviser Sandy Berger. 
A Chinese-American scientist at Los 
Alamos National Laboratory^ Wen Ho 
Lee, has been identified by unnamed
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a damage assessment that concluded 
that while China had obtained basic 
design information on US nuclear war­
heads. (I) it was nor clear how com­
prehensive its information was, (2) it 
was impassible to tell how much 
had been obtained through espionage 
rather than dogged research, and, in 
any event. (3) China had not modern­
ized its nuclear weapons arsenal as a 
result. On June 1.4, the President’s 
Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board, 
headed by former Republican Senator 
Warren Rudman of New Hampshire, 
scorned the Cox report in these words: 
“Possible damage has been minted as 
probable disaster; workaday delay and 
bureaucratic confusion have been cast 
as diabolical conspiracies. Enough is 
enough."

But this is a political uproar, not a 

scientific or military one. Instead of 
collapsing from its own overreaching, 
the Cox report has become a feature 
of talk radio and a staple of the Re­
publican presidential campaign for 
2000. which is already underway. Re­
publican politicians and their support­
ers in the press and television have 
tried to make a scandal about when, 
precisely. President Clinton was first 
briefed on the suspicions of espionage, 
whether Berger dragged his feet, and 
whether Reno’s Justice Department 
improperly thwarted an FBI request 
for wiretaps on a suspected spy. It 
does appear that Clinton and Berger 
were slow to respond, but their de­
fense is that the information they re­
ceived both was vague and referred to 
losses that had occurred a decade ear­
lier. Reno herself told a news confer­
ence on May 27 that the FBI had never 
produced evidence that Wen Ho Lee 
had knowingly committed a crime, 
which is the prerequisite for ordering a 
tap on a US citizen. In the end. Clin­
ton ordered a tightening of security at 
the nuclear laboratories.

From the information in the Cox 
report — as opposed to the unsourced 
and far more dire leaks that preceded 
it—it is clear that suspicions about es­
pionage were sketchy, and it is not cer­
tain to this day whether any espionage, 
in the traditional cloak-and-dagger 
sense, occurred. So far. Wen Ho Lee 
has not been charged with any crime. 

The press, which is supposed to func­
tion as a check on the excesses of gov­
ernment, has generally suspended its 
skepticism about the thinly grounded 
charges — no newspaper has been more 
credulous than The New Ynrk Times — 
and occasionally exaggerated them in 
defiance of common sense. In a front­
page article on May 14, for example, 
the Times quoted its sources as assert­
ing that China was installing a small nu­
clear warhead on a new mobile missile, 
the DF-31, even though it was clear 
from reading the story that China has 
not yet flight-tested the DF-31. Accord­
ing to Howard Diamond, a senior spe­
cialist on China at the Arms Control 
Association, it would be most unlikely 
that the characteristically prudent Chi­
nese would place nuclear explosives 
on an untested missile that may or may 
not go where it is aimed. A US govern­
ment official says more simply, “The

Association, told me. “There is noth­
ing to back up the assertion that this 
information puts China on a technical 
par with the United States. A lot of the 
stuff they are making a big deal about 
you will find in the Nucleae Weapons 
Databook that was put out [in the 
1980s] by the Natural Resources De­
fense Council, including pictures.” 
Harold Agnew, a former director of 
Los Alamos, wrote to The Wall Street 
Journal that stolen warhead informa­
tion would have limited value for the 
Chinese and suggested that any pur­
loined computer codes may have a 
hidden virus that would thwart at­
tempts to replicate weapons. John 
Foster, former director of the Law­
rence Livermore National Labora­
tory, told The Washington Post that 
basic design data—size, weight, shape, 
and yield—even though highly classi­
fied. would not enable the Chinese to 
build a nuclear weapon.

Charles Ferguson, a nuclear physi­
cist and former Navy officer now at 
the Federation of American Scientists, 
described the main Cox charges to me 
as “scaremongering.” probably part 
of the ongoing conservative campaign 
to justify the creation of a costly and 
controversial national ballistic missile 
defense system. Similarly, Stephen 
Schwartz, publisher of the Bulletin of 
the Atomic Scientists, wrote in an edi­
torial entitled “A Very Convenient 
Scandal”* that “the story broke at a 
fortuitous time for advocates of legis­
lation promoting the swift deployment 
of ballistic missile defenses." Schwartz 
also noted that the first public allega­
tions that China had stolen US nuclear 
weapons technology had been pub­
lished in 1990, when George Bush was 
president, and resulted in no similar 
outcry — and no improvement in secu­
rity at the labs. And the CIA released
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'Times just got it wrong." There has 
t been gpia'ter skepticism — and far more 

balanqfe — in the reporting of The Wash­
ington Post (especially that by Walter 
Pincus and Vernon Loeb), The Wall 
Street Journal, and the Los Angeles 
Times. But The New York Times, now 
a national paper, has single-handedly 
set the tone for the national debate.

The facts are these: in the late 1970s, 

China apparently stole information, 
relating to the US neutron bomb, an 
enhanced-radiation weapon that kills 
people but is relatively harmless to 
property. The theft was disclosed in 
October 1990 by George Carver, for­
mer deputy director of the CIA, who 
told employees of the Lawrence Liver­
more National Laboratory that Chi­
nese agents had taken the information 
from their lab. The information was 
apparently not all that complete; it 
took the Chinese ten years to test a 
neutron weapon, and to this day they 
have not deployed one. Then, between
1992 and 1996, China conducted a sc­
ries of underground nuclear tests whose 
seismic patterns and other characteris­
tics led some US weapons experts to 
believe it had managed to make a mod­
ern, small nuclear explosive like the 
US W-88. an aspherical weapon de­
ployed as one of the multiple, indepen­
dently targeted warheads on the D-5 
missile aboard Trident submarines. In
1995, a Chinese intelligence agent, who 
claimed to be betraying secrets ob­
tained by China, approached the CIA 
and handed over a document contain­
ing highly classified design informa­
tion on the w-88 and technical infor­
mation on other US nuclear weapons. 

Much of this information had been 
published during the 1980s by the Nat­
ural Resources Defense Council, an 
environmental and antinuclear activist 
group; even though it has been made 
public, some of il is still classified. But 
two sensitive pieces of information on 
the W-88 were not available anywhere, 
a US government official says. The 
design and technical information was 
apparently fragmentary; there is no 
evidence that actual blueprints or 
complete designs have been lost to 
China. In addition — and perhaps the 
most intriguing aspect of this strange 
episode—the “walk-in” agent was soon 
determined to have been a plant, a con­
trolled agent sent by the Chinese Min­
istry of State Security.

Despite this ambiguity — a double 
agent providing information that was 
largely in the public domain — the 
agent's document set off a hunt for a 
spy in US weapons laboratories. Inves­
tigators, chief among them the Energy 
Department's Notra Trulock, homed 
in on Wen Ho Lee, who knew how the 
W-88 was designed and who had vis­
ited China on an approved exchange 
mission in 1988. In addition, "allega­
tions arose" that Wen Ho Lee was 
once seen hugging a person believed 
to be a Chinese intelligence agent; and 
he had once made a telephone call to 
another suspected spy that sounded 
as if they were in sympathy. Most 
damaging, Wen Ho Lee was later 
found to have downloaded so-called 
“legacy codes,” a computer database 
that contains the history of US nuclear 
weapons development, into an unclas­
sified computer.

There was—and is — no evidence 
that Lee conveyed these codes to 
an unauthorized source. He claims.

310 476 9853 TO CLINTON PRES P. 06/07

lion of hydrogen bombs, minimum 
amounts of fuel, and how to boost a 
bomb’s power—can be found in, or in­
ferred from, the NRDC's Nuclear 
Weapons Databook. In any case, infor­
mation declassified in 1993 or later 
would have been released long after 
China had supposedly gotten the W-88 
secrets and would have come too late 
to assist in the nuclear tests of the 
early 1990s.

In addition to the Energy Depart­
ment’s declassifications, US suppliers 
have been relaxed about selling tech­
nology that might conceivably have 
military application, like the inertial 
navigation systems now used on jet­
liners. But it defies logic to accuse 
China of espionage for “stealing” 
what, in an open, mercantile society, is 
lying around in libraries or databases 
or is up for sale. Even in the case of 
nuclear weapons, theoretical informa­
tion may be of marginal use. “Every­
one knows the concepts anyway," a 
government official told me. “It's the 
engineering that’s tricky.”

The Cox committee was created by 

former House Speaker Newt Gingrich, 
a Georgia Republican, in the apparent 
hope that it would find evidence link-
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through his lawyer, to have down­
loaded only unclassified files for his 
own use, as he was permitted to do by 
lab policy. Even if he had passed the 
codes on, however, their usefulness 
is debatable. These are older, two- 
dimensional codes that would give the 
equivalent of a cross section of a nu­
clear weapon, rather than the three- 
dimensional codes the US has used 
since the late 1970s for design and 
simulated testing. “The difference be­
tween two-dimensional codes and 
three-dimensional codes is the differ­
ence between the special effects in a 
1950s movie like Destination Moon— 
a cardboard rocket on a thread—and 
what you see now in Star Wars," said
John A. Pike, an intelligence and 
weapons analyst at the Federation of
American Scientists. “In computer jar­
gon, the term ‘legacy’ means ‘obsolete.’"

^Nevertheless, the codes were a valu­

able part of history. “They’re like a
B-52 that has been updated and im­
proved over the years,” an Energy De­
partment scientist told me. “There is 
no justification for downloading them 
onto an unclassified computer," as Wen
Ho Lee did. He was duly fired from his 
job at Los Alamos for security infrac­
tions. In a comprehensive six-pagc re­
buttal to the leaked accusations against
him, his lawyer, Mark l-lolscher. pointed 
out that Lee’s trips to China were ap­
proved in advance by Los Alamos and 
the Department of Energy. With Lee's 
approval, his wife became an FBI in­
formant and let the FBI monitor her 
conversations with Chinese scientists. 
(In addition, the FBI ran a sting opera­
tion against Lee, inviting him to spy 
for China, and he refused.) As for the 
computer files, Holscher wrote, “In
fact. Dr. Lee took substantial steps to 
protect his computer files and we arc 
confident that federal investigators will 
also conclude that, no third party could 
have or did access his protected com­
puter files.” On June 15, the Times’s 
David Johnston reported that the evi­
dence against Lee is so thin that it is 
unlikely that he will ever face criminal 
charges for espionage—and may not 
even be accused of any wrongdoing.

If Lee turns out to be innocent of a 
crime, as he appears to be, we are left 
with a spy scandal — the worst case 
since the Rosenbergs. Republicans 
have called it—without a spy. It is un­
doubtedly true that China scours pub­
lic sources, grills US scientists at semi­
nars, and seeks to “reverse-engineer,” 
or re-create, whatever US technology 
it can obtain. In the 1990s, the Depart­
ment of Energy declassified many nu­
clear secrets, which then became eas­
ily available to Chinese scientists. In 
an article published on May 30, The 
New York Times asserted that these 
declassifications were made by the 
Clinton administration in hopes that 
somehow such openness would deter 
the spread of nuclear weapons. “That 
was a very bizarre piece," says Robert 
S. Norris of the Natural Resources De­
fense Council, which sent two senior 
staff members to the Department of 
Energy to help carry out the depart­
ment’s “Openness Initiative" of 1993. 
“It is just a wacky idea that [the then 
Energy Secretary HazelJ O’Leary was 
gambling that releasing the informa­
tion would stop weapons proliferation. 
This stuff was decades old.” In fact, 
the declassified “secrets" cited by the
Times—information on the construc- 

Wen Ha Lee in front of his house near Los
Alamos, New Mexico, April It), 1999 

ing illegal Chinese campaign contribu­
tions to the Clinton administration’s 
approval of or complicity in illegal US 
aid to the Chinese military. This sus­
pected connection is the subject matter 
of Year of the Rat, a work that ranges 
from the dishonest to the just plain goofy. 
The two authors are a current and a 
former staff member of the Republican- 
controlled House of Representatives 
and they marshal their evidence in the 
most damaging way possible for the 
Clinton administration, closing with a 
demand for his impeachment. Yet, while 
they recount the unattractive greed of 
the Clinton fund-raisers and the eager­
ness of Chinese hucksters to buy influ­
ence in the United States, they arc never 
able to make the connection promised 
in their title, that Clinton compromised 
US national security for cash. And the 
very existence of this book begs the ques­
tion they raise: If their speculations arc 
valid, why did the House of Represent­
atives for which they work—a House 
whose Republican leaders were eager 
to charge Clinton with truly impeach­
able offenses as opposed to the murky 
intrigues of the Lewinsky affair—fail 
to impeach Clinton for treason?

The answer is that Timperlake and 
Triplett have no case. Their notion of 
what constitutes evidence is truly 
bizarre: the New York Times columnist 
William Safire made a vague charge 
about suspicions of Chinese influence, 
and Satire's accusation has never been 
denied, so therefore for Timperlake 
and Triplett it must be true. According 
to the Washington Times, they write, it 
was “common knowledge" at the Com­
merce Department that Hillary Rod­
ham Clinton had engineered the hiring
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.1 o the Energy Department, the great­
est danger is that in overreaction to the 
Cox report’s thirty-eight recommenda­
tions for tighter security—many of them 
valid—Congress will demand Draco­
nian security measures at the labs. Over 
the years the General Accounting Of­
fice has issued repeated warnings that 
the national laboratories have inade­
quate security protections, including 
an untrained guard force, lack of back­
ground checks on foreign visitors, and
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classified computer systems that were
not physically isolated from unclassi­
fied systems. Tn addition, scientists 
who travel abroad, even those who go 
to China, have been free to share un­
classified but potentially harmful in­
formation with foreign specialists.

Los Alamos, in the 1940s. was sur­
rounded by double-barbed wire fences 
and military police. Scientists within 
were not allowed to tell their wives 
what they were doing and were not al­
lowed to have telephones, except for 
the project director, J. Robert Oppen­
heimer—and his was tapped. Repre­
sentative Spratt, the South Carolina
Democrat on the Cox committee, warns, 
“You quickly diminish the pool of 
first-rate nuclear physicists willing to 
work for the government if you start 
Strapping them to polygraphs.” John
Pike of the Federation of American
Scientists agrees: “First-rate physicists 
don’t want to work in prisons.” How­
ard Diamond, a China analyst at the
Arms Control Association, says that 
exchanges with Chinese nuclear physi­
cists should be maintained because ex­
changes give the United States knowl­
edge about China’s closed society that 
could not be obtained in any other way.

If, as the scientific experts assure us,
Cox has exaggerated the Chinese threat, 
why are we going through this self- 
torture? Politics aside, return for a 
moment to that mysterious Chinese- 
controlled “walk-in” agent who offered 
the CIA information on the W-88. He is 
the central mystery in this case. Why 
would China risk exposing its most sen­
sitive sources within the US military es­
tablishment by telling us that it has 
stolen information on the W-88 warhead?
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House Majority Whip Tom DeLay, a 
-Texan who is now screaming loudest 
about China’s military might — have 
supported the corporations.

Perhaps the most important basic . 
fact in this brouhaha is that in 1996 
China accepted the Comprehensive 
Test Ban Treaty and has not con­
ducted a nuclear test since. Spurgeon 
Keeney of the Arms Control Associa­
tion argues that it is inconceivable that 
China would trust its national security 
to a new generation of nuclear wea­
pons, based on stolen US codes, with­
out conducting actual tests. Charles 
Ferguson of the Federation of Ameri­
can Scientists says that the best hope 
for US security is if this nation ratifies 
the Test Ban Treaty, which we signed 
in 1996, as an incentive for China's 
continued adherence. But at worst, 
Ferguson said in an interview. “China 
docs not present any kind of nuclear 
warfighting threat to us and will not 
for many years to come." It is antici­
pated that China will deploy the DF-31 
mobile missile tn the next decade, gov­
ernment sources say. but its warhead 
will be a traditionally shaped spherical
one, rather than a copy of the W-88.

P.07/07
Houston Hawkins, a former • De- ?. 

Tense Intelligence Agency nuclear- 
weapons expert who is now a top intel- .- 
ligencc official at Los Alamos, tdldj' 
The Washlngtan Post he suspected an< 
exquisite Chinese strategy: deliber-j. 
ately trigger a spy hunt, raise suspi- E 
cions about Chinese scientists in thisfe 
country, make them feel unwelcome, 
and thus stop the loss of top Chinese 
physicists who remain in the US after 
graduating from US universities. “Are 
the Chinese sophisticated enough to 
do this?” Hawkins rhetorically asked 
the Post. “They’ve been practicing es­
pionage for 2.000 years."

Even though Hawkins supports his 
suspicion with an apt citation of Chi­
nese strategist Sun Tzu. his theory 
sounds toe clever by half—until you 
remember the case of Qian Xuescn, 
the Chinese-American rocket scientist 
with whom we began this adventure. 
As a result of that McCarthyite spy 
hunt in the 1950s. China got him back: 
—and with him the knowledge to build 
its most formidable current ballistic 
missile weapons system. Qian is today 
presumed to have been a spy but no 
charges against him were ever proven. 
He was fired when “allegations arose" 
and, tn disgust, he went back to China. 
One government official, whose in­
stincts tell him the Hawkins theory is 
overly convoluted, nevertheless told 
me, “We may be creating a whole new 
generation of Qian Xuesens.” If Haw­
kins is right, the Chinese, desperate to 
stop a strategic brain drain, have given 
us exactly the kind of bail that tempted 
us into hysteria forty-five years ago. 
and we have swallowed it-
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Stanley K. Sheinbaum

30 June, 1999

Dear Bill and Hillary,

uis triste,Je suis triste

** TOTAL PAGE.02 **

President Bill Clinton
First Lady Hillary Rodham Clinton

Via Fax

The trouble was that when we got there your protectors told us that we could 
not enter because the two of you were having dinner with President Chirac. I 
tried to persuade those overly protective protectors to take my card in to see 
you, and they would have none of it. Then because I know Jacques 
Chirac—even only slightly—I tried to get the card in to him. Again, no luck.

Stanley K. Sheinbaum 
SKS/kc

34$ NottA 'Rockingham Avenue Los Angeles California 90049-2635 

'Telephone (310)472-9541 fax (310)476-9853 e-mail: sks545@aol.com

Some friends you two have turned out to be. I have just returned from Israel, 
Jordan, Paris and New York. In Paris Betty and I had reservations for dinner 
one night at our favorite restaurant, I’Ami Louis.

I began to have visions of you cutting me off from WWW com, that is the 
Whole Wide World. Should I regret that conversation on the steps of the 
Shangri la in Santa Monica? In some sense it is all my fault—at least that is 
what I hear you have been telling people!

Mi J

.-ifc .-^as SEEN
n - ’"•t
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A Stanley K. Sheinbaum

Fax
Nancy Hernreich From StanleyTo:

Pages; 2Fax:

06/30/99Phone: Date:

Thanks for passing this on to the President!

345 NoriA Rockingham Kvenue Lor Angeles California 90049-2635 

Telephone (310)472-9541 fax (310)476-9853 e-maiL sks34S@aol.com
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Stanle�einbaum -- some friends you and Hillary have turned out 
to be. In Paris, he and Betty had dinner reservations at L'Ami 
Louis, but they weren't able to enter when they arrived because 
you two were in there. He tried to persuade the overly 
protective protectors to take his card in to you, but they 
wouldn't. He began to have visions of you cutting him off. 
Should he regret the conversation on the steps of the Shangri la 
in Santa Monica? In some sense it is all his fault -- at least 
that is what he hears you've been telling people! 


