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W NEXT ON THE FOREST PLAN? 

The two major issues Pacific Northwest forest issues are the continued implementation 

of the President's Forest Plan and the controversy over the 1995 Rescissions Act tirnber rider. 

The two are not unrelated - the timber rider shields individual sales under the President's plan 

from judicial review until the end of the year, leaving the continued legal viability of the Plan 

in the wake of the timber rider an issue for the bcginning of 1997. Meanwhile, we continue 

to implement the Plan, are on track to meet our timber commitments, and continue to move 

forward highlighting interagency cooperation in streamlining consultations under the 
Endangered Species Act and working with private landowners to cstablish llabitat 

Conservation Plans that provide certainty to the landowners for periods of up to 100 years. 

The tirnber rider has in many ways been disruptive. It reopened the "timber wars" in 

the Pacific Northwest. No violent episodes have occurred to date in the demonstrations in 

Oregon and Washington, although recent high profile arrests at one particular site (Warner 

Creek) resulted in thc arrest of two newspaper reporters and seizure of their notes and photos 

(the newspaper is suing the U.S. government). While environmentalists arc disappointed that 

the rider has not been repealed, we have worked hard to confine the impacts of the rider as 

much as possiblc. 

The most controversial section of the rider -- the provision requiring release of old 

growth sales that had been previously withdrawn for environmental reasons (the so-called 

"3 18 sales") expires on September 30. Under that provisiutywrwrirrour-hmstiit-contesting 
meaning_of.21cnimunial.e_ne_g_g_hi u  and thus wcre required to provide replacement timber 

to  15 timber companies. On_Scp ember 17th, the Den ' nnounced that 

settlement had_been reached in that case with all of the timber companies that wil allow the 

Fo - e the replacement over three vegi (1997-99), in full 

coin liance with enviro mental laws and subj.ect to judicial review. Approximately 176 
million board feet is involved in this settlement. A few units of some sales under the rider 

inay not be fully harvested by September 30th; those rcmaining units will also be subject to 

environmental law and 'uclicial review, I 
510 — 

1 () 

Finally, the question of how the rider will effect the continued legal viability of the 
President's Forest Plan will bc on the table at the beginning of 1997; agencies are currently 
analyzing the biological effects of thc rider and should be prepared to address the legal issues 
by that time. 

The reniaining provisions of the rider, mandating an expedited salvage program and 
shielding sales under the President's Forest Plan, expire on December 31. Thc salvage 

program remains controversial, although Secretary Glickman's directive withdrawing sales in 

inventoried roadless areas and providing further guidance addresses some of the complaints. 

An interagency report on the salvage program is in the works, and will be followed by an 

announcement on actions that will be taken to address problems identified in that report 
(probably next month). 
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September 21, 1996 

Taibi Kahler 
Kahler Communications, Inc. 
1301 Scott Street 
Little Rock, Arkansas 72202 

Dear Taibi: 

Thanks for your letter of September 13 and for 
your kind words about our speeches -- I thought 
they all went well. Also, I appreciate your 
interest in coming up to Washington and have 
made Carol Rasco aware of your offer to help 
improve educational standards. 

We missed you in Arkansas, but there will be 
another time. Best to Shirl. 

Sincerely, 

1)(U.A., WQ-11-ertkv, 

0J,9-Litt rv,  Lko-LAZ 

XKLk tikN. 
alk9Oist-k 1U. t.u. h13J ~- ~' 
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The President and First Lady 
September 13, 1996 V r 

, 
, 

Dear Bill and Hillary, 

Shirl and I appreciated the invitation to be included in the group admitted to the 

lawn of the Old State House and see you again, but I got the card too late. (My fault, as I 

was out of town on business and hadn't checked my P.O. Box). 

I did not watch most of the convention, but I thought both of your speeches were 

excellent. I believe your addressing the issues of family and education [content] were 
particularly appropriate and effective. And with shifting your collective processes [Bill: 
Persister belief words, Workaholic fact words, and Promoter action words; Hillary: 
Persister beliefs, Workaholic facts, and Reactor feeling words; and AI Gore now doing 
Rebel humor], you are significantly reaching your audiences. I hope Bob Dole never 
realizes what an advantage it would be for him to shift his process to address Reactors 
and Rebels as it would significantly help his cause. 

Through dissertations and other research studies the Process Communication 
Model continues to be proven an extraordinarly useful and effective tool in both 
education and parenting. We are having great success with the Boys and Girls Clubs of 
America and with the mentoring programs sponsored by the Hundred Black Men in 
Atlanta. We will impact lives and help reduce violence. In addition, work in schools in 
Arizona, Arkansas, Vermont and Maryland shows that PCM can significantly improve 
student and teacher performance and learning. 

Would this be something you or Secretary of Education Richard Riley would like 
to cite on the campaign trail as a program to improve our educational standards in the 
coming four years? I am aware that Secretarv Riley does not have any background in 
Process Communication but I would be happy to explain it to him if you wish. If ýou 
agree, will you arrange an appointment for me and Joe Pauley, my representative in 
Washington, D.C.? I know Secretary Riley would not have time to attend a three day 
seminar, but perhaps one of his senior staff could attend. Alternatively, either Joe or I 
would be willing to provide a one or two day private tutorial for him. 

I look forward to hearing from you and to helping your re-election campaign in 
any way you believe I can be useful. 

With loyalty an esp-  t, 
% 

~s ~.<~ ~~,.~-. 
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Taibi Kahler 
- Kahler Communications, Inc. 

1301 Scott Street 
Little Rock, Arkansas 72202 
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by decorating it like a dorm room, - Gyro's ads, Wee this one for Reactor . . complete with tasteless jokes taped- -clothing, have had a very specific style. " a 

• • They use various sizes of type, nonsensi-k-o. . Continued on Page D9 cal copy and distorted photographs. . - 
. . . . ~ 
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Lotus Gears Up 
o eta $fice, . 

Internet ie 
BYLAURENCE Zile-KERMAN : 
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• 

, 93.8 

'96,4 
148.6 
,48.2 
42:4 
21.6 

-103.5 
136.2 
112.2 
67.9 

282.9 
- 

100.6 

, the stakes were not suhigh. Barely a ye 
after LB.M. spent $3 billion to flap* 31.6 Lotus, much of .the computer induttryls 

517.6 ' focuSed on Selling netivorks that enable 
workers at medium and large conipanik 
to eidiange electmillernessages and MI 
laborate on documents. It is a market that 

' Lotus pioneered and One where 
it still holds a - ' . technical advantage 
over ita rivals in vleW emany analysts, 

But rather than being at the center of trie 
' action, LiStas &ids &mil on thUside . 
• With a new markating blitz belghlhhIll 

week,'tig5 company hopes to remind* 

CAMBRIDGE, , Mass. — .Colleen Grif-
fiths, a .product developer at the Loma 

, Development Corporation, had to suppresš 
a laugh recently when an executive it 
large bank asked her why he shbuld yiSk 
his business on new Lotus Internet soft-
ware when he could choose "mature tett. 
pologr froni the two-year-old Netstak, 
Commimications CorporatiOn. ;, • :A • 

Lesš than a year ago, Ms. Gifffiths add 
. her Lotus colleagues were con*etrie 

widespread perception that In et gift.. 
ware from fledgling companies like Nit: 
scape had made Lotus's 19-year-o1d4kites 
software obsolete., Now, as she demtv 49.6 strifes Domino, a new Internet version-of 
Notes, she has been confmnted, with 

41.6 view that the Lotus software isimtest ' 4  -; 
The sitUation would indeed lie funril 

49.3 
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clothing ad for Eagle's Eye dresses. A4,-,i,.. them. Many others, however, are 
year later, Gyro caused a stir by usimeat young careerists, devoted to work 
picture of Charles Mansonin an a lor and socking away money in tax-shel- - 
another lathing manufaCturer. " s-
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1,4,211 - . - 
. izing fitemet as rzgine of Develo , .  

. • ,  

ait indication of where pri-
By STEirg LOHR' : - ' " • ' *  . - " 1161nvestmerit in the Intentet - COUNTY SIZE HOSTS 

, " • • , "Pt ,  i , - Ithdrdið not by to ineas-' ' -; : - ,Iniki—liel-06'Wtood • 
' ' * iriltmckbt motile using the Inter- - -  °fh°861 Pa**) 

47.1 
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0 Allegheny, Pa. , 64,616 
(DPhiadelphia, Pa. . 62,387 

_The City Conitettion ;Wray's, Tex.  

and Directory. - ServiCes'iIfic. arid* NetiVP 
zards Internet DOmaiirsUrveys, 

Entitled -"Leaders -and Loserili -the 
Internec the study used the haft cutinfris 
a measure of where the infrastruCttigef 
the Internet is ciiikentrated.liost cOmPut-
ers are typically morepoiverftilniadlin ' • • l-each with its own Intifiet 

. 
, 

• ; , • , • 

• 
• ;-• - 

• 

ment 

For yess, experts' lui , •  
computer technolOwk d-.13 

•, 
' Clara, =.354:6 , 

mise of old brickeliiii -mortif;,Citi ei central measurement in the study caw. • 
"The Third Wave. MI 1900;.arie; &funk , • a ccefitY-by-county analY'sla. The five (9 Middlesex, Mass: 243,765 
Alvin Toffler sketcUed'out*Piiii,on*JS' 
gions of workers liberated from;the 
and hassle of Urban areaa bl.cbmputers 
and telecommunicationsAnštead, he ire-
dicted, they would work froMiximes soon 
to be transformed lnto far-flimg - 
ic cottages." ; 4 , ' t 

. • • • •••, , f 

Recently, the rise of the Internet' has 
added weight to the theory,ottech,, 
led urban decline. The griMak toinPitter 
network, after all, is seen as 4 piiiierfid tool 
that could decentralize ripOlhd liviag , 
patterns. • - : - 

But to date, the impact otthe Internet 
has been mainly tO•reinfoice the econonlit 
and intellectual leadetihiP.Ota handfulut. 
urban centers and Oeldriyaulkirbs, accord..., 
ing to an analysis by the' Taub tirriali—

CaniblidgeNaSS.,•-area,Los Angeles, Man-
hattantiihd•-Flirfax County in Virginia. 

25 counties,,the 
. a Sevof tieeralta

u
fnajor4

n
meri

ec

 
finlike the list

li
,
s

incl 
Fran

Di 
•addigo;Minneapp Seattle, San 
CO4Dalles4ad Washington. 

Hut ObserVed, "SOMe Of the 
, iiatibn'atimitirclties, like Houston, Miami, 

- Detreit Mid -NeW -Orleans are not Major 
pafticipentir in the hiVniet.!" . , - 
• ;.These-citfes Ataire net yet nurtured a 
large nuMber rifInfernetrelated- bininest-

mst'Intanet hcist cm' 0 Los Angeles, 15044 f• interrAttfgallicon Valley, the Boston- Calif. : - • 
• 

O New York 146,371 
O Falrfax, Va. - 131,874 

• 0 Orange, Calif. 123,685 
O San Diego, Calif. 111,a81 
O Cook, Ill. 110,726 
O Hennepin, Minn. 109,047 
CI San Mateo, Calif. 92,781 

• 

(3) Salt Lake, Utah 90,693 
12  . lameda, Calif. 89,851 

htenaw. 8 as 2,790 • 
Mich. ,  ' - - • Continued on Ri se 110i7 

ED King, Wash. 79,142 
Research Center at'New.;York UniversitYir  

The New, -YOrlt.'-University4-studyire.-
leased triday,hicU4iiiiithe lnteitietITOM 
engine of economic alittleitiolitHeYele* - - - - meet The ehives liv:iteua here  - The counties with the Most mternet hosts, 
ined the locatiount'tthilputers a re*. as of January-1996areloCated In 
cehhected oelnternet oto ose*orittm  metropolitaq areas and at univerSities. - , , • 
puters.lriey worked frontd ' . . , 
two seikiniltifirliiiiiCiiititriefrifir , 
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Sizing Up Internet as Engine of Development 
t 
1 4.Continued Froth First liminess Page 

•es in the way that New York has 
- become a center for developers of 

: World Wide Web sites, Los Angeles 
i ;has become the. capital of high-tech 
i special effeets for • :movies, or the 
' iSeattle area hai benefited from new 

companies started: in the shadow of 
the Microsoft Corporation. 

• "The location of Internet hosts," 
the study •saidP'suggesta. that there 
is anew pattern of leaders and losers 
1n modern inetropolitan Owth." 
i The Internet, to besure, is merely 
the latest ,waye of technolOgy;  that 
;affects cities tvenly, helping some 
and punishineethers. peep-water 
ports; railroads, the telephone and 
the automobile' all brought changes 
in the,  geegraphic distribution of 
:wealth andpeople. ' 
, In the futurei:the New YorkUni-
versity. study asserts, access to the 
Internet and techniAaLknoW-how to 

. exploit Computer'4ichnolekr,  may 
well be the keys to eixonomic develep-
ment. "The futureis going to belong 
to those cities and regiens with:the 
information-driven industries and, 

addl. 
—Paul Saffe,Irdirector of thelasti- ton, the address listedl Inter-
tute for the Future, agrees that net computer may not always be 
con Valley will be the model. But he , where the machine actually is. 
says it is a model that suggests that Yet David Gelernter, a conipiner 
new. high-tech clusters will develop. science professor at Yale University 

Computer engineers, Mr. Saffo questioned notthe methodOlogy, bu 
notes; gathered in Silicon Valley the  significan_ce•Of =main cluste 
partly because of Stanford Universi- of Internet host 'machines-. The 

• ty and the nearby government re- sults of the study, he said, show  -, 
search laboratories. Yet the weath-• that Internet ainnections aresp 
er, landicape s  and life Style .also ing beyond their university and co 
made it a place where people Wanted puter-company origies (Silicon V 
to stay. Once the indUstry tea:rept; ley and Boston-Cambridge) and in 

he mites, the business: advantagespf centers of affluent, well-educat 
people (Manhattan and Los,  chuiparine bacanie increasingly lin-

portant. . - „, les).  , 
'"The Internet thday, is about •Already, he sees evidence of com- poiered consumerisin,'" said 

ple novi use it for hangingisit, 
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. , Microsoft. oftware Seen for Small Devices 
SEA*LE, Selit. 15 (Reutets) — acle coiporntionbas popularized the.-

rThe,Bfferesoft rporation plans to tonceptivf a ;500 constimer:deVicke 
! announce on M citty that a version thattan.gain access to the Internet,: 
1 titha,,Vadefiii rating system Microsoft offiCialt dedineci ,  tb.̀ 

• I fcir•hand4ield t.devices will comment last weekbut the company, 
A be availablathity ,'People SidditiMuld haVe an Mmoimeemedt. 
; iar with ,the companyeAldans said. earlÿ.Mondayon '!a significant addl-; 
; - The imitein,' Whidowa•CEc is being den in the area of Microsoft Windows 
I introduced two years after Microsoft platform software!' 
scuttled a similar. project known.•  as :r MiCrosoft,' eieCutives ' had preVi-
Winpad, beCause its intensive ously•..disclosed ' plant to supply a 

, ry requirements Wetild have ,iniade • system for hand-held devices in time 
: thelardware toci"coetly. .• ' ' for the holiday season. :The devices 

Since then the growth Of the InteiR range from a "smart" wireless tele-
aet has expended Ahe.market for. • phone to personal organizers with 
small wireless devices, While theVr- communications capabilities. 

* 0 

coiding to Mr.. Moss. Works, Imown as in 

t 
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puter professionals settling in nevi ' , . Gelerpter, who writes about; 
, . ogy's• impact en sOciety.f"Most 

• • 

, 

said. 
. "Leaders and Losers on the Ii 

areas, attracted by the life style and — ner will be, posted at the New • L people with the skills to thrive ,in - high_špeed telecommunications  lino. 
those industries;"*- said -Mitchell tiniveridty urban research c 

in places like Santa Fe, N.M., Mid site on the World Wide Web (ht "Moss, director of the urban research • Telluride, Colo. - www.nyu.edu/urban). The Web center ' at. New York University: '---- Mr • "The Internet won't mean the fer. Matrix Information and D Moss was the co-author of the Inter- (teeth of urban centers;" Mr. - Saffo ry.. :.-- -'~•-- - ---- --_.-_ _• , - _ . . services Is hut) Wwww d-
LorBL-The, site for Netwizards ter-
net , Domain' StirveYs h :// 

' , z 
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says, irellkely to 'extend their lead, eventually 'mean an explosion In   -  
m Telecomunications deregulatiOn, smile exurban areas!  leading to a 

he believes, will mean that neiiln- migration not seen since the stiOnr.7 ' 
vestment win increasbigly go into ,Panizatioiref the 1950's." : ' ' 
the existing high-tech.4ust,04he - Coinputer experts point out that ! 

, 3 
New Computer Server Set 

' PALO ALTO, Calif., Sept. 15 en, 
tem) — The Hewlett-Packa ' 
pany plans to raise the stak the 

rpt con* . . - .. : r N  acceleing 
people, investment a)td locationasiAlifficult to 'do' preeisely:  „ ,  .   
the SilicOn Vali  Model will more The method titled for the 'New York 
andthore • • ,  

eliati,ern of eco- UniiiiidtAstndy does,aot• count the 
' , '" • ' • 

notnictdevelop natiOnally, ac- inaclines-on internal corporate net... 
fast-growing : matiettiferoe puter 
:Servers Monday byAntredit mod-
els that are more,thaapyite fast 
as their: predecessore • The HP 

: 9oopline.Offserversioo.  ma at 
theteart aUeonindter ne is 
based ,• an ilhe company's PA=RISC 
8000 • microprocessor. The introduC-
Akin follows a sluggish tranSltion to 
,BPOSY•PA43000,based work stations 
" hilt* but.comes at a time of rapid 
greWthin the tharket for serliers7t, 
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"' industry that there is more to the 
future of the Internet than the so-

, I • called browser war between Net-
scape and the Microsoft Corporation. 

While revenues from sales of In-
ternet software are expected to grow 
to $8.5 billion over the next three 

, years from $127 million last year, 
. „ , according to Forrester Research 
Inc., about $4.4 billion of that total 

, will be sales of software like Domino 
7 ' that runs on servers — the larger 
„ computers that host and manage 

' - sites on the World Wide Web. 

, By comparison, the total estimat-
•, ' ed sales from browsers in 1999, ac-

cording to the Cambridge-based re-
. search firm, will be $440 million, one-"  

:„ tenth of the server market. 
, ,„ Capturing its share of the reve-
• noes in future years, however, de-• • 

pends on how well Lotus can capture 
, the attention of the industry now. 
"Lotus has been marginalized," said 
Geoffrey A. Moore, president of the 

_ Chasm Group, a Silicon Valley mar-
- keting consultant. "They are notin a • • 

very good position to compete for 
, mindshare." 

, -„ Without "mindshare — the atten-
, 0,, tion of thousands of third-party soft-

• ware developers, industry analysts, 
trade journalists and customers — 

•;, teven the best technologies can 
tounder. That is a lesson that I.B.M. 
learned the hard way with OS/2, its 
operating system for personal com-
•puters. Many experts considered it to 

,.„1.be technically superior to Micro-
, soft's Windows, but it never caught 
. on because of poor marketing. 

. , , "I think people 'Avho iAmderstand 
, „Jour products underatitid that we 

41ave the technology tO lake the in-
,-,,;,dustry where it is goinf,”.,MiChael D. 
, Almon, Lotus's chief executive,said 

,in an interview last week.  
•But\he admitted that there aristill 

__relatively few people in that catego-
Ty. "We have to do a lot of work and 
,spend a lot of money," he added. 

That procesS will hegin this week. 
The company will iminiote Domino 
with advertising infpublications and 
on the Internet's''World Wide Web, 

' and plans to anneunce a developers 
'conference to be, held in Anaheim, 

' Y %Calif., in November to encourage 
, third-party software writers and 

Y .computer services providers to build 
Web sites using Domino. 

' , Paradoxically, Lotus faces an up-
•ftill battle trying to sell the virtues of 
its server software at a time when 

• 'much of the industrir is racing to 
• .match it. 

The biggest criticism of Notes is 
that it is not built around Internet 
standards and it is expensive. Lotus 
recognized the oroblem late last  

year and set out to reconfigure Notes' 
to complement the Internet rather' 
than compete against it. The result is• 
Domino, which was introduced in 
July, and is now priced below Net-
scape's Suitespot offering because it 
can be used with the Netscape and 
Microsoft browsers. 

The software includes many of 
Notes' most powerful features, in-
cluding sophisticated security, the 
ability to limit access to information 
to specific workers, a data base for 
electronic discussions, and the abili-
ty to easily synchronize different 
versions of the saine document resid-
ing on different computers. . 

Many of these same features have 
been promised by Netscape for the 
next version of its software due out 
next year. Microsoft and Novell Ific. 
are also trying to match Domino 
with their products. And Radnet, a 
year-old company also based in 
Cambridge, advises people to think 
of its Webshare product as "Notes 
for the rest of us." ,.- 

But a July report by the Yankee 
Group, a Boston consulting firm, put 

The industry is about 
tOGndOUtif].BDA. 
Iearnecl a rnarkeing 
Iesson wih OS/2. 

. , - 
. , • 

Domino 12 to 18 months ahead of 
Netscape and Microsoft in develop-
ing server software. 

Indeed, Netscapes co-founder and 
chief technologist, Marc L. Andrees-
sen, was so impressed with Domino 
when he first saw it last June that he 
and other Netscape executives ap-
proached Lotus about a partnership 
that would link the Netscape browser 
with the Domino server, according to 
an executive familiar with the: 
The brief discussions ended  
both sides realized that there vies no 
way around the fact that they were 
competing head-to-head for the serv-
er . , market. •• . - 

In public, Netscape officials are 
not complimentary about Domino. 
"They are trying to layer on Internet 
compatibility on top of what they 
have and you pay a very big price 
when you do that," Eric Hahn, a 
senior vice president at Netscape, 
said last week. The price, he said, 
would come in diminished perform-
ance by the software. It might also 
mesh poorly with other Internet pro-
grams, he asserted. 

As Lotus gears up to promote 
Domino. friction with Netscaoe has  

increased. The two, mpanies re-
cently clashed over a, st compari-
son in a Netscape advertisement that 
Lotus said inaccuritOly inflated 
Domino's price. Mr.ltisman said 
that Lotus had been cofisidering su-
ing Netscape until late' last week 
when Netscape executiVes agreed to 
withdraw the comparist*. 

Momino has been wellireceived so 
far by the estimated 6.3 million users 
of Notes because it gives them a 
seamless link to the Internet The 
challenge now is to sell Domino to the 
much larger universe ofreompanies 
that do not have Notes lind do not 
intend ever to buy the sOftware be-
cause' they think it is outii date: 

".'llotes is not cool," &aid David 
Marsha, an Analyst with the Patri-
cia Seybold Group in Boiton. "It's 
looked at as proprietary Oiten though 
it supports all the Internet stand-
ards. Irs looked at as expenšive even 
though it is a lot cheaper than Net-
scape. It's essentially a bad rap." 

Mr. Zisman said the company 
hoped to focus its efforts on estab-
lishing Domino as a superiot, way to 
manage Web sites, or as aAway to 
play host to on-line discussion 

Cambridge neighborhood. Doykns of 
shops, reštaurants and othe busi-
nesses have a presence on site. 
With Domino, each business up-
date its Web page remotel sing 
any common browser. So a tau-
rant can change its list of daily spe-
cials on the Web without the help of a 
software engineer, • who ight 
charge-$100 an hour. 

"Without a fool like Dom we 
would not be able to support 7 eb 
sites and hope to make any fit-' y," 
said V. A. Shiva, president anclaiief 
executive of Millennium Producdons 
Inc., which built and maint e 
Harvard Square site. • - 

To attract more interest froth the 
Internet community, the compan is 
also considering breaking Domine's 
features into components and giOng 
soine of them away piecemeal 40er 
the Internet, even though one f 
Domino's main strengths is tha It 
offers an integrated set of featu 

, that form a powerful package. It
o

 
Mr. Zisman said he had come 

realize that Domino might be too far 
.ahead of the market, so Lotus will 
' give customers what they want to-
day even though he is convinced that 
the demand for Domino's full capa-
bilities will soon grow.  

"There is nothing more frustrat-
ing," he added, "than trying to sell 
someone a solution to a problem that 
thev don't know thev have." 

i 

1 

r 

1,,groups. • 
A good example is a n6.T site 

Called Harvard-Square.com 
(http: //harvard-square.com)#which 
is a virtual representation ' f the 

• 
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ME Crum foe The New Toot Timm. Illaftfulen by elmff,AP Steven Grasse, standing, and his staff at Gyro Worldwide in Philadelphia create ads aimed at Generation X for companies like R.I. Reynolds Tobacco. . , 

- 
• 

Ww ter seeing parents or older siblings 
downsized out of )obs. 

"This generation's spending pow._ 
er may be 80 percent of what baby 
boomers' was at those age levels and 
thelr prlorltles are so much differ-
ent," sald Brltt Beemer, chairman of 
America's Research Group, a mar-
ket research tlrm In Charleston, s C., 

rnpany 
ompany, 
•the last 
zek, after 
?signed, 

- 
•mlght be 

By JENNIFER STEINHAUER 
- 

\ 

/4" 

PHILADELPHIA — Steven 
Grasse, who at 31 slts precarlously 
on the edge' of the demographlc 

' group known as Generation X, rath-
er likes the stereotypes that paint 

. 

the group as a listless and cynical 

"irrFl'ocl'-saLterrArr' .1,1pPrirsteiNd, '4:7"  
Gq1.99e, who runs the advert sin Otween 1964 and 1977. 1 

' flrm 'Gyro Worldwide here, "have M " "If anyone thtnks they have no 
' - Made me a wealthy man " buying power, they have no idea of 

this generation, he added. "They 
are savvy at a younger age, they 
drlve about 30 percent of computer 
sales, they have had some of the 
most major impact on book super-
stores and they single-handedly de-
stroyed the mall-based music stores 
by buying In free-standing stores." 

So the Issue was never whether to 
market to them, but what to market 
to them. And how. 

Mr. Grasse belleves he has the 
answers to both questlons. Flrst, cre- 
ate an aura of cootness at his agency 
by decorating It like a dorm room, 
complete with tasteless Jokes taped 

i 4 
! ( 

r t -' 

, 

' mnd 
he 
lepers 
eaders, 
cllne, 
D8.! 

tv o a ci Tv•—•"'' 

' 'entire buslness

Indeed Mr. Grasse, who declined 

 out of marketing to a 

,. 

-„to -divulge hls salary, has bullt an 

groim of consumers that has eluded 
,marketehfroralmost a decade. 

But none orthe stereotypes fit the 
group easlly. Sure, many are too 
young and underemployed to afford 
the cappucclno makers and Infiniti 

icars that lure their baby-boomer eld-
,ers ; yet they are too old and overem-
ployed to buy the polyester clothes 
hawked to the youngsters behind 
them. Many others, however, are 
young careerlsts, devoted to work 
and socking away money in tax-shel-
tered 401(k) retirement accounts af-

i ý et 
-and 
ng them 
ms.Com, 

. Y . 

°'~«--~s 

, Gyro Worldwide . 
Iasi Gyro-tee-1W this more tradiponal•,  
clothing ad farEagle's Eye dresses. A.,<, 
year later, Gyre, caused a stir by using"a 
picture of alma Manson in an adtor 
another clothing manufacturer. 

- * - 

Ite 
ir times, 
Edltlon is 
ts World 
watched 
ging fees 

-C0, 0 work.. • 
HMS Since the Manson controversy, -- 
Gyro's ads, like this one for Reactor 
clothing, have had a very specific style. 
They use various sizea of type, nonsensi-,...,  
cal copy and distorted photographs. ; 

Continued on Page D9 
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MYRON M. CHERRY 
+E::?=: 1\jiMAS3EE 

September 17, 1996 

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton 
President of the United States 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

Chicago was a great tribute to your leadership. You succeeded in 
accomplishing in a few days what the City has been trying to do for decades - 
finally putting an end to the miasma created by the '68 Convention. The support 
from the National Police Association is an historic response to your 
administration's commitments to public safety. Daily I run into people who echo 
these broad endorsements. I know you will not let your staff or the Clinton/Gore 
team be complacent because too much is at stake. 

I would like to remind you again of my interest in becoming a member (or 
Chairman) of the National Gambling Impact Study Commission. I wrote to you 
about this on August 20, 1996 and I received a note from you on August 23, 
1996 indicating that you had forwarded my request on to Bob Nash. I spoke with 
Bob today also to emphasize my continued interest and the unique public policy 
skills which I believe I can bring to the task. You also know that my loyalty is 
completely to you and the goals you foster. 

As you know, Senator Paul Simon was a key sponsor of the Act which 
created the Commission, and he has recently written Bob Nash requesting that I 
be considered as one of the White House appointments. This means a lot to me 
because the study is very important to Paul. I enclose a copy of Paul's note to 
Bob Nash. Congressman (hopefully Senator) Durbin and others have also written 
in support of an appointment for me. 

Kind personal regards. 

, 

Myro M. C = rry 

C_ 

1 it

 - Respeci ful --,,, 



462 DIRKSEN BUILDING 
WASHINGTON. DC 20510-1302 

202/224-2152 
TDD: 202/224-5469 

230 S. DEARBORN 
KLUCZYNSKI BLDG., 38TH FLOOR 

CHICAGO. IL 60604 
312/353-4952 

TDD: 312/786-0308 

3 WEST OLD CAPITOL PLAZA 
SUITE 1 

SPRINGFIELD. IL 62701 
217/492-4960 

TDD: 217/544-7524 

250 WEST CHERRY 
R

CARBOWNOMAL1E.15-IL 8 62901 
618/457-3653 

. PAUL SIMON COMMITTEES 

' ILLINOIS LABOR ANO HUMAN RESOURCES 
JUDICIARY 

BUDGET 

Mad 6States 6Senate INDIAN AFFAIRS 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-1302 
- 

September 11, 1996 

The Honorable Bob J. Nash 
Assistant To the President 
Office of Presidential Personnel 
Room 153 
Old Executive Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 25000 

Dea,-  ur+h: 

- $ 

- 
ClILWI 4, 

I am writing in reference to the National Gambling Impact Study 

Commission Act of 1996, P.L. 104-169, which charges President 

Clinton with selecting three individuals to serve on the 

Commission. As the October 1 deadline approaches, I am 

requesting that you give Myron Cherry your consideration for one 

of these positions. 

He s a responsible person who would bring ability and 
• pendence to the position. 

• 
be discussing this with you soon. 

C ially, 

Paul Sim 
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THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN 
q / a 3/q e THE WHITE HOUSE 

WAS H I N GTO N 

September 22, 1996 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE ENT 

FROM: TODD STERN ITh-r, 

SUBJECT: Assertion of Executive Privilege re Haiti Documents 

The attached Lake/Quinn memo recommends that you assert Executive Privilege over 47 documents relating to Haiti subpoenaed by the House International Relations Committee (HIRC). The return date on the subpoena is Tuesday, September 24. If you do not agree on the assertion of privilege, Jack and Tony will have to make the best deal they can with Chairman Gilman on Monday. Consequently, you need to decide this issue by tomorrow morning. 

Background. HIRC is investigating Administration's reaction to allegations of political killings by persons associated with Aristide. We have cooperated and produced 1100 documents, withholding about 90. We provided a list of these and we redacted copies of non-Presidential documents. We also offered to brief on all the documents, conditioned only on Gilman's (not just his staffs) presence. He refused and a subpoena was served on Andy Sens Thursday, September 19. There are 47 documents at issue, 26 Presidential and 21 NSC deliberative documents. While the documents demonstrate that we aggressively pursued the killings issue with Aristide, Jack and Tony still urge an assertion of Executive Privilege. 

Executive Privilege. Pro: (1) Documents implicate your core constitutional responsibility for conduct of foreign affairs. Foreign leaders must have confidence that their conversations with you are private; your senior staff must be able to give you candid advice, not chilled by anticipation of Congressional inquiry; (2) We made reasonable efforts to accommodate Congress's informational needs -- Committees investigating Bosnia/Iran matter accepted similar arrangements with us; (3) We need to defend Presidential prerogatives, disabusing Congress of notion that we will never draw a firm line when it makes unreasonable document demands. Lee Hamilton stressed this point. AG concurs that assertion of privilege is appropriate. Con: There is some precedent from Iran-Contra and Iraqgate inquiries of rmitting Congress access to this kind of material. Also, some will cry "cover-up", though ou efforts at accommodation should undercut that claim. Leon concurs in Tony and Jack's reco mendation that you assert Executive Privilege. 

Disapprove Discuss 
Approve 
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September 20, 1996 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM : JACK QUINN R • 

ANTHONY E 

SUBJECT: Executive Privilege over Haiti Documents 

PURPOSE 

This memorandum sets forth considerations as to whether you should invoke Executive Privilege over 26 Presidential and 21 NSC deliberative documents related to Haiti. These documents were subpoenaed by the House International Relations Committee 
yesterday. The return date on the subpoena is Tuesday, September 27. For the reasons set forth below, we recommend that you invoke executive privilege. 

ESSENTIAL BACKGROUND 

The House International Relations Committee (the"HIRC") and the House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence (the "HPSCI") are conducting inquiries into the Administration's reaction to allegations of political killings by individuals associated with former President Aristide. 

We have cooperated fully with the committee inquiries, including by giving them access to over 1,100 CIA, Defense, State, and NSC documents. Consistent with longstanding practice, we did withhold from the committees about 90 documents which involved 
Presidential communications, NSC deliberations, or senior-level agency communications with the White House. We provided the committees a list of the withheld documents and offered to try to accommodate their interest in the information in the documents while protecting our confidentiality interests. 

In response, the HIRC staff suggested that the NSC redact 
deliberative material from the non-Presidential documents and give the committee access to the non-redacted, factual 
information. We did so. 

Notwithstanding this accommodation, HIRC Chairman Ben Gilman last week obtained (by party-line vote) authority to subpoena the documents and then demanded that his staff be given access to 
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roughly half of them. In staff-level discussions, and in a 
letter from Jack Quinn to Gilman, we offered three proposals to 
accommodate the committee's interests or narrow the number of 
documents in dispute. When those offers were rejected, Jack Quinn 
and Sandy Berger met with Gilman. We then offered to brief the 
contents of ALL of the documents to the committee and its staff, 
subject only to the condition that Gilman be present with his 
staff when the 26 Presidential documents were briefed. (Our 
reasoning is that intrusion into a Presidential document is only 
justifiable if the Chairman of the requesting committee considers 
the matter important enough to make a few hours available for a 
briefing.) Lee Hamilton endorsed the suggestion. Gilman, 
however, would not accept that he must be present for the 
briefing and continued to insist that his staff be able to read 
the NSC deliberative material. 

Thursday, Gilman served a subpoena on Andrew Sens, the Executive 
Secretary of the NSC (Tab B). It requires the NSC to produce 51 
identified documents by 5PM next Tuesday. The only defense to 
the subpoena is an assertion of Executive Privilege. 

WHETHER TO ASSERT EXECUTIVE PRIVILEGE 

Four of the 51 subpoenaed documents are either inconsequential or 
not in the NSC's custody. The remaining 47 documents fall into 
two categories: 

-- 26 Presidential documents (including memoranda from Tony Lake 
to you and from Secretary Christopher to the Vice President; 
memoranda reflecting your, the VP's, Tony's and SandY's 
conversations with Aristide or PM Michel; drafts of memoranda to 
you; and talking points for use with Ari.stide or Michel.) 

-- 21 NSC deliberative documents (including memoranda related to 
deputies committee meetings of the NSC and internal NSC 
deliberative memoranda.) 

- 
The 47 documents demonstrate that we pursued the issue of 
political killings aggressively with Aristide. Nonetheless, we 
recommend you assert privilege over them. 

First, the document request implicates your ability to carry out 
your core Constitutional responsibility for the conduct of 
foreign affairs. Foreign leaders must have confidence that their 
conversations with you are private. We can and should brief 
Congress on your meetings with foreign leaders. But if foreign 
leaders learn that transcripts of their conversations with you 
are shared with Congress, they are far less likely to speak to 
you with the candor you need and that the public interest 
requires. Similarly, if you are to carry out your constitutional 
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duties effectively, you (and the VP) require absolutely candid 
advice from your most senior foreign policy aides as well as a 
White House mechanism (the NSC process) that analyzes foreign 
policy options freely and frankly for you. Sharing deliberative 
material relating to that advice and the process by which it is 
formulated will chill candid discussion as NSC participants --
with an eye to Congressional inquiries -- may shade their advice 
or the options they put on the table. 

• 

Second, we have made a more than reasonable effort to accommodate 
Congress' legitimate informational needs, as the Constitution 
requires, before this invocation of Executive Privilege. We have 
provided the Congress more than 1,100 documents, as well as 
numerous staff briefings and interviews. We have offered to 
brief each of the remaining documents, making clear Congress 
retained the ability to subpoena the documents if it found the 
briefing inadequate. (The Senate Select Committee on 
Intelligence found this an acceptable accommodation in its 
Bosnia/Iran inquiry, and the House Select Bosnia Sub-Committee 
has agreed to a briefing on these terms.) Chairman Gilman, on 
the other hand, has refused to take the little time a briefing 
would require, even though it might meet his informational needs. 

Third, as custodians of the institutional interests of the 
presidency, we need to push back on Congressional intrusions into 
Presidential prerogatives. The "accommodation" process will only 
work with Congress if we are ultimately willing to withhold 
documents where disclosure would compromise the functions of the 
Executive Branch. One factor in Gilman's decision to proceed 
with his subpoena was clearly his staff's argument that we would 
fold in the face of a subpoena, as we found necessary over the 
travel office documents. We need to disabuse Congress of the 
notion that we will not draw a firm line, particularly as it 
seeks to expand its inquiries into the national security arena 
and other core areas of presidential responsibility. Failure to 
push back will encourage other Congressional committees, which to 
date have been sensitive to Presidential confidentiality 
interests in the foreign affairs area, to insist on the same kind 
of access to Presidential communications as Gilman is seeking. 
(Lee Hamilton has stressed this point and urged us to hold firm.) 

The Justice Department has reviewed the documents at issue and 
the Attorney General concurs that an assertion of Executive 
Privilege is legally appropriate. (A letter from the AG is 
attached at Tab C). Previous Administrations have protected 
similar documents from Congressional inquiry, including through 
the assertion of Executive Privilege. (Please be aware, however, 
that there is some precedent for permitting Congressional access 
to such documents: in the course of Congressional inquiries into 
the Iran-Contra affair and into various allegations regarding the 
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Bush Administration's policies toward Iraq before the Gulf War 
("Iraggate")). 

We believe that if you assert Executive Privilege, the HIRC will 
recommend that the House adopt a contempt resolution. Given the 
shortness of the time remaining in Congressional session, it is 
not clear whether the full House would be able to vote contempt, 
but we need to accept that is a possibility. Some will try to 
portray the assertion of privilege as a "cover up." However, we 
think that this assertion will be undercut by our clear 
willingness to brief the substance of ALL the documents to 
Gilman. 

If you do not assert Executive Privilege, we will try to strike 
the best deal we can with Gilman on Monday, prior to surrendering 
the documents. However, his staff has made it clear that Gilman 
will not accept a deal unless it (1)drops the requirement for 
members to be present during the briefing of Presidential 
documents, and (2)allows committee staff to read some of the NSC 
deliberative documents. We do not believe either concession 
would serve the long-term interests of the Presidency. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you assert Executive Privilege over the 47 documents, by 
signing the directive not to produce the documents to the 
committee which is attached at Tab A. 

Approve 

Disapprove 

Discuss 

- 

Tab A - Directive to Andrew Sens 
Tab B - Subpoena, with Index of Documents 
Tab C - Memo from Attorney General 
Tab D - Draft Quinn Response to Gilman 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANDREW SENS 
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

SUBJECT: Congressional Subpoena for NSC Documents 

In connection with its inquiry into human rights abuses i.n 
Haiti, the Committee on International Relations of the House of 
Representatives issued a subpoena demanding production of certain 
documents that relate to my core Constitutional responsibility 
for the conduct of foreign affairs. The documents sought include 
memoranda of conversations between me or the Vice President and 
a foreign Head of State, memoranda to me and the Vice President 
from our most senior foreign policy advisors, and documents 
relating to deliberations in the National Security Council 
process. The subpoena requires that 51 listed documents be 
produced to the Committee on Tuesday, Sept. 24. 

After consultation with the Attorney General and the Counsel 
to the President, I have decided to invoke Executive Privilege 
with respect to the 47 documents identified in the attached list 
and I hereby direct you not to provide them to the Committee. 
Compelled release to Congress of documentd—recording 
conversations between a foreign President or Prime Minister and 
me, the Vice President, or the National Security Adviser or his 
deputy on my behalf, would inhibit the candid diplomatic 
communication which I must have in executing my Constitutional 
responsibility for the conduct of foreign affairs. Compelled 
release of the advice provided to me and the Vice President by 
our most senior foreign policy advisers, or of the deliberations 
related to the National Security Council process, would seriously 
chill the deliberative and analytic process that is integral to 
my formulation of foreign policy. As I am convinced that 
production of these documents would impair the ability of the 
President to execute his Constitutional responsibilities for 
foreign affairs for years to come and be a disservice to our 
country's interests, I am compelled to assert executive privilege 
with respect to them. 
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Please inform the Committee of my decision. I also request 
that the NSC reaffirm its willingness to accommodate the 
Committee's interest in these documents, consistent with these 
instructions and without violating the Constitutional doctrine of 
separation of powers, by briefing the Chairman and Ranking Member 
about them. 

Attachment 



1. NSC Electronic Mail Message from Larry Rossin for Samuel Berger (28 October 1994), 
#2 from 8 August 1996 list 

2. NSC Electronic Mail Message (draft script) from Regina Genton to Cathy Hammond (7 
December 1994) #5 from 8 August 1996 list 

• 

3. State Department Memorandum from James F. Dobbi's to Strobe Talbott (22 December 
1994), #7 from 8 August 1996 list 

• 

4. NSC Electronic Mail Message from Richard Clarke for Samuel Berger (12 April 1995), 
#24 from 8 August 1996 list 

5. NSC Memorandum from Richard Clarke to Samuel Berger (14 April 1995), #25 from 8 
August 1996 list 

6. NS.C Electronic Mai1 Message from Robert Ma11ey to Richard Clarke (20 April 1995), 
#27 from 8 August 1996 list 

7. NSC Memorandum from Bruce Pease to Anthony Lake (6 June 1995), #33 from 8 
August 1996 list 

8. NSC Memorandum from Dallas Brown to Samuel Berger (22 August 1995), #44 from 8 
August 1996 list 

• 

9. Defense Department Memorandum from John Merrill, et al, to Deputy Stcretary of 
Defense (28 August 1995), #45 from 8 August 1996 list 

10. NSC Memorandum for Deputies Committee (5 September 1995), #46 from 8 August 
1996 list 

11. NSC Electronic Mail Message (Draft Briefing Memorandum) from Richard Wilhelm to 
Rand Beers and Bruce Pease (13 September 1995), #53 from 8 August 1996-list 

12. State Department Memorandum from Michael Skol to Deputy Secretary of State (13 
October 1995), #63 from 8 August 1996 list 

13. NSC Memorandum from Jami Miscik to Anthony Lake (17 October 1995), #66 from 8 
August 1996 list 

14. State Department Memorandum from Strobe Talbott to Anthony Lake (22 November 
1995), #74 from 8 August 1996 list 
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15. NSC Paper from Andrew Sens to Leon Fuerth (15 January 1996), #83 from 8 August 
1996 list 

1996), A84 from.SAuguat 1996 list = 

18. State Department Talking Points from James Dobbinsio NSC director Larry Rossin for 
use by Anthony Lake (28 October 1994), #1 from 8 August 1996 list 

19. State Department Cable (7 December 1994), #6 from 8 August 1996 list 

20. NSC Electronic Mail Message from Richard Clarke to Neal Wolin (8 February 1995), 
#12 on 8 August 1996 list 

21. State Department Cable (13 February 1995), #14 from 8 August 1996 list 

22. NSC Electronic Mail Message from Richard Clarke to Anthony Lake's office (28 March 
1995), #19 from 8 August 1996 list 

• 

Seerotary of State (o/a 25 July 1995, xt..R.Livd tv  Li 25 July 1995 State Department 
MPm4randlirr fr41113 Ian:14.s F Dobbins to the-Deputy-Secretary of State.) 

24. State Department Memorandum (draft) from Alexander Watson to Deputy Secretary of 
State (3 October 1995), #55 from 8 August 1996 list 

25. NSC Issues Paper (draft) (9 November 1995), #71 from 8 August 1996 list 

26. NSC Talking Points from Richard Clarke to Anthony Lake (22 December 1995), #78 
from 8 August 1996 list 

27. NSC Electronic Mail Message and Talking Points (draft) from Richard Clarke to Dallas 
Brown (22 December 1995), #79 from 8 August 1996 list 

• 

) m 
Au t 1996 list 111•••• - 

29. State Department Memorandum (draft) from Alexander Watson to Deputy Secretary of 
State (11 January 1996), #82 from 8 August 1996 list 
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30. State Department Memorandum (draft) from Alexander Watson to Deputy Secretary of 
State (14 February 1996), #86 from 8 August 1996 list 

31. NSC Memorandum from Anthony Lake to the President (7 November 1994), #3 from 8 
August 1996 list 

32. NSC Memorandum from Samuel Berger to the President (28 December 1994), #9 from 8 
August 1996 list 

33. NSC Memorandum from Anthony Lake to the President (28 March 1995), #20 from 8 
August 1996 list 

34. NSC Memorandum from Anthony Lake to the President (29 March 1995), #21 from 8 
August 1996 list 

35. NSC Memorandum from Anthony Lake to the President (17 April 1995), #26 from 8 
August 1996 list 

36. NSC Memorandum from Anthony Lake to the President (2 May 1995), #29 from 8 
August 1996 list 

37. State Department Memorandum from Strobe Talbott to the Vice President (5 September 
1995), #48 from 8 August 1996 list 

38. Memorandum from Leon Fuerth to the Vice President (12 October 1995), #60 from 8 
August 1996 list 

39. NSC Memorandum from Anthony Lake to the President (16 October 1995), #65 from 8 
August 1996 list 

40. State Department Memorandum from Kenneth Brill to Leon Fuerth (12 October 1995), 
#62 from 8 August 1996 list 

••• 

41. State Department Cable (3 April 1995), #22 from 8 August 1996 list (Clinton-Aristide 
MEMCON) 

• 

42. NSC Electronic Mail Message from Dallas Brown to Marcia Norman (24 April 1995), 
#28 from 8 August 1996 list 

43. NSC Electronic Mail Message from Dallas Brown to Robert Malley, et al (31 May 1995), 
#31 from 8 August 1996 list 
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44. Memorandum of Conversation from Richard Wilhelm to Leon Fuerth (12 September 
1995), #52 from 8 August 1996 list 

45. Haiti Background Paper (draft) from the State Department (6 October 1995), #56 from 8 
August 1996 list 

46. NSC Electronic Mail Message (Draft Material) from Richard Wilhelm to Dallas Brown 
and Richard Clarke (11 October 1995), #58 from 8 August 1996 list 

47. NSC Electronic Mail Message (Draft Talking Points) tf om Richard Clarke to Richard 
Wilhelm (12 October 1995), #59 from 8 August 1996 list 

48. State Department Memorandum from Michael Skol to the Secretary of State (and 
underlying memorandum from Secretary of State) (12 October 1995), #61 from 8 August 
1996 list 

49. NSC Electronic Mail Message (Draft Talking Points) from Richard Wilhelm to Dallas 
Brown (13 October 1995), #64 from 8 August 1996 list 

50. State Department Memorandum (Draft Memcon) from Maura Harty to James Dobbins, et 
al (17 October 1995), #67 from 8 August 1996 list 

51. Memorandum from Leon Fuerth to State Department Executive Secretary Kenneth Brill 
(19 October 1995), #68 from 8 August 1996 list 
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Subpena Duces Tecum 

j8p Zutboritp of tbe jbotlise of Aprefientatitio of te 
Conrsres:45 of tbe Ziniteb *tato of Zfintrica 

To  Andrew D. Sens, Executive Secretary.t..NAtironAk.5ecux,i,:ty..counil 
• 

You are hereby commanded to produce the things identified on the attached schedule before the 

full Committee on  Intqr114iPnAl.R1Atimw  

of the House of Representatives of the United States, of which the Hon. 

 is chairman, by producing such things in Room 2.1.70 of the 

Rayburn House Offig.Building , in the city of Washington, on 

Tuesday, Septgp_lz.,K.  z4,.19.9.yc at the hour of 5;.0.0. .p. 

To . A tat.es..Marshal  

to serve and make return. 

• 

Witness my hand and the seal of the House of Representatives 

of the United States, .at the city of Washington, this 

...1.9th  day of .S pteraber , 19.96... 

e-

Chairman. 

Attest: 
/ 

. 04/(S  
Cle 

• 

• 

( 
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. 

Ouse of Representatives 

s  _ 
• Subpena for.Andrew D I  Sens 

- 
j*RglittarR..P.v.c.vgary  
. proa. . A gpmnc.1,1 

before the Committee on Sig  

Intexnettimal.Relationa  
. • , -,-. 

• 

• 
• 

• 

• 

Served...tft adilt 
. it,. (114 S.  ;NS Ph 

• 

• 
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1. NSC Electronic Mail Message from Larry Rossin for Samuel Berger (28 October 1994), 
#2 from 8 August 1996 list 

2. NSC Electronic Mail Message (draft script) from Regina Genton to Cathy Hammond (7 
December 1994) #5 from 8 August 1996 list 

3. State Department Memorandum from James F. Dobbips to Strobe Talbott (22 December 
1994), #7 from 8 August 1996 list 

• 

4. NSC Electronic Mail Message from Richard Clarke for Samuel Berger (12 April 1995), 
#24 from 8 August 1996 list 

5. NSC Memorandum from Richard Clarke to Samuel Berger (14 April 1995), #25 from 8 
August 1996 list 

6. NS.C Electronic Mail Message from Robert Malley to Richard Clarke (20 April 1995), 
#27 from 8 August 1996 list 

7. NSC Memorandum from Bruce Pease to Anthony Lake (6 June 1995), #33 from 8 
August 1996 list 

8. NSC Memorandum from Dallas Brown to Samuel Berger (22 August 1995), #44 from 8 
August 1996 list 

9. Defense Department Memorandum from John Merrill, et al, to Deputy Secretary of 
Defense (28 August 1995), #45 from 8 August 1996 list 

10. NSC Memorandum for Deputies Committee (5 September 1995), #46 from 8 August 
1996 list 

11. NSC Electronic Mail Message (Draft Briefing Memorandum) from Richard.Wilhelm to 
Rand Beers and Bruce Pease (13 September 1995), #53 from 8 August 1996 list 

12. State Department Memorandum from Michael Skol to Deputy Secretary of State (13 
October 1995), #63 from 8 August 1996 list 

13. NSC Memorandum from Jami Miscik to Anthony Lake (17 )ctober 1995), #66 from 8 
August 1996 list 

14. State Department Memorandum from Strobe Talbott to Anthony Lake (22 November 
1995), #74 from 8 August 1996 list 



15. NSC Paper from Andrew Sens to Leon Fuerth (15 January 1996), #83 from 8 August 
1996 list 

16. USAID Electronic Mail Message, "1/31/96 13:58:48" from LAC.CAR@AIDW, entitled 
"Waivering [sic] on the waiver" 

17. State Department Memorandum from William Burns to Anthony Lake (2 February 
1996), #84 from 8 August 1996 list 

18. State Department Talking Points from James Dobbinsio NSC director Larry Rossin for 
use by Anthony Lake (28 October 1994), #1 from 8 August 1996 list 

19. State Department Cable (7 December 1994), #6 from 8 August 1996 list 

20. NSC Electronic Mail Message from Richard Clarke to Neal Wolin (8 February 1995), 
#12 on 8 August 1996 list 

21. State Department Cable (13 February 1995), #14 from 8 August 1996 list 

22. NSC Electronic Mail Message from Richard Clarke to Anthony Lake's office (28 March 
1995), #19 from 8 August 1996 list 

23. State Department Memorandum from INL Assistant Secretary Robert Gelbard to Deputy 
Secretary of State (o/a 25 July 1995, referred to in 25 July 1995 State Department 
Memorandum from James F. Dobbins to the Deputy Secretary of State) 

24. State Department Memorandum (draft) from Alexander Watson to Deputy Secretary of 
State (3 October 1995), #55 from 8 August 1996 list 

25. NSC Issues Paper (draft) (9 November 1995), #71 from 8 August 1996 list 

26. NSC Talking Points from Richard Clarke to Anthony Lake (22 December 1995), #78 
from 8 August 1996 list - 

27. NSC Electronic Mail Message and Talking Points (draft) from Richard Clarke to Dallas 
Brown (22 December 1995), #79 from 8 August 1996 list 

28. FBI Summary of Contacts with Department of State (draft) (2 January 1996), #81 from 8 
August 1996 list • 

40.4r. 

29. State Departrnent Memorandum (draft) from Alexander Watson to Deputy Secretary of 
State (11 January 1996), #82 from 8 August 1996 list 
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30. State Department Memorandum (draft) from Alexander Watson to Deputy Secretary of 
State (14 February 1996), #86 from 8 August 1996 list 

31. NSC Memorandum from Anthony Lake to the President (7 November 1994), #3 from 8 
August 1996 list 

32. NSC Memorandum from Samuel Berger to the President (28 December 1994), #9 from 8 
August 1996 list 

33. NSC Memorandum from Anthony Lake to the Presideit (28 March 1995), #20 from 8 
August 1996 list • 

34. NSC Memorandum from Anthony Lake to the President (29 March 1995), #21 from 8 
August 1996 list 

35. NSC Memorandum from Anthony Lake to the President (17 April 1995), #26 from 8 
August 1996 list 

36. NSC Memorandum from Anthony Lake to the President (2 May 1995), #29 from 8 
August 1996 list 

37. State Department Memorandum from Strobe Talbott to the Vice President (5 September 
1995), #48 from 8 August 1996 list • 

38. Memorandum from Leon Fuerth to the Vice President (12 October 1995), #60 from 8 
August 1996 list 

39. NSC Memorandum from Anthony Lake to the President (16 October 1995), #65 from 8 
August 1996 list 

40. State Department Memorandum from Kenneth Brill to Leon Fuerth (12 October 1995), 
#62 from 8 August 1996 list 

41. State Department Cable (3 April 1995), #22 from 8 August 1996 list (Clinton-Aristide 
MEMCON) 

42. NSC Electronic Mail Message from Dallas Brown to Marcia Norman (24 April 1995), 
#28 from 8 August 1996 list 

43. NSC Electronic Mail Message from Dallas Brown to Robert Malley, et al (31 May 1995), 
#31 from 8 August 1996 list 
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44. Memorandum of Conversation from Richard Wilhelm to Leon Fuerth (12 September 
1995), #52 from 8 August 1996 list 

45. Haiti Background Paper (draft) from the State Department (6 October 1995), #56 from 8 
August 1996 list 

46. NSC Electronic Mail Message (Draft Material) from Richard Wilhelm to Dallas Brown 
and Richard Clarke (11 October 1995), #58 from 8 August 1996 list 

47. NSC Electronic Mail Message (Draft Talking Points) ftom Richard Clarke to Richard 
Wilhelm (12 October 1995), #59 from 8 August 1996 list 

48. State Department Memorandum from Michael Skol to the Secretary of State (and 
underlying memorandum from Secretary of State) (12 October 1995), #61 from 8 August 
1996 list 

49. NSC Electronic Mail Message (Draft Talking Points) from Richard Wilhelm to Dallas 
Brown (13 October 1995), #64 from 8 August 1996 list 

50. State Department Memorandum (Draft Memcon) from Maura Harty to James Dobbins, et 
al (17 October 1995), #67 from 8 August 1996 list 

51. Memorandum from Leon Fuerth to State Department Executive Secretary Kenneth Brill 
(19 October 1995), #68 from 8 August 1996 list 

• 
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Offict of tilt .11ttorneR (Setterat 
a0hin9tat, a2n53U I 

/i 

September 20, 1996 

The President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

You have requested my legal advice as to whether executive 
privilege may properly be asserted with respect to documents that 
are the subject of a subpoena issued to the Executive Secretary 
of the National Security Council ("NSC") by the Committee on 
International Relations of the House of Representatives. The 
documents concern the Administration's conduct of foreign affairs 
with respect to Haiti. 

The Counsel to the President and the National Security 
Adviser recommend that you assert executive privilege with 
respect to all but four of the subpoenaed documents. 
Several of the documents record diplomatic meetings or other 
communications between the President, the Vice President, 
the National Security Adviser, or the Deputy National Security 
Adviser and the President or Prime Minister of Haiti. Other 
documents constitute confidential communications from NSC 
or State Department officials to the President or the Vice 
President. The remaining documents reflect and constitute the 
deliberations of the NSC and its staff in,connection with their 
advice and assistance to the President regarding his policy and 
activities in Haiti. I understand that efforts have been made 
to accommodate the Committee's information needs with respect to 
these documents, but they have proven unavailing. The Counsel to 
the President and the National Security Adviser are appropriately 
concerned that the Committee's demand raises significant 
separation of powers concerns and that compliance with it would 
compromise your ability to conduct the foreign affairs of the 
United States, as well as the ability of the NSC to advise and 
assist you in discharging that constitutional responsibility. 

The Office of Legal Counsel of the Department of Justice has 
reviewed the documents for which assertion of executive privilege 
has been recommended and is satisfied that they fall within the 
scope of executive privilege. I concur in that assessment. 
The Supreme Court has confirmed that the Constitution gives the 
President the authority to assert executive privilege to protect 
the confidentiality of diplomatic communications, Presidential 
communications, and White House deliberative communications. 



See generally United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. 683, 705-13 
(1974); Nixon v. Administrator of General Services, 433 U.S. 425, 
446-55 (1977). "The privilege is fundamental to the operation of 
Government and inextricably rooted in the separation of powers 
under the Constitution." United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. at 
708. 

More specifically, the Supreme Court has acknowledged 
the settled application of executive privilege with respect 
to "diplomatic secrets," such as the diplomatic communi-cations 
with the leaders of Haiti that are subject to the Committee's 
subpoena, stating that "[a]s to th[is] area[] of Art. II duties 
the courts have traditionally shown the utmost deference to 
Presidential responsibilities." Id. at 710; see also id. at 706. 
"[I]t is elementary that the successful conduct of international 
diplomacy . . . require[s] both confidentiality and 
secrecy. . . . [I]t is the constitutional duty of the Executive 
. . . to protect the confidentiality necessary to carry out its 
responsibilities in the field[] of international relations 

• • • • " New York Times Co. v. United States, 403 U.S. 713, 
728-30 (1971) (Stewart, J., concurring). 

As Assistant Attorney General William H. Rehnquist concluded 
almost thirty years ago, "the President has the power to withhold 
from [Congress] information in the field of foreign relations 
or national security if in his judgment disclosure would be 
incompatible with the public interest." Memorandum from John 
R. Stevenson, Legal Adviser, Department of State, and William H. 
Rehnquist, Assistant Attorney General, Office of Legal Counsel, 
Re: The President's Executive Privilege to Withhold Foreign 
Policy and National Security Information, at 7 (Dec. 8, 1969). 
History is replete with examples of the Executive's refusal 
to produce to Congress diplomatic communications and related 
documents because of the prejudicial impagt such disclosure could 
have on the President's ability to conduct foreign relations. 
See Memorandum from Theodore B. Olson, Assistant Attorney 
General, Office of Legal Counsel, 6 Op. O.L.C. 751 (1982) 
(compiling historical examples). 

It is equally well established that executive privilege 
applies to confidential communications to and from the President 
or Vice President and to White House and NSC deliberative 
communications. The Supreme Court has recognized "the necessity 
for protection of the public interest in candid, objective, 
and even blunt or harsh opinions in Presidential decisionmaking. 
A President and those who assist him must be free to explore 
alternatives in the process of shaping policies and making 
decisions and to do so in a way many would be unwilling to 
express except privately." United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. 
at 708. 
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Under controlling case law, in order to justify a demand 
for material protected by executive privilege, a congressional 
committee is required to demonstrate that the information sought 
is "demonstrably critical to the responsible fulfillment of the 
Committee's functions." Senate Select Committee on Presidential  
Campaign Activities v. Nixon, 498 F.2d 725, 731 (D.C. Cir. 1974) 
(en banc). And those functions must be in furtherance of 
legitimate legislative responsibilities of Congress. See McGrain 
v. Daugherty, 273 U.S. 135, 160 (1927) (Congress has oversight 
authority "to enable it efficiently to exercise a legislative 
function belonging to it under the Constitution"). 

"Since Congress may only investigate into those areas in 
which it may potentially legislate or appropriate, it cannot 
inquire into matters which are within the exclusive province 
of one of the other branches of the Government." Barenblatt v.  
United States, 360 U.S. 109, 111-12 (1959). The Committee has 
sought to justify its demand based on its need for information 
on "Administration policy toward human rights abuses in Haiti" 
and "the Administration's knowledge of death squad activities 
in Haiti over the last two years." Letter to Jack Quinn, Counsel 
to the President, from Benjamin Gilman, Chairman, Committee on 
International Relations (Sept. 19, 1996). However, the conduct 
of foreign affairs is an exclusive prerogative of the executive 
branch. See, e.g., United States v. Curtiss-Wright Export Co., 
299 U.S. 304, 320 (1936) (the President is "the sole organ of 
the federal government in the field of international relations"); 
Chicago and Southern Air Lines v. Waterman S.S. Corp., 333 U.S. 
103, 111 (1948) (the President is "the Nation's organ for foreign 
affairs"); 5 P. Ford (ed.), Writings of Thomas Jefferson, at 161 
(1892-99) ("The transaction of business with foreign nations is 
executive altogether."). Thus, there is a substantial question 
as to the extent of Congress' authority to conduct oversight 
of the executive branch's conduct of foreign affairs or its 
deliberations relating thereto. 

Although the question of Congress' oversight authority in 
this context must be viewed as unresolved as a matter of law, it 
is clear that congressional needs for information in this context 
will weigh substantially less in the constitutional balancing 
than a specific need in connection with the consideration of 
legislation. Based on the Office of Legal Counsel's review of 
the documents for which assertion of executive privilege has been 
requested, and conducting the balancing required by the case law, 
see Senate Select Committee, 498 F.2d at 729-30; United States v.  
Nixon, 418 U.S. at 706-07, I do not believe that access to these 
documents would be held by the courts to be "demonstrably 
critical to the responsible fulfillment of the Committee's 
functions." Senate Select Committee, 498 F.2d at 731. 
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In conclusion, it is my legal judgment that executive 
privilege may properly be asserted in response to the Committee's 
subpoena. 

Sincerely, 

Janet Reno 
Attorney General 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WAS H I N GTO N 

• 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

This is to advise you that the President has invoked 
executive privilege and directed the Executive Secretary of the 
National Security Council not to provide to the committee, forty-
seven of the documents identified in the Committee's subpoena 
dated September 19. One of the four documents identified in the 
Committee's subpoena is not in the custody of the NSC (document 
number 16); the remaining three documents (documents numbered 17, 
23, and 28) have already been provided to the Committee's 
counsel. 

The 47 documents over which the President has asserted 
Executive Privilege implicate his ability to conduct the nation's 
foreign affairs. The documents requested include memoranda of 
conversations with a foreign President or Prime Minister, 
memoranda to the President and Vice-President, and memoranda 
relating to the deliberations of the President's most senior 
advisors, of National Security Council committees, arid of the 
National Security Council staff. The President has determined 
that disclosure of these documents to the Congress would inhibit 
the candid discussion that he must have with foreign leaders in 
the conduct of our nation's foreign affairs and would interfere 
with the deliberative and analytic process within the White 
House, which is essential to the formulation of our foreign 
policy. - 

At the same time, the President has directed that we 
reaffirm our willingness to accommodate the Committee's 
informational needs in a manner consistent with his directive and 
without violating the Constitutional doctrine of separation of 
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powers. Accordingly, I hereby reaffirm our willingness to brief 
you and the Ranking Member about the documents you have 
requested. 

Sincerely, 

Jack Quinn 
Counsel to the President 

The Honorable Benjamin A. Gilman 
Chairman 
Committee on International Relations 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515-4309 


	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30
	Page 31
	Page 32
	Page 33
	Page 34
	Page 35
	Page 36
	Page 37
	Page 38
	Page 39
	Page 40
	Page 41

