THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

MEETING WITH LEW WASSERMAN
and COLLEAGUES FROM MOTION PICTURE INDUSTRY

DATE: OCTORBRER 14, 1993
LOCATION: ROOSEVELT ROOM
TIME: 4 - 4:30 pm
From: ROY NEEL

I. PURPOSE

To consult with Wasserman and his colleagues about their
concerns with the GATT process; i.e., the potential exclusion of
audo visual copyrighted property from the GATT accord now in
negotiation.

You saw Wasserman at the White House several weeks ago and
agreed to this meeting. He has assembled a representative VIP
group of studio executives and craft union officials to make the
case that US entertainment properties will be excluded from
European markets with impunity (see Jack Valenti letter,
attached) .

Note** FYI, Lew Wasserman this week agreed to host the
larger Dec. 4 Los Angeles DNC fundraising event at his Universal
Studios park. It will be a big, fun, family-oriented event.

II. BACKGROUND

Ambassador Kantor is now in Brussels negotiating the GATT
agreement on copyrighted audiovisual properties with the
Europeans. Mickey believes a resolution is near, but cautions
against unrealistic promises to the group. (See his memo, att.)

III. PARTICIPANTS

Lew Wasserman, Chr. & CEO, MCA/Universal

Alan Levine,Pres., Sony Pictures

Sumner Redstone, Chr., Viacom

Sindey Sheinberg, Pres., MCA/Universal

Frank Wells, Pres., The Walt Disney Co.

Martin Davis, Chr. & CEO, Paramount Communications
Stanley Jaffe, Pres., Paramount

Chase Carey, Pres., Fox., Inc.

Alfred DoTolia, Pres., IATSE (Craft Union)

Carl Gottlieb, V.P. Writers Cuild

Gene Reynolds, Pres., Directors Guild

Paul Hecht, C.P., Screen Actors Guild

Nick Counter, Pres., Motion Pictures & TV Producers
Jack Valenti, Pres., MPAA

Roy Neel, Deputy Chief of Staff



Meeting with Lew Wasserman, et al
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PRESS PLAN

Closed press.

Sequence of Events, Remarks

A.

POTUS welcome the group, note long friendships with many
in attendance. Note that you have briefed on the GATT
issue by USTR, and that Ambassador Kantor is a strong
advocate of their position.

Recognize Lew Wasserman, who will defer to Jack Valenti
to state the case.

Recognize others who wish to make comments.

Assure the group that you are in complete agreement with
their position, and that you intend to reinforce that
view with Ambassador Kantor as his negotiations
proceed. Do not, however, go so far as to state that
you will not approve any GATT accord that does not have
the audiovisual provisions sought by the group.
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THE UNITED STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE

WASHMINGTON
20608
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT 1/
FROM: AMBASSADOR n:cnnn4/%‘nw R
DATE: October 13, 1993
SUBJECT: Your Meeting with the Motion Picture Association

of America on Thursday, October 14 at 4 p.m.

Tomorrow you will meet with a delegation led by Jack Valenti of
the Motion Picture Association of America (MPAA). The delegation
will provide their views on Uruguay Round trade issues.

Of particular concern to MPAA are:

° treatment of the Furopean Community’s (EC) "television
broadcast directive" in the Uruguay Round "General Agreement
on Trade in Services" (GATS); and,

) the provision of "national treatment®! in the Uruguay Round
"Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property
Rights" (so-called TRIPs text).

I have discussed these two issues on numerous occasions with
Jack, as well as with my counterpart in the European Community,
8ir Leon Brittan.

To Jack, I have reaffirmed my commitment to secure a final
Uruguay Round deal that freezes the television directive and that
provides national treatment to U.S. copyright holders.

To Leon Brittan, I have emphasized (and re-emphasized during my
meetings today in Brussels) the importance to the United States
of solutions to these problems. I believe that they could be
deal breakers. Today, Brittan told me that he is working on a
solution to these problems that includes audiovisuals in the
GATS; however, he did not offer anything on the issue of national
treatment. I will also raise these issues in my meeting tomorrow
with EC President, Jacques Delors.

I suggest that you thank Jack for his assistance and that you
appreciate his problem-solving approach to these negotiations.

! "National treatment" requires countries to provide foreign
companies the same treatment that they give to domestic or
national companies.
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Background

In late September, Leon Brittan signaled a willingness to
consider freezing current quotas in the television directive in
exchange for an (undefined) "cultural hook.® He also linked
solution of these issues to a forthcoming U.S. proposal on
opening maritime services. (Making commitments in the maritime
sector (particularly "blue water" services) could engander
domestic opposition.)

At that September meeting, I told Brittan that I could work with
the EC’s proposal for freezing the television directive’s quotas
on_the condition that the freeze apply to all audio visual
activities--including new technologias--and include the principle
of full national treatment in TRIPs.

MPAA _Ohiaectives

MPAA seeks your commitment not to sign the Uruguay Round package
unless it obtains their two goals.

1. Freezing Current Quotas.
MPAA seeks EC agreement to:

* a freegze (for the future) on the current level of quotas for
foreign-made TV programs. (The television directive allows
Member States to maintain a maximum quota of 50% for
foreign-made TV programs. GSome Member States currently
exceed this level (l1.e, France at 60%); some Members States
have no quotas at all (e.g., Greece and Denmark); and,

) not to apply television broadcast quotas to new technologies
(e.g., satellite transmission, pay-for-view TV and cable
transmission) or to the prime-time period.

2. Full National Treatment in TRIPS,

MPAA bhelieves that the Uruguay Round TRIPs text must include
provisions to guarantee national treatment on access to the
‘benefits’ from their motion pictures. Several EC countries
currently collect levies on video tapes, but make the funds
collaected available only to Europeans. Applying the principle of
"national treatment" would assure that U.S. producers have equal
access to these revenues.

[At past meetings, Jack has also raised the issue of European
film subsidies. While he is not expected to raise it with you,
the industry seeks to cap EC film subsidies at their current
level or have them applied on a national treatment basis.]

Drafted by: USTR/ D Abelson/ C Balassa / B Harman
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MoTiON PICTURE ASSOCIATION
OF AMERICA, INC.
1600 EYE STREET, NORTHWEST
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006
(202) 293-1966
FAX (202) 452-9823

JACK VALENTI
PRESIDENT
AND
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER

October 11, 1993

TO: Mack McLarty, Neel
FROM: Jack Valenti

//F-—

Meeting with the President,
October 14, 4:00pm

The objective of this meeting is to illuminate for the
President the vast, unique and unduplicatable worth of the
USS. film/TV industry as a priceless American trade asset,
which must at all costs and in all ways be protected from
discriminatory assaults by other countries.

In attendance will be the leaders of the industry,
from the major studios, from the creative guilds, the
broadcast networks, craft unions, and independent
companies who are exporters of TV material.

We hope that this meeting will conclude with an
explicit declaration by the President that the U.S. will never
sign a GATT accord that either excludes audio visual, or is
so full of restrictions that the Copyright Industries of the
U.S. are seriously enfeebled.
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The sullen fact is we are being assaulted by forces
in Europe whose aim it is to demolish by parliamentary, EC
and GATT fiat what American visual entertainment has
won by popular approval of the citizens of Europe.
Ambassador Mickey Kantor, who is totally knowledgeable
about this problem, is championing our cause. But we
cannot carve out a suitable future without the full,
unhesitating support of the President.

I am attaching (1) a brief fact sheet, (2) a capsule
summary of what the sensitive issues are, and (3) a
resolution signed by a majority of the Members of the
House, and a letter to the President signed by Senators Pat
Moynihan, chairman of the Senate Finance Committee,
Senator Bob Packwood, ranking minority member, Senator
Max Baucus, chairman of the sub-committee on trade and
Senator John Danforth, ranking minority member on the
sub-committee.



A Summary of the Issues
in Audio-Visual sections of
the GATT:

CULTURAL EXCLUSION:

The French are mounting an inflammatory campaign
within the governments of the twelve member states of the EC to
"exclude culture" from any GATT agreement. The French define
‘culture’ to be Intellectual Property, such as movies, TV programs,
home video, cable programming, books, musical recordings, etc.
‘Cultural Exclusion’ carries with it the implicit authority for any
nation to impose whatever discriminatory restrictions they choose
without violating the rule of GATT. There is epidemic in France,
particularly, a rising tide within the European cinema industry of
anti-Americanism. All this fervor has one objective: To exile the
American film/TV industry from Europe, and shrink the reach of
American audio-visual material, which is hugely popular with
the citizens of the EC countries.

QUOTAS:

In 1989, the European Community passed the Broadcast
Directive which mandated that a majority of air time on all TV
stations in the twelve-member states be devoted to EC material.

The French have ratcheted that ‘majority” to 60%, and are
sternly enforcing it. The Spanish, the Italians are backing the
French. These Quotas will be a serious threat to the future of
American movies and TV programs, unless they are halted or
phased out over a number of years. Moreover, the 'new
technology’ -- satellite delivered programs, pay per view,
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premium subscription channels on cable, all the magic of new ways to
hurl programs all over Europe at the speed of light -- this new
technology cannot be restricted by artificial barriers planted by
parliaments.

SUBSIDIES:

The EC provides its audio-visual industry with huge subsidies,
a little less than $700 million in 1992, growing higher in 1993. These
subsidies are funded by dedicated taxes at theater boxoffices and TV
revenue turnover. This means that the American film/TV industry is
the majority funder of these subsidies since the monies come out of our
hide. There is no cap on these subsidies. There are plans floating
around Europe to hike them higher and higher since the Americans
provision most of these entitlements to European cinema. Moreover,
even if we make a film in Europe, under so-called 'local content rules,’
we are refused our just share of subsidies.

TRIPS (Trade Related Intellectﬁal Property issues):

Under TRIPs, the American audio-visual industry is denied
National Treatment. This means that when the French impose video
levies (taxes on blank tapes and VCRs) which produce millions of
francs, they refuse to allow Americans to share equitably in the
dispersal of these funds, because they deny us National Treatment,
which is the basis of any fair trade treaty.

Under TRIPs, contracts legally negotiated and signed in the
USA can come under revision in Europe, disallowing sections of that
contractual relationship. The preservation of our Contractual Rights is
important..



U.S. FILM INDUSTRY
MOVIES TELEVISION PROGRAMMING, HOME VIDEO:
A WORLDWIDE ECONOMIC OVERVIEW!

ASSETS

* THE U.S. FILM INDUSTRY RETURNED AN ESTIMATED $4 BILLION
IN SURPLUS BALANCE OF TRADE IN 1992.

* Worldwide Revenues From All Media - Theatrical, Television. Pay-TV
and Home Video: $9.12 billion for the first six months of 1993, Up
2% ($180 million) from last year.

* Theatrical, T.V. Pay-TV, and Home Video Foreign Revenues: $3.65
billion for the first 6 months of 1993, Up by 10.2% ($340 million)
over last year.

* International Markets: Accounted for 40% of worldwide revenues,
Up from 37.6 % last year.

* European Community Revenues: $1.93 billion for the first six months
of 1993, Up 13% (5222 million) from last year.

* European Community Countries: Accounted for 52.8% of all fore
revenues for the first six months of 1993. e

JOB CREATION

* Number of Workers in U.S. Motion Picture, Television and Home Video

Industries: 414,700 as of April, 1993, Up 6.3% from a year ago.

* Number of Motion Picture, Television and Home Video Jobs in
California: Rose 9.2% over the past year to 139,800 jobs.

* Bulk of Job Growth in Los Angeles County: Up 11,300 jobs over the
past year to 102,600 total jobs.

* FOR EVERY TWO NEW JOBS CREATED IN THE MOTION PICTURE
INDUSTRY, ROUGHLY THREE OTHER JOBS ARE CREATED IN
SUPPORTII)VG INDUSTRIES (LUMBER, CONSTRUCTION, COSTUME,
CATERING

1 Figures obtained from the Motion Picture Association of America and the Los '
Angeles Times. September 11, 1993, p. D1.



ALL COPYRIGHT INDUSTRIES
MOVIES, TELEVISION, HOME VIDEO, BOOKS, MUSIC, COMPUTER
SOFTWARE?

VALUE ADDED TO U.S. GDP

* Value Added b% Copyright Industries to GDP: $331.5 Billion in 1990 -
an increase of $174.7 Billion from 1977.

* Copyright Industries’ Share of GDP: Rose from 3.8% in 1977 to
5.8% in 1990.

* Growth of U.S. Copyright Industries: Twice as fast as the rest of the
economy.

* TOTAL COPYRIGHT INDUSTRIES ADD MORE TO THE GDP THAN
THE ENTIRE CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY AND MORE THAN THE
AGRICULTURE AND MINING INDUSTRIES COMBINED.

JOB CREATION

* Number of Workers in U.S. Copyright Industries: Rose to 4.8% of all
U.S. workers in 1990 - 5,574,800.

* Rate of Employment Growth in Co t Industries: Grew at 4.9%
rate between 1977 and 1990, 2 1/2 times the jobs growth rate for
the remainder of the economy.

* U.S. COPYRIGHT INDUSTRIES EMPLOY MORE WOREERS THAN
ANY MANUFACTURING SECTOR INCLUDING TRANSPORTATION
EQUIPMENT, PRIMARY METALS, FABRICATED METALS,
TEXTILES, APPAREL, OR CHEMICAL AND ALLIED PRODUCTS.

2 Figures obtained from Copyright [ndustries in the U.S. Economy: 1977-1990.
Prepared for the International Intellectual Property Alliance by Stephen E. Siwek *
and Harold Furchtgott-Roth, September 1992.

September 21, 1993
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September 30, 1993

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

Dear Mr. President:

We near the end of the negotilations in the Uruguay Round of
the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). By December
15, the verdict will be in, and we will know the future rules of
cogduct for global trade. We want to be certain the rules are
fair.

The objective:.of this letter is to support you in resisting
any atteampt to exclude "culture® from the final Uruguay Round
agreement. Such a demand on the part of those who want to protect
unfairly their films, television programs, sound recordings, and
Publications has one goal: to restrict the free movement of the
goods and services of America's cultural industries.

Anmerican creative works have won the aPplause and patronage
of citizens in over 100 countries on every continent. American
films and television programs alone are an increasingly valuabia
trade asset to this ration, achieving a $4 billion trade surplus
annually.

Therefore, Mr. President, we most respectfully urge you and
your Trade Representative to make it clear to all that no final
Uruguay Round accord will be affirmed by the Congress unless the
goods and services of America's cultural industries are not only
included within GATT but, most importantly, are treated fairly
and justly. To that end, we will support you.

Sincerely,

Daniel Patrick Moynihan Bob Packwo

Ch%; ] Z Ranking Member

Max Baucus John C. Danforth

Chairman Ranking Member . .
Subcormittee orn International Subcommittee on International

Trade Trade
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

- Davia Coe
Gt m\oﬁx\w

TO: Bcb Rubia
Bruw. Reed
FROM: JOHN D. PODESTA

Assistant to the President and
Staff Secretary
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THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN
THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

July 16, 1993

BAIE pp: g,

MEMORANDUM FOR -ru\zhdsmm

FROM: ROBERT E. RUBIN f\—
SUBJECT: Secretary Reich Memorandum on Immigration

Bob Reich has written the attached mrmorandum on
immigration, and, in talking with Bob, we both felt you would

like to see it.

Most immigration issues are under the purview of the
National Security Council, but some of these issues have
significant employment and economic impacts. Bob and I feel that
the issues raised in his memorandum will require some small
adninistrative process and response. There is no action for you
to take at this time, and we will follow up in organizing the
necessary process and response.

N 4@,?;\.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

SECRETARY OF LABOR
WASHINGTON, D.C.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE NATIONAL ECONO UNCIL
. FROM: ROBERT B. REICH (t)

SUBJECT: U.S. Immigration i :
and its Workforce acts

I. The Problems

In assessing immigration policy, three labor market issues are
paramount:

(1) ‘There is concern that the large number of immigrants during a
sustained period of high unemployment may be affecting the
employment opportunities of U.S, workers. These concerns are
sometimes exaggerated, but may be on target in areas or
occupations in which immigrants are intensively concentrated.
Labor market effects should be considered when evaluating the
overall impact of immigration policies.

(2) Immigrants are often subjected to abusive working conditions.
These conditions can be particularly deplorable for illegal
immigrants but there is increasing evidence that legal temporary
nonimmigrants are being subject to abuse as well.

(3) There is also increasing evidence that certain features of
temporary nonimmigrant employment programs are functioning poorly
and leading to unintended consequences. Because of the
Department of Labor's administrative responsibilities for aspects
of these programs, abuses associated with these programs are of
particular concern to us. Many of the abuses have occurred under

the H-1B program'.

than 1,100 H-1B computer programmers and analysts after
having announced and started to lay-off more than 1,600 U.S.
workers, many in the same occupations.

*- In Massachusetts, one firm has filed applications for more

! The H-1B program allows admismsion of "professional”
nonimmigrants for temporary employment in "specialty §
occupations.”

TR L vyl st By L e b T } L e
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From October 1991 to May 1993, there were at least ten
california computer companies that laid off from 100 to
2,000 workers but each applied for at least 25 H-1B visa

slots.

We have found systematic underpayments of required wages in
P ; most of the H-1B investigations we have conducted. Recent
b immigration reforms may have made it easier for such abuses

L to occur.

While annual H-1B admissions are capped at 65,000, one
university alone has filed applications for 10,000 such

workers.

A

We have also seen reports, especially from California, that
individuals admitted as "visitors for business" under B-1
L - __vigas are circumventing the H-1B program and also are
b . replacing U.S. workers in the computer industry in large
numbers, mostly through out-sourcing arrangements with job
contractors. This nonimmigrant program is administered by
INS and the Department of State.

II. Background

In FY 1992, we estimate that at least several million people
entered the United States who could become active labor market

participants:

=

+ There were nearly one million permanent immiqgrants, the vast
majority of whom were adults. Most of these immigrants were

not admitted through employment programs.

. There were 4.3 million temporary nonimmigrants admitted into
the country who could potentially have some connection to
the labor market. Of these, 2.8 million were temporary
admissions for business (many of whom were in the country
for very short periods of time or were repeat visitors).
More than 400,000 of the temporary nonimmigrants were
explicitly admitted as workers.

- In 1989, it was estimated that there were two million
in the United States. This figure
is almost certainly higher today. Some of these illegal
migrants are children, but most are presumably part of the
labor market.

. Overall, the proportion of immigrants legally admitted
specifically for employment purposes is relatively small --
representing only about 10 percent of the 5.3 million legal
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permanent and temporary admissions -- but many wmore migrants
are active in the labor market.

puring the 1980s, as the economy grew and new (albeit relatively
low wage) jobs were being created, the influx of large numbers of
migrants to the U.S. caused relatively little public concern.
Moreover, the economic activity, talents, and drive of these new

_entrants can substantially benefit the U.S. economy and create
the potential for economic growth. :

L}

As the economy changed in recent years, however, and in light of
current trends in downsizing of industries that require a
relatively highly-skilled workforce -- exacerbated by the

& continuing shrinkage of defense-based industries -- we can expect
1 immigration-related problems to continue to emerge and public

il éoncern to escalate in parallel. For example, in 1990 when our

3 system for admitting legal immigrants and nonimmigrants was last
revised, the national unemployment rate stood at 5.5 percent. It
subsequently grew much higher and has -- despite recent
improvements ~- stubbornly remained at a level near 7 percent.

-
als ..
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i Do

We have already begun to see signs of growing problems. We have
read recurring reports involving lay-offs of highly-skilled U.S.

: workers -- e.g., computer programmers, analysts, and engineers --
who it appears are sometimes being replaced by lower cost foreign
workers. These abuses often occur under non-immigrant programs
which wers supposed to be designed to preclude such employment

i (see attached news clips). CBS's 60 Minutes is currently

: producing a story on just such effects. And Congressman Smith
.1GR—TX) has recently introduced legislation (see attachment) to
'|1ink the ceiling on admissions of immigrants to the national

%L '|unemployment rate.

III. Department of Labor Response

B To address these emerging problems, we are taking a number of
steps to remedy abuses and strengthen protections for U.S.
workers both in the short and longer terms. B

In the short term:

+ We have asked the Congress to change the Innigration‘and
Nationality Act to_allow us the discretion pot to roceed
with a controversial program (see attached news clip) to use

general labor market information in determining the admis-
sibility of certain employment-based permanent immigrants.

« We are also developing regulatory changes in certain
cagloylant-baaed immigrant and nonimmigrant programs for
which we have some administrative responsibility to
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strengthen protection of U.S. workers. These include
measures to:

» Require employers to disclose terms and conditions of
employment to H-1B workers.

» Limit employers' labor condition applications (LCAs) to
a single geographic area.

» Require employers to identify the source of the pre-
vailing wage information they use as the basis for
paying their H-1B workers.

» Limit the kinds of deductions allowed to be taken from
.  workers' pay.

'+ Clarify what kinds of cash payments qualify, and which
do not, toward meeting an employers' wage payment
obligations.

» Clarify, to broaden, the sources from which complaints
of violations can be accepted.

For the longer term:

We are encouraging other Departments, particularly State and
Justice, to work with us to strengthen controls on the
admission of certain categories of nonimmigrants who are not
supposed to engage in employment in the U.S., but appear to
be doing so in increasing numbers, in some cases in
deplorable conditions.

We have also started working with our colleagues in ‘the INS
and the USTR to explore the feasibility of certain legis-
lative changes we would like to see enacted to further
strengthen protections for U.S. workers and discourage
employers from seeking nonimmigrant workers in certain
cases. In the H-1B program alone, these include:

MEASURES TO MANAGE THE NUMBER OF ADMISSIONS

» Reduce the H-1B cap of 65,000 admissions per year on an
annual basis by 2,000 for each one-tenth of one percent
that the national unemployment rate exceeds the rate
when the current H-1B provisions were enacted (5.5%).
The 65,000 cap would remain the ceiling if the national
unemployment rate were to drop below 5.5 percent.

» Establish a separate "cap" per employer to limit H-1B
admissions so that the employer's use of nonimmigrant
wvorkers in all categories does not exceed a fixed
percentage -- e.g., 10 percent -- of the employer's

Tl
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t?tll workforce, 9r its workforce at any single work
site.

» Limit H-1B period of stay to three (3) year duration,
as opposed to the current six year duration.

» Disallow H-1B workers to adjust status to permanent
residency or adjust to another legal nonimmigrant
status until the worker has left the country for a
minimum period of time (six months to two years).

MEASURES TO MANAGE THE "MIX" OF WORKERS ADMITTED

» Establish a pre-admission requirement that employers
seeking H-1B workers attest that they have unsuccess-
fully recruited for U.S. workers for the target
position(s) for some period of time -- e.g., 60 days.

» Establish authority for DOL to reject H-~1B LCAs for
occupations in which a labor surplus can be shown to
exist.

» Raise the qualifications for H-1B admission eligibility
to require a Masters degree or equivalent, as opposed
to a Bachelors degree.

MEASURES TO BETTER PROTECT U.S. WORKERS

» Add "no lay-off" (past and duration) attestation
provisions.

» Add requirement for employer to attest to taking timely
and significant steps to develop, recruit, and retain
U.8. workers in the occupations for which H-1B admis-

sions are sought.

» Add provision that employers using H-1B workers
obtained through contract must file separate attest-
ation and be jointly liable for compliance with all
attestation elements.

» Provide subpoena authority for enforcement.

» Allow directed, as opposed to only complaint-baéad,
investigations.

» Add debarment penalty for failure to cooperate in DOL
investigations or discrimination against individuals
cooperating in invéstigations.
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; » Authorize DOL to reject LCAs where the wage promised is
clearly less than that which prevails for the occupa-
tion in the area of employment.

» Require employers to pay H-1B workers in U.S. currency
in the U.S., and to pay the cost of round-trip travel
for any H-1B workers.

While we intend to pursue these and likely other steps in coming
months, we realize that this issue extends well beyond the Labor
Department and poses potentially serious problems for the

Administration. We stand ready to assist this process in any way

w we can.
|
§ cc: - RAHM EMANUEL
o : DAVID GERGEN
L BOB RUBIN
o : MARK GEARAN

I ; GENE SPERLING
. GEORGE STEPHANOPOLOUS
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

APRIL 7, 1993 93PR7 Pl:3d

RECOMMENDED TELEPHONE CALL

TO: Chris Webber, Michigan Basketball Player

DATE: At your convenience

RECOMMENDED BY: Karen Hancox, Legislative Affairs

PURPOSE: To help ease the public embarrassment experienced

by Mr. Webber during the NCAA basketball finals.

BACKGROUND: Congressman Sandy Levin called and recommended
that you call Chris and let him know that his calling a
time out in the final seconds of the NCAA basketball
finals and causing a technical foul to be called against
his team is not the end of the world.

The Congressman suggests that we not tell the press,
but rely on word of mouth to let the media know of
your call.

TOPICS OF DISCUSSION: 1. Let Chris know you have seen ups and
downs in your political career.

2; Let Chris know that while this may be a
painful period in his life today, this too will
pass.

3 Wish him all the best in his future

endeavors.
CONTACT PERSON AND
TELEPHONE NUMBER(S): Karen Hancox -- x6620
DATE OF SUBMISSION: April 7, 1993

ACTION:




THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
May 20, 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR NEC WORKING GROUP ON THE MOTOR VEHICLE INDUSTRY
FROM: Ellen Seidman

SUBJECT: Summary of Michigan Delegation Meeting

What follows is a brief summary of the major points made by members
of the Michigan delegation at the auto industry meeting on
Wednesday, May 19. We can discuss any of these items further at
our regular meeting next Tuesday. Please call me if you need any
information earlier.

All members of the delegation except Bob Carr attended. The major
spokesmen were Chairman Dingell, Senators Riegle and Levin, and
Representatives Levin and Kildee. The meeting lasted about one and
a half hours, about half of which was devoted to trade. Technology
issues, except in the context of regulatory costs, were not
discussed at all. Red Poling and Bob Eaton were present for about
the first ten minutes of the meeting.

Although the meeting seemed largely to focus on the health of the
manufacturers, the delegation was adamant that what they really
care about is jobs in the United States. Senator Levin summed it
up by saying that the bottom line for this Administration will be
the economic health of workers and business people. The questions
that will be asked about Administration actions (and inactions)
will be, "What is the impact on jobs?" and "What does it mean for
individuals' economic security?".

Trade and Other International Issues

The delegation emphasized that the United States must achieve
results (in contrast to promises and plans) not only in trade
discussions with Japan, but also in actual trade. (This includes
access by auto parts manufacturers to transplants, which Senator
Riegle seemed particularly interested in.) They stated that they
regarded reclassification of MPVs as a commitment, and did not want
the Administration to "trade it away." They urged the
Administration to prepare to take and to take strong action --
including adoption of a "stronger, sharper super 301 procedure" and
potentially including equivalent restrictions on Japanese products
in the US -- if there were not measurable results soon.

Although NAFTA was not discussed fully, the delegation made it
clear that there was no chance of support unless side agreements
that keep jobs in the United States were complete before the
agreement was presented for ratification. They seemed also to be
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looking to the Administration to get a commitment from the auto
manufacturers that the manufacturers would not use NAFTA to move
jobs out of the United States, at one point saying that they're for
"jobs, not investors."

The delegation strongly urged the Administration to hold tight
against any temptation (or prodding by the Japanese) to assist in
a weakening of the Yen. Their perception is that the Japanese auto
manufacturers have been absorbing currency losses in hope of
getting relief at the G-7 meeting. They believe prices of Japanese
autos will have to be raised significantly after the meeting if
there is no relief. Both the delegation and the manufacturers'
representatives were quite candid that the Yen-dollar relationship
is a major factor in the industry's current success.

Chairman Dingell raised the issue of ensuring the US maintains and
improves access to markets other than Japan, naming Korea and
Thailand in particular. He also was extremely critical of any
negotiation of international agreements that would "amend" domestic
law. He cited particularly global warming and CFCs (predicting a
1996 convention without air conditioning). He wurged the
Administration to "keep its negotiators under control," and to make
absolutely certain that "good science and research" back US
positions and agreements.

Requlations

At the start of the meeting, under questioning by Senator Riegle,
Red Poling stated that about 35% of the $73 billion the industry
had invested over the last five years was due to regulations (this
included items such as tooling for airbags). He stated that over
the next several years, spending for regulation will add $1,500 to
$2,000 to the cost of each car, primarily to comply with Clean Air
and safety regulations.

The only other discussion of regulations came late in the meeting,
when Chairman Dingell emphasized the need for the Administration to
appoint "fair" people at EPA and NHTSA who would not "hurt the
industries and workers we serve." He strongly urged that the
Administration take actions with "exquisite fairness" and that the
quality and honesty of science and research, particularly at EPA,
be monitored and improved. He stated the oversight committees
would be carefully looking at both these issues. The only specific
regulatory issues that were mentioned were the GM recall and issues
relating to state adoption of California clean car standards. On
the latter issue, Chairman Dingell was concerned that states seemed
to be adopting the standards without, for example, adopting the
fuel standards, and with wvariations that would result in
manufacturers having to meet multiple state standards, not just the
federal or California standards.



Jobs

When asked by Secretary Reich what the delegation would be and the
Administration should be asking of the auto companies in return for
support, the quick and apparently unanimous response of the
delegation was "keeping jobs in the United States."
Representatives Levin and Kildee both suggested this was not an
issue that should be left for the unions to fight for at the
bargaining table, but rather one in which the government should
play a role. As mentioned above, several of the Members stated
that without a jobs guarantee of some sort, they (and, they
suggested, many of their colleagues) would not support NAFTA.
(They did not go on to say they would support NAFTA with such a
guarantee. )

Other Issues

Congressman Levin said the Administration's actions concerning
training and electric car development were good, and he was pleased
to see them. He reminded the group that health care reform was of
critical concern to the industry, and asked that we look at the tax
code, which he stated penalizes automobiles in a number of areas,
including depreciation.

Followup

Senator Levin asked that the group meet with us in three or four
months to go over progress against the same list of issues.

cCit

Bob Rubin

Gene Sperling
Howard Pastor
Mark Geran
Christine Varney
Chris Edley

Bob Kyle

Sylvia Mathews
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April 27, 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: BRUCE REED, DEPUTY ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT
JOSE CERDA III, SENIOR POLICY ANALYST

SUBIJECT: CRIME BILL CONSIDERATIONS

In structuring a proposal that meets your pledge to put 100,000 new police officers on
the street, Domestic Policy has combined a series of crime-related initiatives. Inadequate
funding caused us to take this piccemeal approach and to include Enterprise Zones, HUD's
crime initiative, Safe Schools legislation and National Service participants in the 100,000
calculation. But the crime bill component of this plan has always been the central == and

Last year's crime bill conference report does not really include monies for hiring new
law enforcement personnel. The bill's Cop on the Beat program does not allow funds to be
used for new personnel, and the increase in funding for the Edward Byrne Memorial State
and Local Law Enforcement Assistance Programs was enacted as part of separate legislation
after the crime bill conference report failed last year. The Police Corps, as included in last
year's bill, only offers scholarship assistance and provides no direct funding to put police on
the streets. Moreover, given the scarcity of resources for the policing initiative, we do not
believe the Police Corps is a cost effective means for increasing police force levels. Thus,
without changes to the language and funding levels for these programs, the crime bill will not
put more police on our streets.

So that the crime bill properly reflects your commitment to the 100,000 police pledge,
we have been structuring a proposal, the Police on Our Streets Act, that would combine the
Justice Department's spending for new programs and use that $2.299 billion in budget
authority to fund a single match grant program. We would then have a single direct funding
source for the majority of our new police personnel.

We have spoken to Senator Biden's and Congressman Schumer's staff about such an
approach, and they believe a "Police on Our Streets Act” could easily be incorporated as Title
I of a new crime bill. We have not spoken to Chairman Brooks' staff about this specific
proposal, but we believe he would be open to the idea. Chairman Brooks has been a critic of
the large scale Police Corps included in the crime bill, and he may support scaling back the
program.

A summary of the major provisions in the crime bill is attached.



CRIME BILL CONFERENCE -- SUMMARY OF MAJOR PROVISIONS

DEATH PENALTY

® Provides the largest-ever expansion of the Federal death penalty to cover 53 offenses.
Included in the bill: assassination of the President; murder in the course of rape;
murder for hire; drive-by-shootings.

[ Provides the death penalty for killing a federal law enforcement officer and for Killing
state officers in the course of cooperative investigations with federal agencies.

® Provides the death penalty for "drug king pins" who are convicted of trafficking in
massive amounts of drugs.

THE BRADY BILL

° Imposes a national, five—-day waiting period for the purchase of handguns. Requires
police background checks for gun buyers to keep weapons out of the hands of
convicted criminals.

& Authorizes $100 million for the development of a national "instant check" system for
gun purchasers.

HABEAS CORPUS REFORM

® Limits time for filing a habeas petition to one year after conviction becomes final. No
time limit currently exists.

® Limits the number of petitions allowed to one except for certain narrow exceptions
such as newly discovered evidence or state interference. Under current law there is no
limit on the number of petitions.

® Sets certain performance and qualification standards for trial and appellate counsel
representing indigents.

® Before the Supreme Court adopted the Teague v, Lane doctrine in 1989, a prisoner
could challenge his sentence in a habeas petition based on a favorable new court
ruling that post—dated his trial and appeal. Teague significantly narrowed retroactive
applications. The crime bill narrows Teague by never allowing new rules of law to be

applied retroactively, but it also restores a narrower, pre-Teague definition of a new
rule.



AID TO STATE AND LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT

® Raised the authorization level for the Byrne Memorial State and Local Law
Enforcement Assistance Programs to $1 billion. The Byrne program is the primary
means of providing states and localities with federal law enforcement assistance.’

° Other authorized appropriations for states and localities include:

- $150 million yearly for community policing grants;
- $300 million yearly for Drug Emergency Areas;
- $100 million yearly for Safe Schools grants;
- $100 million yearly for juvenile gang prevention grants.
- $10 million yearly for grants to states for DNA analysis;*
- $30 million yearly for law enforcement scholarships;
- $5 million yearly to provide family support services to law enforcement
personnel;
- $15, $20 and $30 million over the next three years for substance abuse grants
to community coalitions;
= $100 million yearly for grants to states and localities to drug test arrestees;
- $2 million yearly for grants to states to conduct racial and ethnic bias studies
of their criminal justice systems;

_ $2.5 million yearly for Midnight Basketball League grants;
- $100, $100 and $200 million thereafter for a National Police Corps;
- a onc-time $100 million authorization to establish joint state—federal boot
camps at closed military installations;
- $100 million yearly for drug treatment in state prisons;
— a onc-time $700 million authorization for the construction and operation of
10 regional prisons for violent drug offenders;
- $10, $15, $20 and $25 million for grants to state prisons for literacy
programs;
- $50 million yearly for Rural Drug Enforcement Task Forces;
~ $25 million yearly for Rural drug treatment and prevention programs.

TOTAL NEW SPENDING -- ALMOST $1 BILLION YEARLY

(AND 800 MILLION IN ONE-TIME PRISON CONSTRUCTION COSTS)

'After the crime bill failed to pass last year, this increased Byrne authorization was passed
as part of separate legislation. Incorporating such an increase into a new crime bill would be
redundant.

*This bill passed the House as scparate legislation carlier this year.



PENALTIES FOR DRUG AND VIOLENT CRIMES

» Provides 56 new criminal offenses or penalty increases, including serious violent
crime, drug trafficking and firearms offenses.

e Imposes four new mandatory federal prison sentences. They are: using minors to sell
drugs in a drug-free zones; closing the loophole for the importation of small quantities
of drugs; possessing or distributing drugs in a federal prison; and drug-related
violations in newly created drug-free truck stops.

GANG VIOLENCE

® Launches a major new anti-gang initiative, including expanded juvenile courts, new
law enforcement efforts, and gang violence prevention programs (e.g., Boys/Girls
Clubs in housing projects).

. Creates a new federal offense for serious gang-related drug trafficking and violent
crimes.
@ Provides the death penalty for drive-by-shootings, one of the most common and

serious types of gang crimes.

VICTIMS OF CRIME

& Increased federal aid to the victims of crime by removing the "cap" on the Crime
Victims Fund and barred attempts by the previous administration to use the Crime
Victims Fund to pay for expenses currently covered by Medicare and other federal
programs.’

® Grants crime victims the right to speak at the sentencing phase of federal criminal
trials, including death penalty.

RURAL LAW ENFORCEMENT
° Provides $50 million in aid to rural law enforcement agencies.
° Establishes federal-state—local Rural Law Enforcement Task Forces in gvery federal

judicial district with significant rural areas.

*These provisions were enacted separately when the crime bill failed last year.



° Establishes a specialized rural law enforcement training program at the Federal Law
Enforcement Training Center in Glynco, Georgia.

POLICE CORPS

® Establishes an ROTC-style program to provide college scholarships to students willing
to serve as police officers upon graduation.

& Provides new educational opportunities for police officers who are already on the beat
and have demonstrated a commitment to a law enforcement career.

PRISONS

° Establishes 10 new regional prisons to hold up to 8,000 federal and state drug
offenders.

° Creates 10 new military-style boot camps on closed military bases for first-time

offenders and other non-violent drug offenders.

TERRORISM

® Provides the death penalty for terrorist murders and creates stiff new federal penalties
for providing material support to terrorists.

© Implements United States' obligations under new anti-terrorism treaties by creating
new federal offenses for terrorist acts committed against civil aviation and maritime
targets.

GUN PENALTIES

@ Provides new mandatory minimum penalties for serious gun offenses, including gun

possession by convicted felons and for theft of a firearm.

FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT

] Authorizes $345.5 million for federal law enforcement agencies to add hundreds of
additional FBI and DEA agents, federal prosecutors, Border Patrol officers, and other
law enforcement officials to combat violent crime and drug trafficking.



Specifically, these allocations are:

- $45 million to hire and train 350 new DEA agents;

- $25 million to expand DEA state and local task forces;

- $5 million for special agents to investigate violations of the Controlled
Substances Act relating to anabolic steroids;

- $9 million for FBI drug trafficking investigations;

- $500 million to hire and train 500 new border patrol officers;

— $10 million for the U.S. Marshals Service;

~ $15 million for BATF to hire train 100 special agents to investigate firearms
violations committed by drug trafficking organizations;

- $20 million for U.S. Courts to address case overload;

— $12 million for federal defender services.

EXCLUSIONARY RULE

® Codifies current law providing "good faith" exception to the exclusionary rule where
police have a warrant.

CHILD ABUSE
° Creates a national system for background checks for workers in day care centers.

® Imposes the death penalty for child abuse murders.
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: THE VICE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: APPEAL OF EDF v. MASSEY

I. ACTION-FORCING EVENT:

A decision on whether to file a petition for rehearing of
the case must be made today (3-15-93).

II. BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS:

The issue is whether to petition for a rehearing in EDF V.
Massey, a recent decision by the U.S. Court of Appeals for the
District of Columbia Circuit holding that the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) applies to the National Science
Foundation’s proposed incineration of wastes from McMurdo Sound
research facility in Antarctica. NEPA mandates the preparation
of environmental impact statements (EIS’s) for proposed major
federal actions significantly affecting the quality. of the human
environment.

From its passage in 1969 until the late 1970s, the a encies
inter r_activities in-Antarctica and
in the global commons (i.e. the high seas and outer space). The
legislative history of the Act strongly supports this
construction. Moreover, the plain language of the Act encompases
the quality of the human environment, generally. There is no
language indicating that the Congress was concerned only with
environmental impacts within the United States.

In 1Qzﬁi_nggggg;;_g_dispu:a_a:nse_nxex;xhe_oxt:ate::itoaéal
application of NEPA to actions within the sovereign territory of
another nation. Because of the potential for interference in the
conduct of foreign policy and concerns over the potential
encroachment of another nation’s sovereignty, President-€arter
determined that the Act did not apply. Instead, he issued
Executive Order 12114 delineating the responsibilities of the
federal agencies in assessing the environmental impact of their
actions outside the territory of the United States. Although the
dispute leading to the issuance of the executive order did no

involve NEPA’s application_to and Antarctica,

the order _as Writ tions in those
geographical regions as well. The Court’s holding in Massey was

a rejection of this policy, at least with respect to its



application in Antarctica.

A. VIEWS OF THE AGENCIES

1. NSF -- Argues that compliance with NEPA will interfere
with scientific research; recommends petition for re-hearing.

2. NOAA -- Complies with NEPA in activities on the high seas
and in Antarctica without interference in research; recommends
against petition for re-hearing.

3. EPA -- recommends against petition.

4. INTERIOR/AGRICULTURE -- given that the holding of the
case is applicable only to Antarctica, recommends against
petition for rehearing.

5. DEFENSE/NASA/NRC/USTR/DEA -- concerned that broader dicta
in the case will be read to extend the holding of the case beyond
Antarctica to our actions on the high seas (which could, for

example, interfere with Navy maneuvers and operations) and to our
actions within the soverelgn territory of another nation. 1In the
latter case, interference in the conduct of foreign affairs and
risks to national security are feared if suits are brought under
NEPA challenging -- and potentially enjoining -- significant
federal actions. Harrassment suits are feared.

6. STATE -- also concerned about broader application of
dicta in the case. Agrees, however, that NEPA should apply to
our actions in Antarctica but recommends that we pursue that
objective through legislation. Also recognizes weakness of E.O.
12114 in ensuring that environmental impacts are adequately
assessed and therefore further recommends that a new E.O. be
issued.

7. JUSTICE -- in a personal communication on 3-14-93,
Attorney General Reno indicated to me that she is quite
comfortable in not asking for a rehearing of the case. (Prior to
General Reno’s swearing on 3-12-93, lawyers handling the case at
Justice had recommended that a petition be filed. However, the
Acting Solicitor General in a meeting on 3-13-93 indicated that,
if there is agreement with the holding of the case =-- namely,
that NEPA applies to Antarctica -- he would counsel against
filing a petltlon. Nevertheless, you.should be aware that in
deciding not to file a pefition, the aictain the case will
remain and will no doubt be used by plalntlft_,until_a__gse

squarely addresse% gg% gesolves th__gg_ﬁt;ﬂn_ﬂﬁ_ﬂEBA_ﬁ
app sovereign territory of another

country. (ngh_g_gasg_is_ngu_pgggigg and our argument has been
that NEPA does not apply.)).

B. CONSIDERATIONS:



1. National Security:

The concerns raised by those agencies seeking a rehearing
are not lightly to be dismissed. In assessing the gravity of
those concerns in this instance, however, the following factors
should also be borne in mind:

a. While there is dicta in the opinion which extends beyond
the narrow holding of the case, the court expressly stated that:

"(W]e do not decide today how NEPA might apply to actions in
a case involving an actual foreign sovereign or how other U.S.
statutes might apply to Antarctica. We_only hold that the alleged
faiuwwuwwimmion
in AnLa:gtica_dnesdnot_ina4d&3uJksaup4uuanmunj;n14mlaig§t
extraterritoriality."

b. The courts have been very sensitive to the relationship
between NEPA and national security concerns. In no instance has
NEPA been used to enjoin a federal action abroad when national
security concerns have been raised. Indeed, even with regard to
actions in the U.S. where there is no question that NEPA applies,
the Courts have held that the Act gives way in the face of
national security concerns. (Most recently, the court held in
favor of the Air Force when planes violating noise restriction
limits had to be landed in Massachussetts during the Persian Gulf
war) .

c. The availability of documents under NEPA is governed by
the Freedom of Information Act. Classified information is
therefore exempt from disclosure under the Act. Moreover, the
Supreme Court has held that NEPA compliance is beyond judicial
scrutiny when information critical to the national security would
have to be revealed in trying the case.

d. As noted, for the first decade of its existence, NEPA
was understood to apply to actions on the high seas. Thus DOD’s
NEPA regulations for the Office of the Secretary of Defense, the
Military Departments, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Unified and
Specified commands, and Defense Agencies for most of the decade
clearly specified that "Environmental statements are required for
actions ... conducted anywhere in the world, except when
conducted in, or partly in, areas which are in or under the
jurisdiciton of a nation other than the United States."

2. Other:

a. Your campaign statement: puring the campaign, you
provided the following statement to the league of Conservation
Voter’s:

"I support legislation to apply the National Environmental
Policy Act to federal actions overseas."



b. Environmental community: Thirteen major environmental
organizations have written you urging that the decision not be
appealed. This is a major priority for them; there will be
strong negative reaction to a petition for rehearing.

c. Congress: Legislation has repeatedly been introduced to
apply NEPA to all federal actions overseas -- whether occurring
in Antarctica, the global commons, or within the sovereign
territory of another nation. Appeal of this case would likely
trigger the reintroduction of that legislation. This will likely
complicate efforts to pass the Department of Environment bill
which may well be used as a vehicle. Moreover, passage of such
legislation will take from you the discretion to decide, and to
implement through a new executive order, the nature and extent of
required federal environmental assessments for actions taken
within the sovereign territory of another nation.

III. RECOMMENDATION: That the Department of Justice is directed
not to file a petition for rehearing. Further, that the
Department is instructed to distinguish this case from any
pending or future cases involving the application of NEPA to
actions anywhere outside the territory of the United States
except Antarctica. Finally, that an interagency process is
initiated to review policy with regard to the application of NEPA
to the global commons and to the sovereign territory of another
country, and that recommendations be developed in that process
regarding possible application of NEPA, or alternatively, the
development of a new executive order, in order to delineate
environmental requirements in each of these areas. .

IV. DECISION

Approve Approve as Amended Reject No Action



DEFENSE REINVESTMENT AND CONVERSION
MARCH 11, 1993

Today, President Clinton announced a major Defense Reinvestment and Conversion
Initiative that will go into effect immediately. In a sweeping policy shift, the Clinton
Administration will distribute $1.4 billion that Congress appropriated last year for defense
conversion, which the Bush Administration had opposed and declined to spend. In addition,
the Clinton Administration has redirected funds and proposed other FY93 spending totaling
$300 million. By 1997, the investments for defense conversion would almost triple to over
$5.2 billion, with a total of nearly $20 billion invested in FY93-97. These investments will
promote economic growth while preserving a strong military and defense industrial base.

In today's announcement, the President described in detail the $1.7 billion in specific
programs that will be implemented in 1993. The immediate conversion package includes four
major areas of new investment:

1. WORKER TRAINING AND ADJUSTMENT

2. INVESTING IN HARD-HIT COMMUNITIES

3. DUAL-USE TECHNOLOGY AND COMMERCIAL-MILITARY INTEGRATION

4. CONVERSION OPPORTUNITIES IN NEW CIVILIAN TECHNOLOGY
INVESTMENT

A National Economic Council interagency working group on defense reinvestment and
conversion will issue a white paper in early April.

BRIEF SUMMARIES
1993 DEFENSE REINVESTMENT AND CONVERSION INITIATIVE:

1. MILITARY AND CIVILIAN WORKER TRAINING AND ADJUSTMENT: Now
that we have won the Cold War and are readjusting our defense posture, we cannot leave the
talented individuals who are responsible for that victory out in the cold. To achieve the
economic strength that will ensure our national security in the new era, we must refocus the
talents, energy and dedication of the men and women involved in national defense on creating
economic growth and serving their communities. That is why the President's Defense
Reinvestment and Conversion Initiative will dedicate over $375 million in FY93 alon: ‘o
transition assistance, employment services and job training. Some defense funds will ¢
transferred to the Labor Department and other agencies to carry out these programs. During
FY93-97, the President's defense conversion plan will allocate nearly $4 billion for worker
adjustment. FY93 funding includes:

0  $150 million for government- and employer--sponsored training programs for
displaced defense workers

o  $112 million for transition initiatives for members of the guard and reserve and
severance pay and health benefits for separating civilians



0 Early retirement benefits for military personnel with 15 or more years of service;
retirement credit for service in law enforcement, teaching and other critical professions

o  Pilot programs to train separating military personnel and defense workers to enter
critical jobs in teaching, law enforcement and health care

In.addition:

0  The Department of Energy is redirecting $25 million for employee retraining and
assistance programs.

2. INVESTING IN HARD-HIT COMMUNITIES: There is a compelling need for actions
that will speed and ease the transition of workers, communities and firms that are being hard
hit by cuts in defense spending. Scores of defense—dependent communities are undergoing
distress, as their workers lose jobs and their businesses contract. The recession and high
unemployment have aggravated all of these problems. For communities that lose a military
base, environmental clean-up is a major obstacle to base reuse. The 1993 package helps
hard-hit communities by providing:

0 $30 million to substantially expand DoD's Office of Economic Adjustment so that
every community with a military base scheduled for closure will have the tools and
expertise to plan and adjust and create new economic opportunities

o  $80 million for revolving-loan programs and grants through the Commerce
Department to target the communities that will be most hard-hit by declines in the
industries affected by the defense contraction

0  $84 million for Defense Department programs that allow retired military and reserve
personnel to address unmet needs in the nation's schools and communities

In addition:

o  DoD will streamline environmental clean-up to speed local economic recovery; a new
DoD deputy undersecretary for the environment is being created to make this happen.

0  The Administration will explore the potential for using unneeded military facil. .es for
community health and other programs.

3. DUAL-USE TECHNOLOGY AND COMMERCIAL-MILITARY INTEGRATION:
For too long, our nation has denied itself the benefits to economic growth and technological
advancement that could result from integrating the pursuit of defense and civilian goals. But
we can no longer separate national security from economic security; in a post-Cold War
world, they are one and the same. We must restructure the military-industrial complex so
that commercial firms play the dominant role, since they now produce much state-of-the-art



technology. That is why the Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA) was
renamed the Advanced Research Projects Agency (ARPA) —- as the agency was known
before 1972. This change symbolizes the Clinton Administration's commitment to supporting
dual-use technology and integrating the commercial and military sectors.

0

ARPA is now ready to accept proposals for over $500 million in technology and
industrial base programs. These funds will support industry-led R&D consortia in
critical dual-use technologies and pioneering state/local efforts to commercialize and
deploy technology. All programs require matching funds and merit-based selection.
(For information, call: 1-800-DUAL-USE.)

ARPA and four other agencies (Commerce, NSF, Energy and NASA) are cooperating
to jointly implement these programs through the Technology Reinvestment Project.
The agencies will hold a series of regional outreach meetings in early April to brief
potential applicants and answer questions. These programs, some of which were
mentioned in our technology initiative, include:

$255 million for government-industry partnerships to develop advanced materials,
manufacturing and other dual-use technologies

$100 million for "regional technology alliances" among firms to share information and
develop new products and markets

$100 million for state and local manufacturing extension programs to assist small
defense firms in.making the transition to commercial production

$100 million for other programs to help small defense firms acquire dual-use
capabilities

In addition:

0

ARPA has $200+ million for industry research to develop electronics and materials
technologies with both commercial and military application.

DoD is redirecting $85 million of Small Business Innovation Research (SBIR) ' :nds
to companies that are developing dual-use technology in such areas as electron.cs,
materials, and instrumentation.

To encourage large defense firms to pursue dual-use and commercial applications,
DoD is enlarging the scope of independent research and development (IR&D)
reimbursed under defense contracts. This should result in the redirection of some
share of IR&D activities, which total several billion dollars annually.



4. CONVERSION OPPORTUNITIES IN NEW CIVILIAN TECHNOLOGY
INVESTMENTS: Technology is the engine of economic growth. By investing more in new
civilian technologies, we can create exciting new opportunities for defense workers and firms,
enhance U.S. competitiveness, and tackle unmet domestic needs. That is why the Clinton
Administration has redirected funds and proposed other FY93 spending totaling $300 million.

Proposed spending in the President's stimulus package includes:
o  an additional $94 million for Department of Energy R&D partnerships with industry

o  $117 million for the Advanced Technology Program and other activities of the
Commerce Department's National Institute of Standards and Technology

o  $64 million for pilot projects to demonstrate the benefits of computer networking to
schools and libraries



10-Mar-93 Defense Reinvestment and Economic Growth Initiatives

Budget Authority ($ in millions)

1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1993-7
Assistance for Defense Workers, Personnel and Communities
Department of Defense Personnel Assistance and
Community Support 597 697 697 1/ 697 1/ 697 1/ 3,385
Department of Energy Personnal Assistance 25 100 125
Department of Labor Displaced Worker Training 2/ 300 3/ 400 3/ 400 3/ 400 3/ 1,500
Department of Commerce Community Diversification
Assistance (EDA) 15 4/ 33 55 55 55 213
Total: Worker and Personnel Assistance Programs 637 1,130 1,152 1,162 1,152 5,223
Department of Defen L Technol Reinvestmen 845 5/ 964 5/ 964 1/ 964 1/ 964 1/ 4,701
New Federal Hi men
(Conversion Opportunities) 6/ 185 1,206 2,329 2,758 3,175 9,651
Grand total: Programs that will assist
Defense workers, personnel, communities and firms 1,667 3,300 4,445 4,874 5,291 19,575

1/ This Is the 1994 level. Specific estimates for 1995, 1998, and 1997 will not be avallable until the DOD completes its comprehensive review of Defense programs this year.

U R ]

$75 million will be transferred In 1993 from the Department of Defenss.
This Is the portion of overall investment increase that could be expected to be used lo retrain displaced defense workers.
In addition, $80 million will be transferred ° 1993 from the Department of Defense.

This excludes impact of broadened scope of allowable IR&D reimbursement.
This Includes investment programs that provide direct conversion opportunities (e.g., Department of Energy/industry R&D partnerships and NASA civil aviation research)

and 50% of programs that provide some conversion opportunities (e.g., Department of Commerce programs for information highways, manufacturing and advanced and
advanced technology.) Not Included are Increases for Enterprise zones, Community Development Banks, National Science Foundation, highway programs, and the R&D
tax credit that will provide opportunities for defense firms and workers, and help develop Infrastructure useful for community economic diversification.
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Details of 1993 Programs
Budget Authority ($ in millions)

Assistance for Defense Workers, Personnel, and Communities

Department of Defense Personnel Assistance and Community Support

Temporary early retirement 10
Temporary health transistion assistance 1
Guard and reserve transition initiatives 40
Separation pay and civilian health benefits 72
Troops to teachers/healthcare/law enforcement personnel 6
DOD Environmental scholarships and grants 1/

Job training and employment services (Department of Labor) 75 2
Job bank program 4
Military personnel occupational conversion & training 75
Transition Assistance/Relocation Assistance Programs 3/ 60
Office of Economic Adjustment 30
Philadelphia Naval Shipyard Economic Conversion (1-time) 50

Community diversification (Department of Commerce) 80 4/
Retired military and reserve support of community programs 5/ 84
Subtotal: Department of Defense 597
Personnel Assistan 25

mun Iversification Assistance (EDA 15 6/

[Total: Community Adjustment and Assistance Programs _ 637 |
Program in development.

These funds will be transferred to the Department of Labor.

Although this is a continuing program, It is shown here because It Is an Important element of the Department's

transition program.

These funds will be transferred to the Department of Commerce.

This includes high school training programs and Civillan Community Corps/National and Service programs.

In addition to this funding, the Department of Commerce will have $80 million transferred from the Department of Defense.

eQeLe ems
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Details of 1993 Programs
Budget Authority ($ in millions)

[Department of Defense Dual-Use Technology Reinvestment 845 2/|

Reinvestment Initiatives 327
Dual Use Technology Partnerships 95
Commercial-Military Integration Partnerships 48
Regional Technology Alliances 95

Agile Manufacturing/Enterprise Integration 29
Advanced Materlals Partnerships 29
Advanced Manufacturing Technology Partnerships 23
Manufacturing Engineering Education Program 29

US Japan Management Tralning 9
Less baseline programs included above (30)
Manufacturing/Technology Extension 1/ 190
Electronics and Materlals Initiatives 243
High definition systems 92
Optoelectronics 23

Metal matrix and ceramics 9
Diamond substrates 9

Multi chip modules/high temperature superconductivity 14

Multi chip modules 25
Advanced lithography 7

Bl | 85

ral -Technology Inve nversion O unities
i n nities for defense firms and worker
Department of Energy 94
Government/industry R&D partnerships, civil 47
Government/industry R&D partnerships, defense 47
Some conversion opportunities for defense firms and workers

Department of Commerce 181
National Institute of Science and Technology (NIST) 117
Information highways B4
Assume 509 of this category provides conversion opportunities ' 91
Total: New Federal high-technology investments (conversion opportunities) 185
Grand total: Programs_ to assist defense workers, personnel, communities, and firms. 1,667

1/ Program to be managed by DOC (NIST) with active DOD participation; FY 1993 funds support program over two year period.
2/ Excludes impact of broadened scope of allowable IR&D reimbursement.



DEFENSE REINVESTMENT AND CONVERSION INITIATIVE
DOD PROGRAM SUMMARIES

Personnel Assistance Programs

Early Military Retirement

This initiative would offer retirement benefits to military
personnel with 15 or more years of service. Previously, DoD
offered retirement benefits after 20 years of service. The goal
of the new incentives is to encourage voluntary retirements of
military personnel with greater than 15 but less than 20 years of
service, and thereby minimize lay-offs. This program is targeted
at military personnel who are not covered by other retirement or
separation incentives, such as the Voluntary Separation
Incentive/Special Separation Bonus, which are aimed at personnel
with between 6 and 15 years of service.

Health Transition Assistance

This program is aimed at providing transitional health
insurance to separating military personnel from the time they
leave the armed services until the time they obtain health
insurance through their civilian employer.

Guard and Reserve Transition Initiatives

These initiatives are designed to ease the transition for
members of the guard and reserve who are released as a result of
the defense cutbacks. The initiatives include, among other
things, new retirement incentives, separation pay, and priority
placement in open positions in guard and reserve units.

Separation Pay and Civilian Health Benefits

This initiative would offer retirement and resignation
incentives to DoD civilian personnel. The goal of this
initiative is to encourage voluntary retirements and resignations
among the civilian workforce, thereby minimizing layoffs. 7 -e
incentives would be equal to $25,000 or the amount of severance
pay to which an individual would be entitled, whichever is less.
This initiative also offers transitional health insurance to
separating civilians.

Troops to Teachers/Health Care/Law Enforcement Personnel

This initiative would establish three pilot programs to
train separating military personnel, DoD and DoE civilian
employees, and private sector defense workers to enter three
public service professions for which many are particularly well
suited: teaching, health care, and law enforcement. These
programs use as a starting point the "Troops to Teachers"



legislation passed for fiscal year 1993.

DoD Environment Scholarship Program

The FY93 defense conversion package called for scholarships,
fellowships, and training administered by DoD for the purpose of
enabling individuals to qualify for employment in the field of
environmental restoration and waste management in DoD. Program
details are being developed.

Grants to Colleges for Training in Environmental Restoration

The FY93 legislation authorizes DoD to establish a program
to assist institutions of higher education to provide education
and training in environmental restoration and hazardous waste
management techniques applicable to DoD and Doe facilities.
Program details are being developed.

Job Training and Employment Services

This initiative will establish a $75 million program to
provide job training to separating military personnel, DoD
civilians, and private sector defense workers. The program will
be carried out by the Department of Labor.

Job Bank Program

DoD will expand access to the Interstate Job Bank, a
Department of Labor-administered list of job openings. 1In
addition, DoD will improve integration of existing databases of
jobs and resumes to improve job search services for separating
military and civilian personnel.

Military Personnel Occupational Conversion and Training

This $75 million program will provide employer-sponsored,
DoD-approved job training for veterans. Employers who
participate in the program would agree to hire individuals
following on-the-job training. DoD will work closely with the
Departments of Veterans Affairs and Labor in implementing this
initiative.

Transition Assistance/Relocation Assistance Program

Each of the armed services offer transition assistance
pregrams for their separating personnel. These programs provide
services such as pre-separation counseling, employment
assistance, and a variety of other services and benefits.



Community Adjustment and Assistance Programs

Office of Economic Adjustment

DoD will increase substantially the activities of its Office
of Economic Adjustment (OEA). OEA is responsible for leading
DoD's efforts to work with communities severely affected by
reductions in defense spending. In particular, OEA will assist
each community affected by a base closing develop a plan for
economic conversion and revitalization. OEA works closely with
other federal, state, and local government organizations to bring
the full range of assistance programs to bear on affected
communities. OEA grants will help communities develop adjustment
plans and states develop assistance and diversification programs.

Philadelphia Naval Shipyard Economic Conversion

The 1993 Appropriation Act stated that $50 million may be
available for conversion projects in Philadelphia. DoD is ready
to work with Philadelphia to develop effective defense conversion
programs using these funds. If the entire sum is not required
for these programs, DoD proposes to use the remaining funds to
run defense transition demonstration projects.

Community Diversification

DoD will dedicate $80 million to pay for adjustment programs
for defense-dependent communities to be carried out by the
Economic Development Administration (EDA) of the Department of
Commerce. The charter for EDA's Title IX program allows it to
provide funds to pay for a variety of services in communities
experiencing economic dislocation. EDA grants and revolving loan
funds can be used to support business development, technical
assistance, public works, or almost any other activity that
addresses economic adjustment problems that have been identified
in each community's economic adjustment plan. DoD will execute a
memorandum of agreement with EDA to transfer the $80 million.

EDA will speed up the application process and provide priority
attention to applications for these funds, and to reduce sharply
its processing time for such applications.

Retired Military and Reserve Support of Community and Educational
Programs

The Department of Defense will expand its support of a
variety of programs that allow retiring and reserve personnel to
address unmet needs in the nation's schools and communities. In
particular, programs that foster youth development -- such as the
National Guard Civilian Youth Opportunity Pilot Program and
Junior ROTC Career Academies For At-Risk Youth -- can put to good
use the mentoring skills of retiring defense personnel.



Defense Reinvestment Technology Programs

Dual-Use Critical Technology Partnerships

This program will support partnerships aimed at developing
technologies that have both military and commercial applications.
Industry will take the lead in submitting proposals, and may
include federal laboratories, universities, and other entities.

Commercial-Military Integration Partnerships

This program will support partnerships aimed at developing
and maturing dual-use technologies with clear commercial
viability. Industry again takes the lead in submitting
proposals, with other research institutions involved as industry
deems appropriate.

Agile Manufacturing/Enterprise Integration Program

This program is designed to capitalize on the emerging shift
from mass production to flexible or "agile" manufacturing. Agile
manufacturing allows independently-owned companies to form
instantaneous partnerships with firms that have complementary
capabilities in order to exploit market opportunities. These
partnerships -- called "virtual enterprises" or "virtual
corporations" -- will leverage our nation's strengths in
information technology. Agile manufacturing capabilities are
required in both the commercial and military sectors and are key
to reconstituting military capabilities in any future national
emergency. Industry will take the lead in submitting proposals
in partnership with universities and other appropriate
institutions.

Advanced Materials Synthesis and Processing Partnerships

This program will support partnerships aimed at improving
industry's ability to take new materials from the laboratory to
commercial production. Industry takes the lead in submitting
proposals with other institutions involved as appropriate.

Advanced Manufacturing Technology Partnerships

This program will fund partnerships aimed at developing new
manufacturing technologies with dual-use applications with
particular emphasis on significantly reducing health, safety, and
environmental hazards associated with existing manufacturing
processes. Industry will take the lead in submitting proposals
with other institutions involved as appropriate.



Manufacturing Engineering Education Grant Program

This program will support manufacturing engineering
education programs at colleges, universities and other
institutions of higher education, on a matching basis.
Educational institutions will submit proposals in partnership
with industry and other institutions as appropriate.

Manufacturing Experts in the Classroom Program

This program will support teaching, curriculum development
and other activities of manufacturing experts with practical
experience at institutions of higher education. Educational
institutions will submit proposals in partnership with industry
or labor organizations and other institutions as appropriate.

US Japan Management Training Program

This program provides training for US scientists, engineers,
and managers in Japanese technology management, language, and
culture, and provides research opportunities in Japan to: 1)
increase understanding of Japanese industry and technology
management methods, 2) provide US scientists, engineers,
managers, and students an understanding of Japanese business and
social culture, and 3) provide opportunities for direct
involvement in research, engineering and management activities.

Manufacturing/Technoloqy Extension Programs

Manufacturing Extension Program: this program will assist
small manufacturing (with up to 500 employees) in upgrading their
capabilities to serve commercial and defense needs. Modelled
after the agricultural extension program, this program will fund
on a matching basis the efforts of state and local governments to
deliver services to small manufacturers. State and local
governments will submit proposals under this program in
partnership with other institutions as appropriate.

Dual-Use Extension Assistance Program: this program will
assist businesses economically dependent on Department of Defense
expenditures to acquire dual-use capabilities through a variety
of mechanisms. The program will involve state and local
governments, the private sector, nonprofit organizations and
other federal agencies.

Electronics and Materials Initiatives

These initiatives support industry research to develop dual-
use technologies in: higher definition systems, optoelectronics,
metal matrix and ceramics, multichip modules, multichip
integration, advanced lithography, diamond substrates, multichip
modules/high temperature superconductivity, battery technology,
and composite materials manufacturing.

For information on the above programs, call 1-800-DUAL-USE.



New Civilian Technology Investments

R&D partnerships between industry and the National Labs: This
initiative provides $235 million in FY93 to encourage
partnerships between industry and the Department of Energy's
defense and civilian labs. These labs are home to more than
59,000 scientists, engineers and technicians who perform over
$6.6 billion worth of R&D each year. With the end of the Cold
War, the mission of the National Labs should expand to include
partnering with industry in areas such as renewable energy,
microelectronics and photonics, environmentally-conscious
manufacturing, and high-performance computing. Using Cooperative
Research and Development Agreements (CRADAs) and other
mechanisms, the labs can increase the share of their resources
devoted to industry-driven, cost-shared partnerships.

Advanced Technology Program: The Commerce Department's Advanced
Technology Program, managed by the National Institute of
Standards and Technology, provides matching grants for industry-
led R&D projects, which are proposed by single companies or joint
ventures. The Advanced Technology Program has provided funding
for projects in machine tools, advanced automotive manufacturing,
recycling of plastics, and flat panel display manufacturing. ATP
can help defense contractors make the transition to the civilian
sector. One defense contractor commented that "I've got a better
perspective of the way commercial businesses operate than I did
prior to our collaboration with... [joint ventures partners]...
on the ATP."

Information Superhighways: Although the private sector will take
the lead in deploying an advanced communications network,
government can act as a catalyst by helping non-profit
institutions such as schools link up to national networks. With
the right investments, students will be able to tap into on-line
electronic libraries, conduct scientific experiments using
equipment anywhere in the country, and collaborate with other
students on a wide variety of learning projects. 1In FY93, the
National Telecommunications and Information Administration will
have $64 million to promote networking pilot projects.
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Living With the Clintons

Bill's Arkansas bodyguards tell the story the press missed.

by David Brock e

X

o 2 remarkable but little-noticed article busied nside the Sunday
IWaﬁsmPoammmshmm 1992 presidential election, top
Clinton campaign aide Betscy Wright said she had been spending the bt
ter pant of her time gincs the Democrarie Natioaal Convension trying o quell
potential “bintho eruptions.”
Through she Little Rock gossip mills, the campaign was tacking nineteen
poteatial allegations that had surfaced in the first week
Eollowing the convention, in addition to sevey others that
bad appeared eardier in the year, Wright said, The exten-
sive effort to shon-circuit such stories, Wright said,
included the campaign’s hiring of a private investigator
obrain information damaging 1o the credibility of the
women iovolved, which was then used, presumably, ©
persuade them 10 stay quiet.

Perhaps unintentionally, the phrase “bitabo ersptions”
cmmms.\'r'n;luschmcedampmm"bhnbo—-m
8 later reference to “gold-digger growth™—was obviously
meant to discredit in advance any reports of sexval lisisons
between Atkansas govemot Bill Clinton and wemen other
than his wife, Hillary. Yet at the same time, Wright also
seerned 10 be conceding, if not promising, that there was
more (0 Come~—iA., the imminent appearance of an unspe-
ified number of such women, and a subsequent round of
sionies raising Questions abogt Clinton's privats life.

Wﬂghxmnmuuﬁmwulkabmuﬂwwnpm s ageressive efforts w
discredit sources and lobby reportars and editors o spike cmerging news sto-
ries. Writing in the New York Times io March, Gwen Ifill reparted:

David Brock is the author of The Real Anite Hill (Free Press) and an inves-
ffgmivc writer for The American Spectator.
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Thexe have boa consiant, dough wndocumensd, repats of
aticles gl wearo pever pablithed becaise the Chinlon damage
cantrollers were. o fall alart before final publicasion decisiont
were made. This works “more ofte than you tink,” saxd

George Stephanopeulos.

Even the recently relessed documentary aboat the 1992 cam-
pign, The War Room, showed Stephanopoulos oa the tels-
phone ou the eve of the clection, waming ¢ caller nat 10 g0
public with damaging information about Clinton's privae life.

he campaign had gono o “full glen” when Geanifes

Flowers, the former cabaret singer, alleged in an

interview with the Star supermarked tabloid that she
had carried on a 12-year affair with Clinton (“Mistress Tells
All, The Socret Love Tapes That Prove I7). With Hillary at
his side, Clinton gppedred oo “60 Minutes” o dexry that he
had ever had an affair with Flowers, cailing her only “a
fricadly acquaintance,” but acknowledging unspecified
“wrongdoing™ and “causing pain in my marriage.”

Flowers’s story was tainted at the oucset, when she was
repartedly paid $150,000 to cooperate with a pablication of
no journalistic repute. It was then discovered by the
Arkansas Democras-Gazette that she had misrepresented
parts of her educational background asd work history.
Writing in the New Republic, Sidncy Blumenthal described
Flowers as “the woman in red, trimmed in black 10 mawch
the roots of her frasted hair.”

On the other hand, there was direct evidence weighiag in
favor of Flowers. Though they had soms wnexplsined pauses
and ambigoons references, Flowers had rapes of cogversagons
with Clititon, incloding his insmuction that she denty that they
had tafied about her obtaining 8 sate job (“If they ever ask
you if you've talked 1 me 2bout it. you can say o). She also
had corroborasion for her story from her mother Maxy, as well
ag from her roommate ax the time, Lauren Kirk, who declared
in an interview with the New York Post's Cindy Adams,
“There can be no doubt that she and Bill Clinton had sex with
one another.™ And fimally, Clinton nover denied the authen-
ticity of the tapes; in fact, be apologized to Mario Cuomo for 2
taped remark imputing Mafia ties to the New York governex.

Yer with very few exceptions—Phil Donahue and the
Washington Monrhly's Charles Peteys armong them—the
press was untroubled by these wrinkles in Clinton’s denial
of the Flowers affair and accepied his suggestion that any
marital indiscretions were hiswory. Pressed by Donabue,
Clinion seemed 1o assert that zny peccadillocs were 2 thing
of the past: “I've wid you the only facts I think you're enu-
tied to kmow. Have [ had any problems with my mamiage?
Yes Are we in good shape now? Yes.” The contention that
any marital infidelity was ho longer occuming was crucial (0
Clinton's ability to put oul the fire, As the New York Times
paraphrased Clinton polister Stan Greenberg at the time,
“As long as voiers believed the candidate had nct lied aad
that his marriage was ‘real,’ they will not i an him."

! After tpeaking o the press, Kirk was fired from her job == & real-
tar in Dalles.
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or the most part, the peess coverage quickly devolved

into a tortured colloquinm on whether or not infideli-

1y was a Legitimare [ssue. To the extent that mem-
bers of the peess corps had come to believe that it oo longer
was, that they had gane 100 far in destroying Democtatic
fropt-runner Gary Hast's political carcer by exposing his
ties 10 model Donna Rice in 1987, Clinton may have been
treated with kid gloves on the womanizing istwe, Thoagh
opinion polls showed that 14 percent of the electorate would
no: vots for an adultzrer, the indifferent poblic respoase w0
the Flowers story may have convinced many i the media
that the public desir: for “change” outweighed any concerns
1boat Clinton't charactey, In addition, it was clear that
many reporters viewed Chaton 85 “one of 1s,” 2 producs of
the 1960¢ not only politically, but on sexval mauers as
well—a “liberal semi-hip contsmpetary who sesrms o share
their [reportess') values,” gs the Boston Globe descibed the
cindidate. Clinton booster Eleanor Clift of Newsweek can-
didly stated after the Flowers revelations, “Truth is, the
press is willing to cut Clinton some stack because they like
him and what he has to ssy.” )

Nonethelass, 2 competng if mingrity view among some
journalists held that the press must not repeat the glavish
seif-censorship of the Kennedy days. Surely & number of
news oxganizgtions continped o scrutinize Clintoa's privats
life afier the Flowers stary faded, and even more so follow-
ing his presidendal nomination. Despite Clinton's tacit
admission of infidelity, howeves, after Flowers na ather
“bimbos” crupted.2
Having recently speat 2 good deal of time i Arkgnsas

with people who weee close to the Clintons in their Litde
Rock years, I'm fairly corain that it was Jess @ lack of pro-
fessional interest in the subject, and more the fack of on-the.
record sourcing dus (0 the strong-arm actics acknowledged
by Wright and Stepbanopoulos, that kept what could have
been one of the biggest pelitical swories of the campaign
from seeiag the lighs of day.

1

uch has been written of Clinton’s fascingauion
with JFK, dating back to the timie he was ingo-
duced ta the president while visiting Washingron
as 8'tleenager in 1963. Whea Clinton returned from
Washingion, he announced (0 his mother that he was going
to enter politics. This past Sepiember, President Clinwon

2Qthos names sorfaced in the tabloids bur, unlike Flowery, were
never meationed In the muinstresm press, Appesring on the Sqlly
Jetse Raphael show in July 1992, Sally Perdue, 3 former Mis
Arknsae, elaimed that she had had o affair with Clinwon, but the
media generally cid pot report this. After the sppeansnce, Padue
was fired from her job in the edmisdons office of a Midwestern
university. A second woman had sctually susfaced prior o
Flowess, in Penchoase. Connie Hamzy of Linle Rock said the had
been sanbathing by @ pool at a howe! in North Liule Rock in
August 1984 when an wifs (o Clinton spproached her andd aranged
# raxual encounier with Clinwn.
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summoned jowrnalist Richard Reeves, the author of the
recent biography Prevideat Kennedy, to the White House 10
discuss his boak. Reeves wriwes of how Keanedy and his
handlecs worked hard to keep stories of the president’s
womanizmg out of the papers, much as the Clinton cam-
paign would do gome thirty years laier:

(Kennady] wnderstood an impartant fact about the press xnd
scanddl: seepectable journals generally avoided being the first
1Q ToPart ou FUmoTs Of evVidence conceming sex, But ks knew
that once something had been printed, no mattor where, pows-
pgpes ad magazines quickly quoted cach ofher, tsing the first
publication 43 & peg for their cwm repares .. Thuduwum
stop the fint mention.

Clintoa followed his idol's strawgy, and thus far he's been
amazingly successful. On the Flowers tapes, Clinton is
heard saymg, “They can't run a slory like this ynless some.
body said, ‘Yeah, I did it with him,"™ Given the way
Flowers was made an exanple of by Wright, Blumenthal,
and others, women who have becn linked to Clinton were
less likely to come forward. But aside from the women,
there was another group of sousces sought afier by reporters
in the fall of 1992 because they were uniquely positioned to

have first-hand knowledge of the subject: the dozen or 80 .

Arkangas state police officors assigned to the governor's
security detail bath before and during the presidential run,
Under soue law, these troopers are charged with safe-
guarding the first family of Arkansas, as well as the grounds
ofthegubmwialmsioaindomwnumnock.m
practice, at least daring the six tesms thet Clinton held
office, the troopers fonctioned as chaufleurs, butlers, body-
guards, errand boys, and baggage handlers. They did every-
thing for the Clintons, from receiving and placing telephone
calls 1 changing bicydie tires and cleaning up 8fter Socks

the cat (who apparently retwhes with alarmiag frequency).

In lats August end in Septenber and October, 1 spent more

i than thiny hours interviewing four state boopers who had
| worked for the Climons at various tumes over the years! in

tatal, their experienas covered mast of the period from early
1979, when Clinton first took office, o Janatry 16, 1993, when
mnmmummmmwmmhu;mmm
gwamﬂnwmkmaﬂcﬁmcdmmmum

‘ ed tip that 3 group of Arkaagas roopert was considering com-
i ing forwand to tell all they knew about the Clintons, includiog
. extensive rst-hend informagon sbout Bil's philandering,

The troopers® proximity o the Clintons had prompted

reporiers from many national news organizations to seek
i them out for interviews in 1992, catling them at home all

hours of the day and night for weeks. Up until last fali,

when I intecvicwed them, they had not talked. | spoke with

the troopers separately and in varipus combinations and

then re-interviewed them several Gmes on 2pe 10 test and
r:-l.esnhcuaocom for inconsistencies agdmbc_llgﬁhmw

m twWo of the troope Pauer nd

ded W go on the et terial

and 2llow Umrnamc-s to be used in this piece. At that point,

they retained two lawyers: CUfY Jacksen, a former Oxford

AKER . RIECTATUR -~ e, T

classmate of Clinton's. who bad accused Clinton of lying |

zbout his i in a series of media interviews in
1992; and(Lyan Davisa former director of the Arkansas
state police and & former prasceuior.?

The troopers also and swore (o affi-
duvits furnished IA:AngduTww may make
use of some of the picce being devel-

oped on how the Clinton campaign kept these and gimilay
stories from surfacing in 1992. The other two troopers have
decided against going public at this time; their recolicctions
are incloded heve oaly if what they related to me in our off-
the-tecord interviews cotresponds with specific experiences

. they coafided contemparaneously to one of both of te oa- |
the~record oopess,

he woopers scem o bave mixed motives. They say

they are moved by public-spiritedness, They have

came forward naw becanse they believe the reckless
pomalbchavimandpoorjtwgmmtmcyﬁmmedby
then-govemar Clinton, i continoed by the president, a sub-
ject on which they canaot speak suthoritatively, coald coa-
stitute 8 risk to the national secasity of the US. by making
the president easy prey for blackmailess,

Butas with all sourees, there is also an elemens of self-inter-
est and scoce-seaing in their decision 1o speak i the media. As
the troopers se¢ it, Clinton behaved ungratefully and even
rudely toward them after election day. *We lied for him and =
helped hitm cheat on his wife, and he teated s ks dogs,”
Patterson said. When one of the roopers asked Clinton 10 5ign
mmﬂu&mmwymmmhuﬁdm
presidentciect snapped: “I don’t have time for that 3"
Clirzon assured Pagerson that he would secure foe him a lateral
ensfer within YW Siste police organization before leaving
affice, but be never found five minutes 10 make the telephone
call. (The curment govemor, Jim Guy Tucker, later did.

T)uhl::'eualsoap:mpecnvermm:n

4% he rticulate senior member of the group, with
seven years of service in the state police, m@j
wuhnmmymsofscmcz.ho to collaborats ¢ abook

Clnton in ufzmm,remmadwdn{yumegomor’s
mansion in 1989 and remains on Tucker’s detail, Patterson
had worked for Clinton on several special assigaments

3The process of gemmyg the materia) fom Paltcoson and Perry on
the record was 2 long one. [n October we signed & wiliten agreo-
ment authorizing me 1o publish this piese in tis magazine while
prolecting their right 1 sell a book later, So great was thair fcar of
retalistion from what they called “the Clinton machine,” that the
troopers hen had Juckson make inguiries about establishing a
defense fund o cover patential Jegal cost snd st income that
could result from coming ferward. In early December, however,
the goopers deaided 1o §o on the record with no such prowsction, in
ordes o guard against e potential criticiom thet they hud been
induced w0 ralk for money. To wllsy my own concemns on this
issue. | requested and received wrillen asguranee from Jackeon
peior to publication that no moncy bad been paid or promised 1
his clients by snyone for diselesing wry mformation.

T T A e
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befare assuming full-vme doties in 1987. They bock served Surely, u is vothing new that macy pobicians uso thei

Clinton untl his last dy as governor in 1993,

positions 1o solicis sexual £2voes and come to belicve that the

The expetiences of Padersoa and Perry Jordy @ sclection lews and mores thar govern athers dott’t apply ™ them. So far

mwmowmmmmm

as the troopers knew, Clinma's ativities did not include

public when he denied his relaion- | abuse of deugs or alcobol, 2nd all of the women appear to
ship with Gennifer Flowers and claimed that any mfidelity have been willing participants in the affzirs and tisisoas,
hed occusted only easzlier in his marriage, Clintoa bad an Some may well conclude, therefore, that Bill and Hillary
clzbarae damage-conyol operation that was reminiscent of Clinton's loose sexual mocals and their habitual foal 1an-
John Kennedy's—and fof a vexy good reason: For at least a guage are irrelevant o their public roles 2od, in any cvent, are
decade, Clinton has been prone 10 exmamarica) affairs, ofien not unchamcteristic of thelr geasration & 2 whale,
more than one at & fime, and 10 aumerous oae-gight stands. Still, the Clintons hold positioas that, it is possible to

occurred even sfter the presidential election and continued | | for people s0 inclined to argue for their public policies i a

mmmgmdwmmxa.ﬂwchnmmuﬂmmj &gue, caght to be subject 10 & higher sandard, particularly

through Clinton's final days in Litdle Rock.

gantuan appetites zad §
only in relation to women.
“When he woald e 20 apple,” B
said Roger Perry, a stout 52"
chain-cmoker wha does not §
seem casily offended, “he would §
cat the whole thing, core, stem,
and seeds, He would pick up a
baked potaio with his hands and
cat it it two bites, I've never
seeq anything Hke it”

The troopers said their “offi-
cal” duties included facilirating
Clinton's cheating on kis wife.
This meant chat, on the state
payroll and using state time,
vehicles, and resources, they §
were instructed by Clinton on 2
regular basis to approach
women and o solicit their wele-
phone numbers for the govers
a0 [0 drive him in state vedd-
cles o rendezvous points and
guard him doning sexual encouniers; (o secure hotel rooms

-moral context, While rumars of extramarital dalliances have

samounded many pesidents in
this century, the scale of

cnmm'spastindisumif\
&l it bas been sustsined in the
B White House, as h

8 widely rumored, would sppear
8 (0 tw excoed that of any of his
By predecessons, with the possible
3 exception of John Kennedy, If,
23 the troapers describe i, be it
a sexual predator and exploiter
of women, his behavior may
be more egregious than thas
which destroyed the political
careers and reputations of Gary
Hayt, Johu Tower, and most

J-';‘,_-, m]’ Bob M‘M

441

ut thert is a lasger point

in the case of Clinton

that goes well beyond
eny moral or ethical judgment
about—or prurient interest
in—his private life. Whes

come forward of theT QWa Woliion 10 how

and other meeding places for s¢x; 10 lend Clinton their state Clinton's privaw actvities have caused lies to be told, threats |
cars 0 he could slip away and visit women ynnoticed; to 10 be made, and cover-ups to be widertaken, an issus of pub-
deliver gifts from Clintont to various women (some of whom, lic integrity is raised. and the public's right to know oute
like Flowess. also had state jobs); and to help Clinton cover weighs a public figure's elaim 1o privacy or joumalistic dis- |

up his acuvities by keeping 1abs on Hillary's whereabouls credon( Thus, cven if ong is inclined 10 give e 1ssues of

and lying to Hillary aboat her Bushand’s whereabauzs,

charagter, judgment, and self-<control raised by the troopers’

How ynporiant such revelations are in any assessment of account of Clinwon's behavior litle weight—much of the
Bill Clinton as 2 man, and as a palitical kader, can be keft for material should strike readers as more farcical than scan-
the reader’s judgmient. The Newsnweek reviewer of the Resves dalous, & view shared by the boopers, who ¢huckled through

book identified tha dilemma for )urnalists 2nd historians:

some of the (elling—it became evideat in the reportdng of this

Kenriedy teholers have by now proved thas his private Ji “?’“‘“aif““““‘d“i.‘.”‘?@“m“‘.”m”i‘
1mmmm,m?“.mm‘ﬁ;; peivate behavior as g political tme bomb. Their effoxt to try

st such men and many presidents, m wccomplished liw. 4 | 0 thwart publication of the stary is itself newsworthy—and

bingrapher has w0 decide how far w interpres Kermedy's public quite illustrative of how this information was Kept from vot-

Wum&mmwéwmuﬁmdmmvm ers duning the 1992 campagn &
_qﬂl Shonly afier my furst session with the wroopers, thres of the./
The Amwmacas S pacxator y 1008 - —— i m Sa e — ____;1_
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foar (Perry aad the two who wished 10 remain off the recoad)
mmzvudulc;ﬂnwcaus&ommwfwmcrmpavmmlbs

govemar's security dewil, Ceptain Raymond L. “Buddy™
Young, who last July was namadl by Clinion 10 bead & regional

“Federal Emagency Managemeat Agency office in Texas.
Perty said Young 1w!d him that be was aware that they had
hired lawyers and were thinking of going public with a boak ot
a story, Perry said that Young wlid kim, *T mpresent the presi-
dent of the United States, Why do you want 1o deswoy him
aver this? You don't knOw anything gnyway. . . . Thit it not 8
threat, bat § wanted you & koow trat your own actions eould
bring about dire consequences™ Patterson said Young sent bim
2 handwritten note expeessing concem for Pasterson's health,

In gn interview, Young confirmed that he had been in
contact with the three woopars 10 discoss this mader, “I
called Roger as & friend, and I told him I thought this was
wrang, it was unethical, and it was a disgrace Lo secunity
people. But I aever said T spoke for the president, because |
don't.” Young denied having been in contsct with the presi-
dent o anyone in the White House on this subject. Young
2lso confinned that he sent a note to Patterson about his
healh, but desied any implication that the note was 3 veiled
threat. “Larry has heart problems, and 1 was concerned

t hig cholestarol,” Young said.

He went on 1o say that the thrust of Paterson and Perry's
account was not true and thar 1 ghould look closely at their
motives. “These boys made this up to sell a book and
becanse they were mad that Clinton didn't give them pro-
motions,” be said.*

Yoang also cmfumed thar onie of the (wo troopers who

Sa.fe:y Consultan
ihis consuldng service for satety waining for truck
dnvmnfcqumlmkasapm-lmedm [ gwn 2n inier
cst, but ] don’( have anything to do with the operation, They
subcontracted with Danny, But it had absofutaly nothing to
do with what we 're (aiking about. It was (otally unrelated.”
Young aleo confirmed that the second roopes interviewed

by me who decided not ¢ forward—whom he also
voluntarily m@m a pan-time job
at this same company that our first reeting, The

job provides several thousand dollars 3 yeas in supplemental
income to Anderson, Young said.

Ferguson also confinned the arrangement but denizd thar
it was relaied @ his having decided not o go on the record
with his stories about the Clintons. “] talked to Buddy more
than a year 2g0 about this job, But when | started, & was
Ronnie Anderson who arranged il Buddy didn’t even know
about it unii after | staned. | stared & month 3go, and 1 anly
made §190 last month [November]. If | was going 0 do

* Young is cumrendy being sued in Arkanaas far allegedly lying in
fedeel court to dizeredit x witness who ¢clammed (o have inferma-
tion sbout illega) drug monay being funncled thraugh the
Arkinsas bond maks! during Clinton s tenure,

2
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sometbiag oot to ik, it wouldn't be for that kind of
mooey,” Ferguson s8id,

Wmmwzﬂmymw
L Wi inton Andmicer and Adeaneas bolk-

il dealer i - Acconding to Pecry, Wilmoth recently
Sopped by the governor’s Rsidence and wid twp oopers wha
hgve not been involved with this stosf, Frank Tappir and

W" cenvey to Perry and Pattetson that they

“desroyed” if they Galked to the press. Wilmoth deried
um & did Flowers. Teppin declined to comment

Pc:rysmmnﬁagusontoldhmumtcmmumdhnn

y W fury & the Arkgneas governor’s

TIANSICN Oft AL Iast two oecasons afler our first interview.

Diming the ininal calll socording to Py Cimon 12t it be

known that he was willing to offcr favors in retum far the
%m@ Clinton 1ld Ferguson to

tell Rogez Py that “Roger can have whacever he wangs (not
© @lk]." In another call to Ferguson, Clinton asked what pre-
cisely Perry and Pattesson were saying, Peary said. “If you tell
me what stories Roger and Lany are telling, [ can go in the
back door and handle it and clean it up,” Clinton allegedly said
Perry said that Rezguson told him that in the course of the con-
versations Clinten offered Ferguson & federal jobeither 2s
the US. marshal in Litle Rock or 25 2 regional FEMA ding-
or—explicilly in exchange for his help in thwarting publica-
tion of any staries, This could be a viclation by Clinton of 2
crimingl snwe barring the solicaRon of money or anyting of
value (in this case, information) in considesarion for the
proraiss of federal employment Ferguson said, ™I B0 going
:om:ﬁ:mmycbngoxﬂ'wswmgIsnd“Askadifhcm(

denying receiving calls from Clinton, he said, *T've talked to 2
lawyer and I'm oot denying it. No comment.” (The White
House did not return ¢alls for wis stery.)

These rumblings fom the Clinmen machine notwithstand-
ing, Perry and Panterson have hung tough and decided to be
i R T Do s e o i o
in been so elfecuvely maintained up 0
now. Readers shauld be forewamned about iwo aspects of their
socy. First, the many subjeczive observations and judgments
made 2boys the Clintons are the troopess” own and should be
considered in the light of the troopers’ inhérent biases and lim-
iations. That said, the unvarmished observations of these men
warmant disclosure becanse they provide the kind of textare
that would Likely not be revealed unti] presidential biographies
were published, years or decades after the Clintong lefl office.
Second, the reader should be warmed that when the waopers
are describing evens they wilnessed and quoting verbatim
falements made in their presence, much of what they have to
say 15 vulgar sbloid fare. This, however, reflects not on them,
bul on the behavior of the first couple.

v

s the troopers sew it the Clintons™ relationship is
A an effective polincal parinership, more 3 business
refationship than 2 marriage. They described Bill as
the public (ace, the communicawr, the conciliator, a man

Jemuary 1954
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who Lkes 10 be likod and even talked wich them abou his
“srar” qualiics. “One dme we got 10 tilking while 1 was dri-
ving him back {Tom a political event and he said, *You
know, ['m going 0 have 1o sy in politics now, because
I'm 100 old 1o be & movie star,” ~ Pagerson recalled.

The woopers charted a distinet change berween the head-
strong radical of Clinton's first termn~—"kind of a hippie.™ as
Pery put it—and the chastened compromiser of latex yeats.
Rejection by the vorers in 1980 left Clintoa with a propensi-
ty © fry 10 please all sides, (herefore often pleasing nots,
and an aversion 1o taking poteatially ynpopular decisions,
according 0 Pattargon and Pesty.

Clinton is a very quick study—~Pety remembered a Gme
when Clinton was filming 2 cammercial and took a typed
page he had nover secn before, glanced at it for kess than a

minute, and then recited it verbatim into the camera—and & -

highly energetic, tenacioas
worker, consuraed by ambie
tion, “He would call legista.
toss late into the evening,
lobbying for votes,” said
Patterson, “2nd we had w
place the calls, waking op
important state legislators
well after midnight.” One
thing he wasn't was lazy,
Clinton thrived on four hows
of sleep a night, they said.

For all his intelligence and
diligence, though, the troap-
ers viewed Clinton as somes
thing of & klutz in maters of Bk
ordinary life Patterson said
he will never forget thar he
had Lo show Clinn how 10
operate 4 Mr. Caoffes machine
one Saturday morfing=—-and Hii
then had to show him again [}}11]
on Sunday, e

To be sure, Clinton rarcly
had to do anything for him-
self, Dunng his twelve years
a3 governor, Clinton had a
full bouschald staff, includ-
ing several cooks and a babysiuer on the premises paid for
by the slare, not (o mention several inmates from Arkansas
penitentianies who worked gretis as gardeners and handy-
mea on the grounds. (They were 2is0 made ta provide free
labor on the Linle Rock home of the Rodhams, Hillary's
parents.) The Clintons owned no property, and the state
rented Bill the Lincoln wwn car in which he was driven,

[n private moments with his bodyguards, often on long
highway drives through the state, Clinton--with Litle experi-
ence of wark oulside the public sectare~would sometimes
reveal b insecurides. “He told me that if he was forced out of
politics, he'd have no idea how w maka a living,” Perry said.

Clinton was perhaps moce out of 1uch with the average

ARFR . AFECTATOR

T Ceovt o= Th #ais o

volar (han Progidemt Bush, One day during the presidential
camnpaign, e tooperz witessed o group of aides briefng
the governor on the prices of various common groceries fol-
lowing media repocts (later shown 1o be croneoys) that
President Bush did #0¢ recognize 2 prics-soannes at a mper-
market m Flogids. When Clintan was {ater asked by @ view-
e on “CBS This Mosming™ if he knew the price of bread
and milk, and he angwesed correctly, campaign strategist
James Carville cited this performance in a New York Times
op-¢d as an example of Climon’s ability “1o empathize with
average people.”

~{ pending virwally every waking hour with him, the
toopes were well positioned b judge both the pdvate
and the public man. They marveled at Clintn's ability
1o pass himself off 2s something he wes not, viewing itas the
key 10 his palitical success.
Peqry thought Clinton's facik.
ty with language aliowed him
NN (0 bridge the gap with the
'8l Arkansas voter. “He would
always &y 0 come acmss 2
cld Joe the rag man, working
beside you in Pige Bluff
building shelves. He could
give a grear gpeech t the
commen peopls,” said Perry.
This false popalism manifest-
ed itself in other ways, 00,
they said. Throughout his
teogre, Clinton was careful 1o
] Oy coach-class into and out of
A Lictle Rock: but during the
rest of hi¢ itinerary, he insist-
ed on flying first-class.

Al other times, Clinton
would enthusiastically talk
shop. explaining to the
troopers how he—a career
politician who chackled pri-
vately that he “never met 2
tax he didn't like," as Pecry
recalled it—managed 1o get
. elected and re-elected in
Arkansas, Clinton t0id Perry that his strategy amounted to
litse more than old-fashioned interest-group palitics: If he
could hold the black voie, geasrally about 18 percent in a
state election, his victory would be sealed. “He used 0 say
that that meant his opponent had to get his ST pereent out of
82 percent,” Perry said, “Tt was pretry smart politics.”

His oulsized ego notwithstanding, wthe troopers found
Clinton 10 be persongble and e2sy W be around. When his
adolescent arrogance shone through, he was always quick (0
apologize to the troopers for his outbursts, which have
included throwing an apple at the windshiald of hig car {rom
e back seat, busting a cellular phone on cement pavemeant,
and clearing the contents of an entire desk pnto the floor.
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“They were the kind of tantrums thay you would not wicraw
in a cluld.™ said Petry.

One of the worst explosions of temper that Larcy
Panerson remembered followed Clinton's ill-fsted speech 1o
the 1988 Democratic National Convention. Clinton spoke
$0 long that dafegates were shooting at him “Get off, get
off™ by the end. The speech had been written 10 last no more
than seven minutes, but the Dukakis staff demanded the
inserdon of various lengthy passages. When Clinton
armived, the lights in the hall were o be dramari-
cally dimuncd, as they had beea for Ann Richands and Jesse
Jockson, Instead, the lights glared, and monitoes on cither
side of the podium mistekealy beamed “Jessal Jesse!™ caus-
ing the ctowd 0 chant incongruously.

As Clinton left the podium, Paterson was standing on
the platform along with various Democratic dignitaries, He
saw Clinton stomp sbout, deaouncing “that little Greek
mothesf-—er” 304 promising o “get his ass, because be tried
w0 kill me politically.™ A few weeks later, Dakakit called

" Clinwn in Arkansas, Clinton put the telephone down for 2

moment and summoned Paterson in to hear what he was
about to 82y, “He called him every kind of son of a bitch
you can think of. Thea he refused to endosse kim until a few
weeks before the clection,” Pattarson recounted. Dukakis
did not retin a cxll geekdng comment.

Drukakis was not the only Democratic competitor who mey
with Clinton’s scom. He scemed to delight in sharing his
views on various politicians, The troopers said they remem-
ber Clinton commentling privately on Cuomo's alleged
“Mafia connections™ and joking about how Ted Kennedy
“couldn't get @ whore across a beidge.” Penvy s2id that afier
meeting with Jesse Jackson in October 1991 in Liule Rock to
ge the reverend's bleesing before annguncing his presidential
candidacy, Qlinton wld bim that Jackson—wha is reponedly
contemplating a 1996 primary challenge to Clinton—was “a
sman man, but | tan't stand that motherf—er,”

The troapers also saw first-hand that their fiescely com-
petidve boss was not above 8 dirty tick oc two. In the 1990
govemor's race, Qlinton asked Larry Paterson 0 locate a
woman who was rumored to have had an illegitimate child
by one of Clinton's primary opponeats. “He was always
having us research his opponents. If he bad a source, he'd
ask us 10 drop 2 dime on them and repoct bagk, éven though
he knew it was a violaton of state law for ug o take partin
political campaigas,” Patierson said, “On this one occasion,
Clinton told me 10 go to the Holiday Inn ¢ the (Liule Rock]

| sirport, find the woman, and offer her money or a job to

sign 3 statement (about the illegitimate child].” Patterson
followed Clinton's instructions to offer the illegal bribe, but

| the woman declined the offer and never came forward.

\4

he coopers were closer w Bill than to Hillary Clinton,

I wha i their elling comes off as unflatieringly one-
dimensional. The troopers chauffeured Cliniom on =
mﬂ’mmmmmhucvwm}mw on the

——
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ather hand, kegx her distance. When she jefl the residence she
never mformed them of ber schedale. In fact, when she could,
Hillary avoided even speaking 10 them, prefeming o speak
through Bill of some other third party, possibly becayss she
disdained their role in facilitating his philandering.

Although Hillary's cirele of fiends and sdvisers inclod-
<d more activigt liberals, the Toopers saw Hillarylike
Bill—zs z shrewd and practical operator concerned primarie
lym&munﬂmﬁmummz%ﬂewcmpm
aaw Clinton playiag the candidatr, they saw Hillary playing
the bad cop, gutsy and decisive, all backbane. They remem.
bered well the aow-famaons time that Hiflary showed ap at3
news conference of Tom McRae, Clinwon's opponent in the
1990 governo's race, and inteszupted the candidate’s state-
ment with a sustzined defense of ber hushand,

From their direct obsesvarions, Patterson and Petry said
they believe that Hillary is more obsessed than Bl with his
political fortunes. She expressed this comoem, & she did mos
everything, in knguage that makes the Watergate tapes sound
like a Sunday schood lesson. I remember one ime whea Bill
had been quoted in the marming paper saying something she
didn't like,” Pattceson said. “T came imto the mansion and he
wiis ganding at the top of the smirs and she was standing ar
the bottom screaming. She has a garbage mouth on hex, and
ghe was calling him rootherf-—er, c—sucker, and everything
else. ] weat into the katches, and the cook, Miss Enuma, tumed
10 me and said, “The davil’s in that woman.”™

Hillary, ss described by the roopers, pursucd power with
2 single-minded inteasity, had few friends outside politics,
and was not especially close 1 her family—just fike her
hushand “Everything was politics. They wouldn't go out to
dinner with friends the way you or I would or the way I've
seen this govemos [Tucker] do,™ said Perry, “If they were
invited (o a private party, and there were oaly going to be
eight or ten people these, she would say, ‘We're not going
to waste time at that thing, There aren’t enough people
there.” § never saw Hillary just relax and have a good time.”

While Bil] genuinely enjoyed shaking every hand in 2
room, Hillary seemed to view reail politics as a diswsteful
if necessary ¢vil. “She hatad Arkangas. She would always
say how “backward' the state was,” Pery said. One wooper
told Perry that Hillacy fotbade him to speak when he
accompanied her on 2 ip to Washington because, as she
put it, he “sognded Like 2 hick from Arkansas” ~ -

One of Hillary's pet projects in Arkansas was AIPRY. the
Hamkmcmn&omfapmemmwm
provided the mothers of underprivileged pre-school youth
with in-home instruction by stats.-gponzored tutoes. During
the presidental campaign. s commercial was filmed 3t the
governor's mansion festuring dozens of the impovesished
HIPPY children, wha sto0d for several hours in the baking
beat while the scene was seC For security purposes, the gove
emor’s residence is fited out with several video camerss and
ore andio monitor—at the rear door—thar conneced it 1 the
guard house. “They would usually forget that thing was on,
and we would pick up a lot of what they said. On this particu«
lar day, | heard Hillary come out on the rear porch and say, ‘[

.. BRC g .
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waar © get this s— ower with and get these darm peaple 00t
of bere,” ™ Peory remesobered.

he Doopers were also objects of Hillary's wrath.
Panerson recalled the early moming of Labor Day in
1991, when Hillary came out of the mansion, got int her
o, and drove off, Wigtin 2 axnite oc 50 of keqving the gate, her
agiag blos Qutlase swung vioknily aroand sad came chasging
back oo the grounds, tires squealing i the dust. “T tought
something was teoribly wiong, 30 I rushed oat t her. And she
screamed, "Wheze is the: goddamn f~~ing fag?’ It was carly and
we hadn't eaised the flag yet. And she said, T want the god-
darn fo—ing flag up every f-=ing moming at f—ing sunrise.” "
Such displays made Hillary by far the most unpopular
member of the first family. Troopers volunieered 1o wock

ssveral days of consecutive 16-hour shifts just 1o avoid tav-
eling with her, Though it may
have been a reflection of
chauvinism on their part, the
woopers thought Hillary
“liked to intimidate mesn,”
Peay said. She would remark
that goopers’ guns are “phal.
lic symbols.” Or she would
phone the mansion from her
law office and order troopers
to fetch feminine napkins
from her bathroom and deliv-
e them o ber at e firm,
Though they belicve she
advised her husband on all
imparant matters of state, it
ssemed (0 the troopers that B
the Clintons led very separate 3§
lives otherwise, Hillzry drove
herself in the Cutlass each
morning to the Rose Law
Firm, about a mile from the
rmansion. Clinton worked
cither fram his office in the
capiwl or in the residence. More olien than not, one of the
woopers drove the Clintons’ deughter, Chelsea, to school, In
the evenings, the family members gensrally dined separataly.
When Bill and Hillary did spead time together, they were
barely civil £ oce mnother, in the troopers’ assessment. Many
fimes the couple would be drivea to an event an hour or more
outside. Little Rock~—with Bill sitting in the front seat of the
Lincoln with the driver and Hillary in the back seat—gnd say
nothing at all 10 each othet, which struck the troopers &4 quits
wagic/“If he was dead politically, | would expect 2 divarce in” |
{ﬁﬁimpmuﬂf._m.-...._ﬁ_—-——-"

V1

ver the years, the Goopers have seen Bill Clintan in
compromising sinzations with dozens of women.

AxER . SFECTATOR

from wiping make-up off his shirt collar, to standing “Hillary
wateh™ while Clinton cavexted, © amanging seX $essions i
hote! rooms and parking lots, o sneaking woman into the
govemar's rmansioa while Hillary and Chielsea slept

The woopers said Clinton devised and they executed an
claborate plan (o accommodate his sexual appetites. Not all
of the dozen or so troopers weee assigned 1 these fpesial
dutiss, Peery and Patterson were two of a select bandfnl,
chosen by, Clinton becagse he evidently trusted them % pro-
teet him and sppreciated their street-smarts. It was kind of 2
down-bome replay of the Keanedy days, as described by
Richard Reeves:

‘The lagistics of Keymady's Eatizors with Judith Carpbell and
dozens of other womemn & the White House and in hotels, houses,
searecy md dovotion e even
m the anmals of the energetic
service derranded by guccess.
ful politicisns. The srange”

(Lincoln ws JFK's private
secreuny]. Some of s was in
the back sexts of carse. - . The
delivery duty was chired by
old friends wnd by abmost
everyose in the White House
rypess-—come of whom fad

WamneR, saTetsnies. strs, the wives of friends, were symbols xnd
tewaxch of aggressive privilege, Sneuking eround, clesning vp the
mess, covering up was all part of the game. . . . It was all good fun
10 those who Tnew—pust of the thrill of being imide ane of the
president’s closer creies, Keeping the secrets was part of the price
of admission. and those who kncw didn't 12l those who didn 't

Ascording 1o Clinton biographers Charles F. Allen and
Jonathan Portis in The Comeback Kid, swories of Clhiaton's
womanizing date back to the period when he was rejected
by the voters in 1980 in his bid for a second term. “Clinton,
seeing his political future vanish overnight. became careless
about his actions,” they wrowe.

He had schisved so moch so fasr. Now it way gone, Rumors

began (ltoring inw te newsrooms od (woughout the siie
offBees that Clinton was having an affdly with mother woman.

They s2id their facilitation of the activities ranged

——

Such rumors about politiciens are commoaplace, but this one
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had » persistonce about it Because Clinton was Do loager i tre
public lighy, (e reportens and aditors docided ta ignore the tali.

As the troopers described the situgtion, the scale of
Cliiton's extramaritsl activities ealy increased after he won
election 1o a seennd temn in 1982, When Pary retumed
security duty at the mangioa in the lats 1980s, other maopers
regaled him with tmies of Clinton's affairs in the 1982-10-1987
period. Duwring the last five years of Clinta's governarship,
while Patrerson worked at the residencs, he sad he gained

¢ was tvolved with a group

of Little Rock women—rogular niiswessss oF BEiends—
{ nmmmm

with was familiar, some maried
and have children, sre known 10 me, bat will not be revealed
\hm. as not 1o : has,
or o wnnocent lamily ; names
gven me by Patterson was commobomied by Perry—who has
{ [ knowledge of them dating back 10 1989—end the oer cwo
troopers with whom 1 met. I locaied each of the women by
ielephone, but each either denied involvement or would ofter
commernt,

ccording to Patterson, the long-lerm mistresses
Am 1987, in amEﬁm
incinded & staffer m Climon's office; an Arkansas
tawyer Clinion appointed 1o 8 judgeship; the wite of a
pomiment judge: & local reporter; an employes af AT3nsas
a stalswregulated public utidlity; and § cos-
metcs sales clerk at a Litde Rock depaniment store. They
fanged in age from their early 30s ta their early 40s.
According to both Patteeson and Perry, "’—‘EMC;E“"
od of their employment at the governor's residence, Clinton
visited one women, either in the early moming of
e late evening, or one of them cama 10 the residence 1 see
him, &t least two Qv thuee times a week,

Clinton alsd had 3 series of brief affairs and one-time
encounters from 1987 through early 1993 of which the
roopers rect knowledge. He aften met women at

soctal functons 1o Litte Rock ar on the road. Somedmes he
} would even use troopers as intermediarics, sending tiem off
{ with mes$ages i L0 women {0 retire
|

mwe tan

to back rooms, hotel rooms, or offices with him.
Oue of the goapers wld the story of how Clinton hsd eyed
a woman at 8 reception 3¢ the Excelsior Hote!l in downtown
Lintle Rocic. According to the trooper, who to0ld the story to
i both Pauerson and Perry as well, Clioon asked him to
[ approach the woman, whom the trooper remembered only as
| Paula, tell her how attractive the governor thought she was,
{ and take her 10 @ mom in the hote! where Clinton would be
wﬁﬁng.muwumuwajmdi;meWth
| inacase like this was for one of them to inform the hotel that
‘ the governor needed a oom (or @ shan time bectose he was
| capectng an important call fram the White House, (Nox 2 ter-
\ nblyphmibles!uydmingthekﬂwmdBuhmm.buti!
\ mcdnwwk!ﬂ:cadunnwimwmhMmj
-‘,‘ On this particular evening, after her encounter with Clintoa,

AMKN BTFRCTATUR

which lasied no mote than an hour as the tooper stood by in W
the hall, the mooper stid Paula told him she was available to
be Clinton's regular girifriend if he so desired,

Patterson—tall and trim, with the upright demeanar and
closely cropped hair of & military officer~tecalled aoother
cxample he witnessed late in the evening on the might after
Clinton's disastrous speech © the 1988 Demoeratic convention.
“Norwzn Lear gave us & suite of offices in a building rext to the
CNN buliding where the gavernos and his saff were working,
Sandy Besger (2 longtime Clirton adviser and now deputy
rational secarity adviser) had Sown in o write the spesch, The
day after, Clinton spent the day ‘spimning’ the press, Well, that
might, whea we. finished, we weat back 1 the offices anyond
midnight and a young fady of about 30 or 32, [name withheld),
who the governor had just met at the coqvention, was theze to
meet us. He ook het back in a private office, closed the docr,
and stayed in there for an how or so while I waited 16 take him
back & the Massiott whexe he and Hillary were saying.”

ceording (0 the troopers, Clinton offen visited his
during what were ostensibly long would
Jog ol af the mansion grounds very cary O momings and
thea we would go pick wp him at 8 McDonald's &t Tth Street
and Broadway,” Pauenson said. “When we picked him up,
half the time he would be covesed in sweal and the other half
of the time there wouldn't be a drop of sweat on him, even in
the middle of July in Litle Rock. Sometimes I'd ask him,
‘How far did yoo run today governar?” And he would say,
‘Five miles.' I'd well him there musx be something wrong with
his sweat glands because he didn't have a drop of sweat on
him. He'd say, "I can’t fool you guys, can 17"
MMWMcm%
Clinton would fsave 2 Sae
wed trom one of the troopers, becanse the govemnor's
Lincoln was easily recognizable on the streets of Litle Rock
“We were Qur Crs Cican purpose,” said
Perty, who ofien lent Clintan his green Cortsica. A few mines
after the lights clicked off in the first couple's bedroom, Clinmn
would g4 out of bed and “go out for a drive,” leaving insguc-
sons 3t the guard house that if Hillary woke up, he was to be
alerted on his cellatar phone. On more than & dozen occasions
since 1987, Pauerson said he saw one of the moopers’ ears
~Darked outside one particular girffriend’s condoginium & he
drove home afier being reheved from his shift at the mansion at
midnight. The woman lived just a faw dooes from Patterson on
n the outskins of Little Rock.
The goopers also drove Clinoa from the capitol late m the
evening 10 various women's homes and waited for hours for
bhim (0 emerge. They became expen at parking unobtrusively,
by backing into driveways and the like. Patterson recalled that
the first ame he parked in this mannier ouiside the home of the
Clinton swffer in 1987, where he sat from midnight mal shout
4:30 am. waiting on the govemor, Clinton congratulased him
on his stealthiness. “He told me it was owr responsibitity to
cover his ass 50 he wouldn 't get in trouble, ™ Patmeson said.
By all accounts, whenever Clinton retumed (0 the resi-

e
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dence after oac of thase encoanters, be went © the badaoom
in the moopers' guard bouss, where he washed up befors
catering the main house,

Daring the day, when Hilary was in town but not ot home
and Clintan wanted pdvacy in the gesidencs with & woman, the
trooper said, they wene insoocted o0 buzz him on the intercom
2t soon as Hillary's cax appeoached the froar gate of the com-
pound, When Hillary was out of wwn, the roopers remem-
bered innumerahls occasions whea Bill woglda't hesitate w0
stize the opporunity 1 entertain wommen at all houss of the day
and aight, cleadng them throdgh the gates for what the toop-
€75 szid he called @ “personst towr of the mansion.” :

After the presidential election, Bill instructed the goopers to
clear women through the onter Secret Service blockade on the
swoet by falsely identifying them as saff, or as cousing of the

|
|
|
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esch of the lopg-time girlfriends and oeated them well,
thongh perhaps manipulating them to his own ends. He
once 10!/d Roger Peay he was in love with one of them,
though thewe is debate emong the troopers as i which of the
women be meant,

hea speaking o the troopers about these Liaisons,
~ Clinton was usually quite circuraspect, but on some
occasions be inexplicably permitted himself © be
caught in flagrante delicto. More than once, Lamry Patierson
£2id, he stood guard and witaessed the department store clerk
pesforming oral sex on Bill in 3 parked car, ingluding i the
parking Jot of Chelsea's elementary school, and on the grounds
of the governot’s mangion,
In one instance, @ the fall of 1988 or 1989, as Panerson

Over time, a¢ both Patierson and Perry described it, each
misteess was assignad a particular trooper whose job it was 0
call her and find out when she enuld see Bill At her home, drive

. her 10 various events where Bill was appearing, and deliver
{  girts o her. “Three times afler the (presidential) election |
called [the judge’s wife) 10 see if she was ac home far the gov-
| emor,” Patterson said. They also said Clinmon regulady slipped
* them cash W pay fox gifts for e women they were told 1o pick
. up from Victoria's Secret in the Littte Rock mell and other
women's ghops around town. “He told us 1o make swe they
were kept in the gunk of the cars and never bring them into the
\ house wheze Hillary might see them,” Perty said. At Christmas
1 1992, the rooper whase request for autograpbed photos foc his
. family Clinton had waved away was able (0 gt his autographs
. only by mSusting on a signature each time Clinton asked him o
| PRXup and deliver a gift to 3 woman,
\  Ineveryons's estimation, Clinton buill relationships with

r—

waopers. Shortly before the remembered it, he was driving
Clintons lefy Little Rock for Clinton 10 2n annual reception
{Washinmi!ow?wynid. for the Hamison County
j one of the troopers (whom 1 Chamber of Commerce tna |
ialsohc:vimecomldhimm bospitality suite at the Camelot
, he had anvanged for the AP&L Hotel in Litde Rock. On the
| employee o amive aL the gov- way, Clinton suggested a
! emor's mansion at 5:15 em., detour to Chelsea's school,
‘ dressed in a trench coat aod 2 Boaker Eleatentary, When
: bageball cap at Clinton’s they arrived, Clinton told
| instruction, The trooper told Panecson the sales glerk was
\ Perry he had told the Secret sitting in her cas, which was
¢ Service that she was “staf( parked in the otherwise desext-
' coming in very early,” Clinton ed froat parking loc. “T parked
| had aranged for the trooper o across the entrance 20d s100d
i bring the woman thraugh & outside the car looking around,
basement door, which opened gbaat 120 feer from where
into 8 game room, where they were parked in a log that
i Clinton was waiting. The was precty well fit, I coudd gee
trooper said be was instucted Clinoa get into the front sear
10 stand a1 the top of the stairs and then the lady’s bead go
leading froth the basement to ino his lap. They stayed in the
| bo main floor of the residence car for 30 or 40 minuies,”
[ and 10 alert Clinton if Hillary Patterson said.
| woke up, accarding 10 Pexry. In a second instance, Paterson was on duty a¢ the resi-
:
i
i

denca, 2gain lale in the cvening, when the same woman
drove up in a yellow and black Datsun or Nissan pick-up
wruck angd 2sked to se¢ Clinton. “The governor came oul of
the residence and climbed inta the front seat of the truck,
which she parked in an area off the rear drive,” Panerson
recalled. This time, Pauerson said, wich a gleam in his eye,
he got an even clearer view of the sex act by aiming a
remote.controlled camera with a swivel base mounted on 2
30-foot pole in the back yard of the house right into the
vuck. The image was projectzd anto a 27-inch video screen
in the guard house, “He was siting on the passenger side
and ghe was behind the wheel I pointed the thing direcdly
in the windshield, and warched on the screen as the gover-
nor (received oral sex),” Patierson said.

As this act was occurring, Chelsea’s babysinter at the
ume, Melissa Joliey, drove into the compoond. Realizing
that she would usvally drive right by the area where the
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she lived, Patterson quickly intercepted her, told her there
was a security problern on the grounds, and thea instructed
ber to dnive by & different route, go in her hoase, ad stay
there. “When they were dane: Clinton came runaitg over 1o
me aad asked, ‘Did she see us? Did she see us?' | told him
what 'd done and be s2id "Aua boy," ™ Patterson said.,

On ye1 another occasion that Patteeson described, the gover-
nor and his secrity detal aruved at the Littte Rock airport and
Clinton told his badyguards that he was gomg to be drivea
back (o the residence by the Arkansas lawyer, who had met the
piane, 50 that she conld show him het new Jaguar, “On the ride
back be drove and she was nowhere (0 be seen in the car,”

ﬁckvupmpaﬂ:cdonhumymmcgummmwm

b
{

Parterson $aid. “Later he told me that be had researched the

subject i the Bible and oral sex isn't considered adaltary.”
Like many men, Clinton and the goopers shared locker

room cosnmeénts ebout womnen and sex, “When he was in 2

\_ down mood, all you had to do wes stant talking about sex
and he would ceme alive,” said Perry. *I remember onc

‘ tme when 1 asked him 10 sign an sutograph for a fomale
! friend, and be atked me, ‘Does ghe have big tities?' ™

!' “He told me there are two kinds of f-~ing redheads,”
Patierson said. “Beautiful f—ing redheads and vgly {—ing
redheads.” About a focal reparter (not the one with whom
he was involved), Clinien inld Patterson, “I bet she could
give (good oral sex].* Complaining about the same woman,
Clinton later said, “If you were a buddy you would fer her
and get hez off my ass.”

I

! v

]

; illary apparenty was aware of Bill's hanky-panky,

i Hal least in general terms, Pattarson recalled one

, Svnday afternoon in the late 19805 when he heard

: Hillary complain 1o Bill in highly colorful language about

 their inadequgte sex life. Listening w the andio monitor at

the rear parch of the main bouse, Paterson spid he sat in the

. guard house and heard Hillgry ted! Bill, during an argument
" in the kitchea, “T need to be f---ed more than twite 8 year.”
" When Clintog spent 20 inordinate amount of time speaking
: with an airactive woman &t 2 public event—apparently 2
¢ common ocourrence—severa! ynopers said they have heard
; Hillary complain bimerty, “She would say, “Come on Bill,
¢ put your dick up. You can't {-— her here,'™ as Pauerson
remembered the unforgetable phraging,

“Even though she knew what was going on, he would hide
it because he didn’t want the confrontation,” Pary said. Bill
did get caught every once in a while. Generally a heavy
sleeper, Hillary once woke up ia the middle of the night,
flicked on the bedroom Light, and called down 10 the guard
house looking for Bill. “The somy damn son of a bitcht™ ghe
exclaimed when told the govemor had gone out for a drive.
Perry grabbed the coliular phone, twuming Clinton up a1 one of
| the women's homes, and 10{d him 1o get hack (o the residence
¢ fas. "He started saying 'Oh god, god, god. What did you 1elf
| her?'" Perry recalied. When Clinton arrived soon afler,
\:’lﬂ‘mmwmsmmmhm whm'-.mtunc-:pccwd!y

%
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¢~ Carolyn Hoberome out to the bar for a private chat. Soon

@orr

a wild screaming mateh ensged. When Perry entered the
kitchen after the dust had sewied, dhe room was 2 wreck, with
2 cabimet door kicked off its hinges.

Another fight ensuad on the Clinwons' final day in Litle
Roek, acconding 10 Patterson. Clinton asked him 1o brng one
of his women friends to the send-off ceremony at the Litle
Rock airport befoce he departed for Washiagron, “Whea I got
there with [the judge's wife). Hillary mmed to me 2nd said,
"What the f— do you think you're doing? I know who that
whare is. T kniow what she's doing here, Ges hier out of hers,'
Clintan was standig right there. I looked at him and be just
sheugged his shoulders, s0 I took ber out of thecs and dropped
her at the Holiday inn Center Cicy.”

m::nopmspeculamdtm!{iummmwedmisbehav-
ior much 23 eightsentii-ceatury aristocrats meintained mar-
nascsofnﬁnvammmwmemalmdmmnwﬂs :
ofbmhpamu.}ﬁm:ym&fmmmm! ;

mﬂommchmmhmxum
July under ciscumstances that remain mtxky, “It was com-
mon knowledge around the mansion that Hillary and Vince
were having ao effair,” said Lanry Patterson, thoagh he ¢on-
ceded that the evidence for this is more circumstantial than
his first-hand knowledge of Clinten's bebavior.

According 1 all of the goopers, whenever Clinton left
1own, 1o sooner would he be out of the mansion gates than
Foster would appear, often staying in the residence with
Hillary it the wee hours of the moming, One of the off-
the-record troopess drove Hillary and Foster 10 3 mountain
¢abin in Heber Springs, maintined by the Rose fum 25 an
out-of-town remreat for its lawyers, where the two speat sig- |
nificant amounts of ume alone. Patterson and Perry were |
both aware of this at the dme. On several chance occa-
sions~-at the Heber Springs reareat, and once stopped ata
traffic Jight in Little Rock—iroopers said they observed
Fostet and Hillary embracing and open-mouth idssing. !

Pafterson once saw the two in a compromising pasition
at a binhday panty for Hillary held at the Litde Rock French -
restaurant Aloustie’s. Bill also anended. While seated at the |
restagrant's bar, outside the dining room, Pattarson said he
observed Hillary and another woman from the Rose firm,

(hereafter, Foster emerged from the dining room on his way
10 the men’s room. “He came up behind Hillary, 2od
squeezed her rear end with both of his hands. Then he
winked and gave me the ‘OK’ sign,” Patierson said. “On the
way back, Huber was tumed away, and Vince put hig hand
over one af Hillary's breasts and made the same ‘OK’ sign
1o me. And she just stood there cooning. ‘Oh Vince. Oh
Vince."” Huber, now an assistam 10 the president, said she
naver attenged such a party.

vl

he only person Bill Cliaton hgs speeifically denied
having an affair with is Gennifer Flowers, yet all of the
wroopess agreed that Clinon and Flowers were roaan-

Jaguary ii‘iﬂ"-j

e e, e e e e A

——— —
JPSU—— et

et PR

Tea 2413 68 14

FAGE e11!
Tt 7o s s




mmr} L) 28 S

----- L - L - - « ot e E s e Lol BT - e
P Py v L AT, 0@ ﬂf.’ X4d 4854

daﬂyhvdlemM’ﬁeymdemuM
the mansion regularTy, asking 1o speak with "Bill.” Ag the
troopers described the routine, when Hillary was not at home,
Clinton peaerally took the calls. When she was, Clintoa
always mstucted a tooper © 1el] Flowers that he would call
her back. Soon thereafier, Clinton would trundle down to the
%mdmﬁmmapﬁvmbﬂm&
W gt on the' telephono—a line tat Hillary
could not pick vp from inside the mangion, This is how he
sregularly handled pexsonal calls from women.

Patterson said be often drove Clinten 1o the Quapaw Towers
in Lintle Rock, where Flowers lived, late m the evening, waiting
in the parking loc for as Joag 2s two hows for Clinton's retun.
“Every place we ever went, even a private party, we woald go
mn with him, except 8 woman's house,” Partarson said, Pechaps
because his relatinnship with Flowers began long befors he
hegan to acknowledge his behavior w0 the troogers, Ciinton had
a story o cover his tracke. Chinton 10ld Patterson that he was
visiting Maurice Smith, director of the state highway depan-
ment, who lived in the same building, bat Patterson belisves
that if this wezs troe ho would have gane into the building with
Clinton, 25 was usual with business meetings.¢

Yeu despite this cover story, Clinton evidently coulda't
resist bragging about his sexual exploits. On one occasion,
Perry recalled, Clinton said that Geanifer Flawers “could
suck a tennis ball through a gardes hose.”

According o Panerson and Pexry, in the late spring of 1991,
s Clinion was seriously considering making a presidential nun,
Flowers began calling him incessantly, sometimes four of five
times 2 week. Shortly after this spate of calls, Flowess got a job
as an administrative assistanc for the Arkansas Board of
Rgview's appeal tribonal, which hears unemployment cases.
According 1o published news accounts, Flowers fitst asked
Clinton about obtaining a stwte job in September 1990, and
Clinton turned the request over to his special assistant Judy
Gaddy. Afier applying for one position and being turned down,
Flowers complamed in a letter to Clinton the following January

ANER . SrECTATUR

1t could be argued that Clinson did not categorically deay =ay
romantic involvement with Flowers. For example, in the Kroft
mterview. Clinton was asked about Flowers's allegation of 2 “12-
year 2ffair™ and Clinton answered, “That allegation is false.” This
could leave open the possibiliry that the affair lasted less than
twelve years.

e .
6 According © Flo 1A )mhoac_ili_w:_;i:ﬁ in December
1992, Climan o&m‘jrs%mmgu from the nearby
governor's mansion, “arriving sweaty bt eager.”” On other occa-
sions, Flowers s2id, Clinton's driver s in the car in the complex
driveway and waited for two hours or so. In an interview with me,
Flowers said she knew Larry Patterson and also knew that
Clinton's drivers waited for him i the parking lot During the ird-
tisd visiz, Clinon entared tha building through the Jobby end was
scen geuing off the elevasor 3t the second floor, where Flowert
lived. Rumors soon circulated through the building. Thereafter,
Flowers said, she waited on her balcony until she saw the gover-
nor's Lincoln pull in and thea went to the first {loor to prop oper &
fire axjt door with & Rewspaper so Clinton, could enter the building

and mentiooed 2ilcgations linking the rwo romantically, Shortdy
thereafter, Judy Gaddy inquired about 2 jOb opening at the
Board of Review for Flowers. Flowezs applied. Bill Gaddy,
Judy's husband and ancther Clinson appointes, is he director of
the stze's Employmem Security Division, which oversees the
mview board, According 0 a state committae which later inves-
tigated the maret, with Gaddy's approval, Doo K. Bzraes, the
chaierasn of the review board who hired Flawers, &

waived certain hiring procedures, and Flowers got the job,
Bames Later said that Gaddy bad recommended Flowers far the
ob, but Gaddy has denied this. Flowers told the Star that
Clintoo “palled strings™ o sequre the job for her, which Clinton
has denied. Patterson, howevey, caroborated Flowers's allega-
tion. “1 remember [ was driving the car whea Clintoa got on the
phone and discussed tha particular job with Bill Gaddy. There
:smdnubtmmymmdmattwwas&hngmddngvenw
Gennifer,” Panerson said, Gaddy denied ever having a (ale-

phone conversation with Clinton about Flowers, (Flowers logt

the job for failing 1o show up for work three days in a row,
shoetly after coming forward with her stary in the Star. She is
currenty circulating 8 book propesal in New York.)

ven before the Flowers story broke, Clinton was

aware that the issue of bis womanizing would plague

him in @ presideatial campaign. “He was walking
along one day in 1991 with Bruce Lindsey [now & senior
Whice House aide] and ke gaid, ‘If T make the race, I'!n going
o keep Lazry around 1o dea! with all the women,' = Patterson
said. (“That never happened,” Lindsey said.) According to
Perry, Clinion told him in 1990 that he was ¢onsidering not
nmning for re-election in Arkansas becaase he feared his his-
nory of womanizing woald be exposed. As it happened, dur-
ing that year's campaign, a disgruntied farmer state employee
named Larry Nichols filled a lawsuit linking Clinton 8 five
named women 2nd makdng the unsuhstantiated charge that he
Iad been fired a8 part of an auempied cover«ap involving a
secret fund used to factlimte Clinton's trysts. The suit was
reparted in Arkansas, but neither the precise nature of the
allegations nor the women's names were mentioned.

In 1992, the msk of "dealing with the women” was ultimate-
ly assigned to Buddy Young, the sypervisary Gooper in gover-
nor's seousity, the troopéss said "Buddy Young specifically
1old me that he was trying © keep & lid on the other wamen,”
Patierson said, “If one more came ouy, they knew Genaifer
would be credible. He said they could weather the stonm on one,
but not two. He told me he went to Texas w @ik to Elizabeth
Ward [a former Miss America named in the Nichols suig). He
said that she had told him that she dida't need any money, but
he said, 'If the money's righl, | know she'il keep her mouth
shut' ™7 Young deaied this. “I've never spoken to Elizabeth
Ward," b said. Ward could nox be reached for cocrmment.

According to Perry, sbout six weeks before the Swar iner-

TWhea Ward appeared in the May 1992 issue of Playboy, which
did not mention the alleged affair, the Clinon campaign quickly
cculard a written swiemers from Ward in which she denied azy

Soites romantie involvement with Clinton.
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visw wax published, Flowors again began calling the residence
day ond night asking w0 spaak with Bill. Word xround the
Mmmmcﬁmmgmumgnﬂbmﬁmﬂ
Clinton by threatening 10 expose their affair. “She wes con-
standy calling, sometimes several imes & day, And we were
aware that she was 1p © sonethng. We were wid that she
might be tying 1 tpe the calls with Clintoa, so | called her
Gennifer Fowlee so it would look like I ¢idn't know who she
was." Here is an excerpk from a transcript of the Flowess tapes:

PERRY: Govermnar's marsioa. Roga Pary.

PLOWERS: [s Bill Clinton in plesce?

PERRY: Ma'sm, ho's with some people tight now. May [ ask
who's ealling?

FLOWERS: This is Gamifer Flowers, I't rerrrning his call,

PERRY: Gonalfer Fawler?

FLOWERS: Flowers.

PERRY: OK. Hang on fust & second. . .,

Afier the siary broke, the damage-cantrotiers went into high
gear. Pursuing the story fusther, seportess began filing requests
for various state recods, inclading personnel files and phone
records. Up to the titne the Ster story appeared, the troopers
said they kepe two Jogs at the guard house, One was & gate log,
prodoced on 4 fypewriter, notng all vehicles coming into o
out of the mansion gates. A second record was a standard tete-
phane message log, with one copy of say telephone message
going to Bill or Hillary and one copy retained in the log book.

Patterson sid be was told by Buddy Young that Hillary
Clinton ordesed that the gae log no longer be maintamed. And
a new prodedure was instituted for kandfing the phons Jog.
Previoasty, old log boaks were stored in 8 maintenance houss
00 Gie property after they were filled. Post-Flowers, the troopess’
eid, they were 1044 (0 bring the message kog book direaily 10
Buddy Young, who disposed of it It was Patierson’s under-
sanding that the ¢id logs from the maintenance hotse—ecards
kept by state employees—were destroyed on Hillery's arders.

In another instance in the spring of 1992, aides o Clinton
pared over telephone recoeds for evidence of personal calls 10
women, Patterson szid. “I was told by Buddy Young that there
wege several calls made by the governor on his celluler phone
10 a number in Sheywood, Arkansas, that belonged 1o [the
Clirzon girlfriend who lived near Palterson]. AL the time, the
media was covering the Flowess swory. | was told that if the
records weee made public Betsey Wright had told Buddy that [
w3s going to have to take responsibility for making the calls 10
protect the governor and he asked me 10 writs & check o pay
for them.” In whas Paterson believes was seen as an act of dis-
loyalty by the Clinton chique, he refused to &0 5o,

Young Oatly deniad this story. Wright, now a Washingion
lobbyist, said Patierson’s account was “absurd.” When she
was the governar's chief of stafl, Wright did regularly revigw
all telephone tecords and ask people 0 pay for their personal
calls, she soid. “But 1 would never have asked someone 10
pay [or calls Ghat were pot their own. Poor Larty has 3l of
that screwed up.” When I asked Wright if she knew this par-
msmoodwumdwmd.“ktsmtwmhmﬂm

rame, bul ooc of the woodcrful things aboul a place like
Ligle Rock is that you get 1o know cveryooe,”

Throgghout the tense petiod, Yoong canstantly warned
the goopers, "If you're smart, you won't taik to the press,”
the same warning they gaid he delivered a year later as they
peepared o go public with this story,

Clintos, meanwhile, was by tums angry and very wor-
ried. From the back of his Lincoln he would say. “What
Goes thar whare think she's deing t me?” He also referred
to Flowers as a “fi~ing slat™ scconding to Patierson, On the
Rowmupcs.afutznh\sﬂom"ifmeymhi:yon
with it just say ‘no’ and g0 on,” Clintos had said he would
be {rec and ckeas on the womanizing issue S0 long as “they
dnmhmmcmres, In 3 conversation in the kitchen of the
governor's mansion after Flowers went public, Clintos
xsked one of the troopess for sdvice on how 0 handls the
sityation. Clinton s2id that without photos, nothing could be
proved. “T wld him, *Then lic yoor ass off,'* the wooper
said, and Clinton apparently did. O
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