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Nixon on Watergate

For two years Richard Nixon maintained almost total legal silence on his role in the Watergate
scandal and a number of related matters. As President, he declined to testify under oath "on
constitutional grounds." After he resigned, his phlebitis condition and a long convalescence made hi~
testifying impossible. Last week Nixon’s silence finally came to an end. Responding to a request frorr
Watergate Special Prosecutor Henry S. Ruth, Nixon testified under oath before Ruth, several
attorneys from Ruth’s office, and two of the 2o members of the remaining Watergate grand jury,
whose term ends this week. A total of eleven hours of questioning took place over a two-day period
a Coast Guard compound adjoining Nixon’s San Clemente estate. It is the first time a President or
former President has been known to testify in person under oath before a grand jury.
As the first session opened, an affable, jaunty Nixon, looking thin but fit, sat down confidently. Whe~
the final session ended the next day, Nixon rose, pale and shaken. The ordeal "took a lot out of him,"
said one close associate. "It was very rough." Although grand jury testimony remains secret unless it
is introduced in a trial or ordered released by a judge, it is known that Nixon was questioned closely
about four matters still under investigation by the special prosecutor’s office:

> The alteration of the White House transcripts of taped conversations that were turned over to the
House Judiciary Committee during its impeachment inquiry.
> The ~8V2-minute gap in the tape of a Nixon conversation with H.R. Haldeman three days after the
Watergate breakin.
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>The $1oo,ooo campaign contribution from Billionaire Howard Hughes received by Nixon’s close
friend Charles G. (Bebe) Rebozo.
>The extent to which the Internal Revenue Service was used during Nixon’s terms in office for
harassment of his political "enemies."
Though it is not known what light Nixon shed on any of these matters, there was, said one Watergat~
source, "a fifty-fifty chance" that the grand jury would hand up indictments relative to some of them
before it disbands this week. But that need not happen for Nixon’s testimony to prove useful. The
special prosecutor’s office is prepared to present evidence to future Washington grand juries in
Watergate eases.
Nixon arranged to testify-and to have news that he had done so announced publicly--by special
agreement with the prosecutors and U.S. District Judge George L. Hart. It was Hart who gave
approval for the two grand jurors and the prosecutors to fly to California to interrogate Nixon.
Because of President Ford’s pardon of him on Sept. 8, 1974, Nixon cannot be prosecuted for any
crimes he may have committed as President. But he can be charged with perjury if any of his
statements to the grand jury last week were false.
Ruth has been prepared to press the matter of Nixon’s testifying ever since the former President’s
health improved to the point where he was seen publicly in recent days playing golf. A Nixon friend
quotes the former President as once saying that he "would rather die" than return to Washington to
testify before a grand jury or in a courtroom. For the moment that outcome has been avoided. But
Nixon could be summoned as a witness should indictments be handed up in any of the four areas in
which he was questioned. And he is still subject to being required to give depositions in some 2o civil
suits currently pending in the courts.
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The Leaker as Plumber
By The Prowler
Published 7/9/2007 12:08:44 AM

QUESTION TIME
Scott Armstrong, former Democrat Watergate investigator, who many former
colleagues on the Watergate Committee believe leaked inside information about the
investigation to Post reporters Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein, and then
apparently parlayed those ties into a job as a Post reporter, wasn’t happy enough
with his 15 minutes of fame back in the 1970s. Now that his former colleague on the
committee, former Sen. Fred Thompson is garnering some attention, Armstrong is
elbowing his way back into the news.

Armstrong went public last week, claiming that Thompson had secretly been a mole
for President Richard Nixon and the White House during his time as minority
counsel to the Watergate Committee. Armstrong was apparently irked that
Thompson was attempting to take credit for asking a question of former White
House aide Alexander Butterfield that revealed to the public the existence of an
Oval Office recording system.
Thompson learned of the system from witness interviews conducted by, among
others, Armstrong and his GOP investigative counterparts. The Associated Press
makes much of the fact that Thompson asked a question for which everyone on the
committee already knew the answer.
"For the most part, there isn’t a single witness that goes before a House of Senate
committee who hasn’t told us beforehand what he or she is going to say," says a
current Judiciary Committee career staffer. "The Boston Globe and the Associated
Press know this, but they treat the Watergate hearings like they were somehow
different. Big surprise."
In fact, Woodward and Bernstein routinely reported ahead of time what Watergate
investigators were discovering during the interview and interrogation process,
sometimes breaking news that was bound by lawyer-client privilege. While
Armstrong claims he was attempting to find a mole working for the White House,
others were trying to find a mole working for the Washington Post.
"There were a number of us who were trying to figure out who was leaking to
Woodward, and we never were able to find out," says a Washington, D.C. based
lawyer, who back in the early 1970s served as a junior aide to one of the senators
sitting on the committee. "Once everything was over and Armstrong went to work at
the Post, it all made sense."
Perhaps the recent attempt for the spotlight wasn’t such a smart thing, as it raises the
http://www.spectator.org/util/print.asp?art_id= 11694
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specter of Armstrong’s own background. He has a history of raising his profile, but
then getting burned.
Back in 1985, Armstrong founded the National Security Archive, a group that was
operated through the leftist Fund for Peace. The Archive encouraged the leaking of
national security information to the public. Armstrong, according to insiders at the
Ford Foundation, was too extreme politically for the foundation, which at the time
was the Fund for Peace’s key donor. Armstrong was pushed out.
Today, Armstrong is involved in another leftist group, the Information Trust. Again,
its mission is the enabling of federal government leakers of classified information.
Information Trust, according to Senate Intelligence Committee staff and Federal
Bureau of Investigation officials, is believed to have played a critical role in the
leaking of national security and intelligence data to the New York Times and
Washington Post about the CIA’s secret prisons that housed al Qaeda terrorists
overseas. The organization also is believed to have assisted in the leaking of
information on the SWIFT financial monitoring system out of the Treasury
Department.

Given the organization’s reputation and Armstrong’s, it’s not surprising that a
Democrat mouthpiece like the Boston Globe would play this game on Thompson.
PICKING AT STRAWS
If you subtract the 100 or so "guests" former Gov. Mitt Romney brought with him
to stuff the ballot box in Florida on Saturday night, Fred Thompson won another
straw poll.

As Erick Erickson over at RedState pointed out on Saturday, Romney, struggling in
the polls everywhere he isn’t spending money on media buys, is reduced to also
buying up straw polls to promote his candidacy.
He will have plunked down close to an estimated $5 million to make the Ames
Republican Straw Poll in Iowa next month a personal political rally (no other major
GOP candidate will be participating), and that includes outbidding by sometimes
three times as much his nearest competitor for bus rentals to get his folks into Ames.
Romney did something similar over the weekend in Hollywood, Florida, at the
Young Republicans convention there. Romney paid for the YR dinner, according to
several YR board members, but with the proviso that the straw poll rules be changed
so that anyone attending the dinner could vote (previously, only YR delegates voted
in the straw poll).
Romney, and his on-site organizer, Jordan Sekulow, bused in about 100 Romney
donors, all of whom appeared to exceed by at least 20 years the under-40 age
requirement typically used as a guideline for YR membership.

"We’re all young at heart," said one Romney backer, who happily submitted a ballot
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for Romney and claimed to be "younger than 70."

In the end, Romney won the straw poll with 168 votes. Fred Thompson, who made
a surprise appearance at the YR luncheon earlier in the day, came in second with
103. Rudy Giuliani was far back in 3rd, with 37.
"I guess Governor Romney did need every one of those 100 tickets he used," said a
YR board member. "This isn’t one of our finer moments."
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. About Carl Bearden
Carl is the former Speaker Pro Tem of the Missouri House of Representatives and one of the
earliest supporters of Fred Thompson for President. Initiating a petition for his fellow caucus
members to sign, the Speaker Pro Tem garnered the support of over half of the Republican House
members (63%, to be exact). More information about Carl can be found at his wikipedia page.
Simply search "Carl Bearden".
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Debunking The "Fred Thompson Was A Nixon Mole" Story
Part II
Posted by tommyd4 on July 9, 2007
The Prowler at the Spectator has done some digging of his own into Mr. Scott Armstrong, the source for
the information on Thompson during Watergate:
Scott Armstrong, former Democrat Watergate investigator, who many former colleagues on
the Watergate Committee believe leaked inside information about the investigation to Post
reporters Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein, and then apparently parlayed those ties into
a job as a Post reporter, wasn "t happy enough with his 15 minutes offame back in the
1970s. Now that his former colleague on the committee, former Sen. Fred Thompson is
garnering some attention, Armstrong is elbowing his way back into the news.

Armstrong accuses Thompson of leaking information to the White House. However:
For the most part, there isn "t a single witness that goes before a House of Senate committee
who hasn "t told us beforehand what he or she is going to say, ’" says a current Judiciary
Committee career staffer. "’The Boston Globe and the Associated Press know this, but they
treat the Watergate hearings like they were somehow different. Big surprise. "’

Who was really leaking information to, like say, Bob Woodward? Did the author take notice that
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Armstrong was Woodward’s best man at his wedding? While Armstrong claimed to be trying to identify
the leaks in the committee, news was being leaked to the Washington Post on a regular basis. According
to one lawyer:
"There were a number of us who were trying to figure out who was leaking to Woodward,
and we never were able to find out, "says a Washington, D.C. based lawyer, who back in
the early 1970s served as a junior aide to one of the senators sitting on the committee.
"Once everything was over and Armstrong went to work at the Post, it all made sense."
Since Watergate, Mr. Armstrong has been keeping himself quite busy. In 1985, he founded the National
Security Archive, which according to the Spectator, was a group that was operated through Fund for
Peace, a leftist group which encouraged the !eaki~of:
national security information to the public. Armstrong, according to insiders at the Ford
Foundation, was too extreme politically for the foundation, which at the time was the Fund
for Peace’s key donor. Armstrong was pushed out.
As of late, he has been involved in a leftist group called ’The Information Trust." According to the
Spectator, the groups mission is "enabling federal government leakers of classified information.
According to the Senate Intelligence Committee and the Federal Bureau of Investigation officials:
It is believed to have played a critical role in the leaking of national security and
intelligence data to the New York Times and Washington Post about the CIA "s secret
prisons that housed al Qaeda terrorists overseas. The organization also is believed to have
assisted in the leaking of information on the SWIFT financial monitoring system out of the
Treasury Department. Department.
Now, if you’re starting to get a clearer idea of the type of person Mr. Jack Armstrong is, let me give you
some information. Mr. Armstrong has a reputation that is not very kind. He has been known to involve
himself in things like this. Let me give you what Thompson said about Armstrong in his book, "At that
Point in Time "’:

Armstrong, in my view, should never have been on the staff Although very capable, he was
a close friend, from their days at Yale, of Bob Woodward of the Washington Post, which
was running exclusive Watergate sotries almost daily based on "informed sources" within
the committee. Armstrong was Woodward’s best man when he married several months after
the hearings. More than once I accused Armstrong of being Woodward ’s source. After
Rollings Stone magazine published an article that characterized almost every member of
the staff- except Armstrong- as incompetent or wors, Armstrong ADMITTED (note:
Tommy "s emphasis) to Sam Dash that he had provided information for that article. "(p.82)
-Thompson, Fred D. ’At That Point ln Time. ’New York Times Book Company, 1975.
OK, so you basically have an admitted leak accusing someone who had accused him in the past of being
a leak and had been correct in their assumption. Ithink my opinion is summed up best by theprowler
when he says:
"’Given the organization’s reputation and Armstrong’s, it’s not surprising that a Democrat
mouthpiece like the Boston Globe would play this game on Thompson."
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Senate Committee Subpoenas
Administration Over Wiretaps
Associated Press
,htne 27, 2007 3:t4 p.m.

WASHINGTON -- The U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee
subpoenaed the White House and Vice President Dick Cheney’s
office Wednesday for documents relating to President Bush’s
warrant-free eavesdropping program.
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Also named in subpoenas signed by committee Chairman Patrick Leahy, (D., Vt.) were the Justice
Department and the National Security Council. The four parties have until July 18 to comply,
according to a statement by Sen. Leahy’s office. The committee wants documents that might shed
light on internal disputes within the administration over the legality of the program.
"Our attempts to obtain information through testimony of administration witnesses have been met
with a consistent pattern of evasion and misdirection," Sen. Leahy said in his cover letters for the
subpoenas. "There is no legitimate argument for withholding the requested materials from this
committee."
Echoing its response to previous congressional subpoenas to former administration officials
Harriet Miers and Sara Taylor, the White House gave no indication that it would comply. "We’re
aware of the committee’s action and will respond appropriately," White House spokesman Tony
Fratto said. "It’s unfortunate that congressional Democrats continue to choose the route of
confrontation."
The showdown between the White House and Congress could land in federal court. Sen. Leahy’s
committee and its counterpart in the House have issued the subpoenas as part of a sweeping look
at how much influence the White House exerts over the Justice Department and its chief, Attorney
General Alberto Gonzales.
The probe, in its sixth month, began with an investigation into whether administration officials
ordered the firings of eight federal prosecutors for political reasons. The House and Senate
Judiciary committees previously had subpoenaed Ms. Miers, one-time legal counsel, and Ms.
Taylor, a former political director, in that probe. But with senators of both parties already
concerned about the constitutionality of the administration’s efforts to root out terrorism suspects
in the U.S., the committee shifted to the broader question of Mr. Gonzales’s stewardship of the
department and, in particular, his willingness to permit the wiretapping program.
Piquing the committee’s interest was vivid testimony last month by former Deputy Attorney
General James Comey about the extent of the White House’s effort to override the Justice
http://online.wsj.com/article_print/SB 118296519343450344.html
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Department’s objections to the program in 2004. Mr. Comey told the Judiciary Committee that
Mr. Gonzales, then-White House counsel, tried to get then-Attorney General John Ashcroft to
reverse course and recertify the program. At the time, Mr. Ashcroft lay in intensive care,
recovering form gall bladder surgery. Mr. Ashcroft refused, as did Mr. Comey, to whom Mr.
Ashcroft had temporarily shifted the power of his office during his illness.
The White House recertified the program unilaterally. Messrs. Ashcroft and Comey, FBI Director
Robert Mueller and their staffs prepared to resign. Mr. Bush ultimately relented and made changes
to the classified program that the Justice officials had demanded, and the agency eventually
recertified it. The fight was one of the most bitter disputes of the Bush presidency, and questions
remain over whether the program tramples people’s civil rights. The administration says the
program is crucial to preventing more terrorist attacks..
Copyright © 2007 Associated Press
URL for this article:
http://online.wsj.comiarticle/SB118296519343450344.html
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Whitewater: A Scandal About Nothing?

It’s been more than a decade since Mark Fabiani served as a top spinmeister for the
Clinton administration, adroitly batting away questions from reporters on the "scandal
beat," which covered far more than Monica Lewinsky. There was also the Whitewater
land deal, Travelgate, Filegate and Attorney General Janet Reno’s sudden firing of
every U.S. Attorney in the country in a single day.
Now Mr. Fabiani is chief counsel for the San Diego Chargers, and is deep into trying to
secure a new stadium for that football team. But reporters have suddenly been reminded
of his old role by a new biography of Hillary Clinton by Carl Bernstein, one of the
famous Washington Post reporters who uncovered Watergate. Mr. Fabiani, who
evidently spoke at length with Mr. Bernstein for "Women in Charge," appears to be the
source for some fascinating revelations about his time protecting the Clintons from scandal probes.
Contrary to all the assertions that the Whitewater land deal was a silly story, Mr. Fabiani’s private view
was that notwithstanding "the Clintons’ protestations to the contrary, it was a reasonable issue to explore
in a presidential campaign. [The] governor of a state who had regulatory authority over a savings and
loan was in business with the owner of the savings and loan .... And the owner of the savings and loan
was probably carrying more than his share of the costs of the business, the piece of [Whitewater] land
owned jointly with the Clintons."
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Later in the book, Mr. Fabiani says there was a "serious fear" that First Lady Hillary Clinton would be
indicted. One of Hillary’s lawyers told Mr. Bernstein that Ms. Clinton had "run everything" in the
aftermath of the suicide of White House Deputy Counsel Vince Foster, her former law partner. "Then
she had denied it. You could see her.., getting so intimately involved in... how you handle [Foster’s]
office, and what you are going to do with the documents, and who’s going to search the office. You can
see her jumping into this."
Mr. Fabiani left the Clintons’ employ shortly after the 1996 presidential election because, as Mr.
Bernstein put it, he was "deeply disturbed" about White House senior aide Bruce Lindsey’s handling of
investigations into the 1996 Clinton-Gore fundraising scandals, which involved illegal foreign money.
Mr. Fabiani is reported in the book to have been worried about Mr. Lindsey’s use of "continuing false
characterizations" with respect to one part of the scandal and the "seeming expectation" that he would
"lie as well" about other parts.
As Chris Reed of the San Diego Union-Tribune put it in his blog, "this is fascinating stuffto political
junkies, and very relevant given Hillary’s good shot at the White House." Indeed, focus groups
frequently point out that one of the major obstacles to a Hillary campaign is the general sense of many
voters that they’d rather not relive the roller-coaster experience of the Clinton White House. The first
ride was quite enough, thank you.
-- John Fund
A Subject Made for Talk Radio

"There’s nothing fair about the Faimess Doctrine," is how Rep. Mike Pence, an Indiana
Republican and former talk-show host, put it yesterday before the House voted 309 to

115 in favor of his bill to block any future president or the Federal Communications
Commission from reinstating the 1949 Fairness Doctrine, the regulation that for some
four decades stifled discussion of controversial issues on the airwaves by requiring
broadcast stations to provide "equal time" for opposing commentary.

Democrats, many of whom are sympathetic to muzzling conservative talk radio, were
spooked by the power of hosts such as Rush Limbaugh and Sean Hannity to make their
lives miserable. Even Democratic Rep. David Obey put on a brave face as he rose to
Mike Pence
support the Pence bill. "Rush and Sean are just about as important in the scheme of
things as Paris Hilton," he told the House. "I would hate to see them gain an ounce of credibility by
being forced by a government agency or anybody else to moderate their views enough that they might
become modestly influential or respected."
Mr. Obey is, of course, fooling himself. It was precisely the fear of populist talk radio that compelled
over half of Democrats in the House to back the Pence bill rather than court the anger of the airwaves.

If Senate Minority Leader Mitch McConnell doesn’t duplicate the Pence bill in the Senate, he’ll be
missing a great political opportunity. The Senate is a hotbed of pro-Fairness Doctrine sentiment. In
recent days, John Kerry, Dick Durbin of Illinois and Dianne Feinstein of California have all touted its
revival. "In my view, talk radio tends to be one-sided. It also tends to be dwelling in hyperbole. It’s
explosive. It pushes people to, I think, extreme views without a lot of information," Ms. Feinstein
recently said.
In the language of politicalspeak used by most Members of Congress, what Ms. Feinstein was really
6/29/2007
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THEY CALLED
DEEP THROAT"
Despite three decades of intense speculation, the identity of "Deep Throat"
the source who leaked key details of Nixon’s Watergate cover-up to Washington Post
reporters Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein--has never been revealed.
Now, at age 91, W. Mark Felt, number two at the EB.I. in the early 70s, is finally
admitting to that historic, anonymous role. In an exclusive,
JOHN D. O’CONNOR puts a name and face to one of American democracy’s heroes,
learning about the struggle between honor and duty that nearly led Felt
to take his secret to the grave
n a sunny Califbrnia morning in August 1999, Joan Fck, a busy college Spanish professor and single mother, was completing chores
before leaving lbr class. She stopped when she heard an unexpected knock at the front door. Upon answering it, she was met
by a courteous, 50-ish man, who introduced himself as a journalist frown The Washington Post. He asked if he could see her fhther, W. Mark Felt, who lived with her in her suburban Santa
Rosa home. The man said his name was Bob Woodward.
Woodward’s name did not register with Joan, and she assumed
he was no different from a number of other reporters, who had
called that week. This was, after all, the 25th anniversary of the resignation of President Richard Nixon, disgraced in the scandal known
as Watergate, and hounded from office in 1974. The journalists had all
86 ]VANITY FAIRI .......
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GRANDPA G-MAN
Former F.B.I. official
W. Mark Felt, 91. is now a
retiree living in Santa Rosa.
California. He has told friends
and intimates that he was the
confidential inside source
of Watergate fame.

been asking whether her father--the number-two man in the
EB.I. during the Watergate years-was "Deep Throat," the legendary inside informant who, on the condition of anonymity,
had systematically passed along clues about White House misdeeds to two young reporters. Joan figured that similar phone
calls were probably being placed to a handful of other Deep
Throat candidates. (See sidebar on page 131.)
These names, over the years, had become part of a parlor
game among historians: Who in the top echelons of govermnent
had mustered the courage to leak secrets to the press? Who had
sought to expose the Nixon administration’s conspiracy to obstruct
justice through its massive campaign of political espionage and its
subsequent cover-up? Who, indeed, had helped bring about the
most serious constitutional crisis since the 1868 impeachment trial
of Andrew Johnson---and, in the process, changed the 15re of the
nation?
Joan was suddenly curious. Unlike the others, this reporter
had come by in person. What’s more, he claimed to be a friend
of her father’s. Joan excused herself and spoke to her dad. He
was 86 at the time, alert though clearly diminished by the years.
Joan told him about the stranger at the door and was surprised
when he readily agreed to see "Bob."
She ushered hin~ in, excused herself, and the two men talked
for half an horn; Joan recalls. Then she invited them to join her
for a drive to the market nearby. "Bob sat in the backseat," she
says. "l asked him about his life, his job. He said he’d been out
here on the West Coast covering [Arizona senator] John McCain’s [presidential] campaign and was in Sacramento or Fresno"--four hours away--"and thought he’d stop by. He looked
about my age. ! thought, Gee, [he’s] attractive. Pleasant too. Too
bad this guy isn’t single."
Woodward and Felt waited in the car while Joan popped into
the grocery store. On the way home, Joan remembers, Wood-

Joan was too

Woodward
eight blocks

hree years after Woodward’s visit, my wife, Jan,
and I happened to be hosting a rather lively dinner for my daughter Cl~risty, a college junior; and
seven of her friends from Stanford. The atmosphere had the levity and intensity of a reunion, as
several of the students had just returned from
sabbaticals in South America. Jan served her typical Italian-style feast with large platters of pasta, grilled chicken,
and vegetables, and plenty of beer and wine. Our house, in Marin
County, overlooks the San Ratkel Hills, and the setting that spring
evening was perfect for trading stories about faraway trips.
Nick Jones, a friend of Christy’s whom I had known for three
years, listened as I related a story about my lather, an attorney
who had begun his career in Rio during World War II by’ serving as an undercover EB.I. agent. When t~ turned to the allure
and intrigue of Rio in the 40s, Nick mentioned that his grandfather, also a lawyer, had
joined the bureau around that time and had
gone on to become a career agent. "What’s
his name?," I asked.
"You may have heard of him," he said.
"He was a pretty senior guy in the EB.I ....
Mark Felt."
1 was blown away. Here was an enterprising kid who was working his way through
school. He reminded me of myself in a way:
an energetic overachiever whose father, like
Nick’s grandfather, had served as an intelligence agent. (Nick and 1 were both good high-school athletes. 1
went to Notre Dame, the University of Michigan Law School,
class of ’72, then joined the U.S. Attorney’s Office in San Francisco, ultimately landing at a highly respected Bay Area law
firm.) l had taken Nick under my wing, encouraging him to
consider studying to become a lawyer. And yet I had no idea
that his grandli~ther was the same guy--long rumored as the infamous Deep Throat---whom I’d heard about lbr years from my
days as a federal prosecutor. Felt had even worked with my early mentor, William Ruckelshaus, most famous for his role in the
so-called Saturday Night Massacre, of 1973. (When Watergate
special prosecutor Archibald Cox subpoenaed nine Nixon tape
recordings that he had secretly made in the Oval Office, the
president insisted that Cox be fired. Rather than distniss Cox,
Nixon’s attorney general, Elliot Richardson, and his deputy,

to ask

he parked

tfie house.

ward asked her, "}Vould it be all right to take your dad to lunch
and have a drink?" She agreed. And so, once back at the house,
Woodward left to get his car.
Joan, always looking after her dad’s health, realized she
should probably caution Woodward to limit her father to one or
two drinks. Yet when she opened the front door, she could find
neither the reporter nor his car. Puzzled, she decided to drive
around the neighborhood, only to discover him outside the Felts’
subdivision, walking into a parking lot of a junior high school
some eight blocks from the house. He was just about to enter a
chauffeured limousine. Joan, however, was too polite to ask Woodward why he had chosen to park there. Or why, for that matter,
he had come in a limo.
That night her fiather was ebullient about the lunch, recounting how "Bob" and he had downed martinis. Joan found it all a
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bit odd. Her t~tther had been dodging reporters all week, but
had seemed totally comfortable with this one. And why had
Woodward taken such precautions? Joan trusted her instincts.
Though she still hadn’t made the connection between Woodward,
The Washington Post, and the Watergate scandal, she was convinced that this was a less than serendipitous visit.
Sure enough, in the years to follow, Mark Felt and his daughter, along with Joan’s brother, Mark junior, and her son Nick,
would continue to communicate with Woodward by phone (and
in several e-mail exchanges) as Felt progressed into his 90s. Felt
suffered a mild stroke in 2001. His mental faculties began to deteriorate a bit. But he kept his spirit and sense of humor. And
always, say Joan, aged 61, and Mark junior, 58, Woodward remained gracious and friendly, occasionally inquiring about Felt’s
health. ’!As you may recall," Woodward e-mailed Joan in August
of 2004, "my father [is] also approaching 91. [He] seems happy the goal lbr all of us. Best to everyone, Bob."
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Ruckelshaus, resigned in protest, becoming national heroes.)
Deep Throat, in Pact, had been the hero who started it all
along with the two reporters he assisted, Bob Woodward and
Carl Bernstein (both of whom would go on to make their journalistic reputations, and riches, through their Watergate revelations). And my daughter’s friend, I suspected, was the famous
source’s grandson. "Mark Felt!," I exclaimed. "You’re kidding
me. Your granddad is Deep Throat! Did you know that?"
Nick answered calmly, and maybe with an air of uncertainty,
"You know, Big John, I’ve heard that for a long time. Just recently we’ve started to think maybe it’s him."
We let the subject drop that night, turning to other matters.
But a few day’s later Nick phoned and asked me, in nay role as
an attorney, to come over and meet his grandfather. Nick and
his mother wanted to discuss the wisdom of Felt’s coming tbrward. Felt, Nick said, had recently, admitted his secret identity,
privately, to intimates, after years of hiding the truth even from
his t:amily. But Felt was adamant about remaining silent on the
subject--until his death thinking his past disclosures somehow
dishonorable.
Joan and Nick, however, considered him a true patriot. They
were beginning to realize that it might make sense to enlist someone from the outside to help him tell his story, his way, be../bw he
passed away, unheralded and lbrgotten.
I agreed to see Mark Felt later that week.
he identity of Deep Throat is modern journalism’s
greatest unsolved mystery. It has been said that he
may be the most t~tmous anonymous person in
U.S. history. But, regardless of his notoriety, American society’ today owes a considerable debt to the
government official who decided, at great personal
risk, to help Woodward and Bernstein as they prosued the hidden truths of Watergate.
First, some background. In the early-morning hours of June 17,
1972, five "burglars" were caught breaking into the headquarters
of the Democratic National Committee at the Watergate complex, along the Potomac River. Two members of the team were
found to have address books with scribbles "W. House" and
"W.H." They were operating, as it turned out, on the orders of
E. Howard Hunt, a onetime C.I.A. agent who had recently
worked in the White House, and G. Gordon Liddy, an ex-EB.l.
agent who was on the payroll of the Committee to Re-elect the
President (cap, pronounced Creep, which was organizing Nkxon’s
run against Senator George McGovern, the South Dakota Dem-

ocra0.

Funds for the break-in, laundered through a Mexican bank
account, had actually come fronl the coffers of c~p, headed by
John Mitchell, who had been attorney general during Nixon’s
first term. Following the break-in, suspicions were raised throughout }Vashington: What were five men with Republican connections doing with gloves, cameras, large amounts of cash, and
bugging equipment in the Democrats’ top campaign ottice?
The case remained in the headlines thanks to the dogged reporting of an unlikely team of journalists, both in their late 20s:
Carl Bernstein, a scruffy college dropout and six-year veteran of
the Post (now a writer, lecturer, and lgmity Fair contributor), and
Bob Woodward, an ex-navy officer and Yale man (now a celebrated author and Post assistant managing editor). The heat was
also kept on because of a continuing EB.I. investigation, headed
by the bureau’s acting associate directol; co,~r~-~:~ o.~. p,~ ~>
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Deep Throat
CONTINUED FROM PAGL $9 Mark Felt, whose

tea%ms intmwiewed 86 administration and cap
staffers. These sessions, however, were quickly undcr~Nned. The White Housc and c~
had ordered lhat their lawyers be present
at eveu meeting. Felt beli~ed that fl~e C.I.A,
deliberately gave the EB.I. false leads. And
most of the bureau’s "write-ups" of the interviews were bcing sccrctly passed on to
Nixon counsel John Dean- by none other
than Felt’s new boss, L. Patrick Gr~v. (Gray.
the acting EB.I. director, had taken over
after J. Edgar Hoover’s death,
six wee~s belbre the break-in.)
~roughout this period, the Nixon camp &Ned any Whi~ House
or CRP involvement in the ~Vatergate at]:air. And aftcr a thrccmonlh "~v~figatioff’ the~ w~ no
evidence to implicate aW White
House staffers.
The ~htergate probe appeared
to be at an impasse, the break-in
having been explained away as
a private extortion scheme that
didn’t extend bcyond the suspects
in custody. McGovern couldn’t
gain campaign traction with the
issue, and the president was reelected in November 1972 by an
overwhelming naajodty.

Whoever Deep Throat might have been,
he was certaiuly a public officiN in private
turmoil. As the two Post reporters would explain in thcir 1974 behind-the-scenes book
about Watergate, All the President~ Men,
Deep Throat lived m solitary dread, under
the constant threat of being summarily fired
or even indicted, wida no colleagues in whom
he could confide. He was justifiably suspicious that phones had been wiretapped,
romns bugged, and papers rifled. He was
completely isolated, having placed his career
and his institution in jeopardy. Eventually,
Deep Throat would even warn Woodward
and Bcrnstcin that hc had reason to believe

that Pateful summer
B utandduring
tall, at least one government official was dctcrtrfined not
to let Watergate Pade away. That
man was ~Voodward’s well-placed
source. In an eftbrt to keep the
Walergate aflkir in the news, Deep
Throat had been consistently confirming or denying confidential infnrmation
for the reporter, which he and Bernstein
would weave into their frequent stories, often on the Post~ fi’ont page.
Ever cautiotts, Woodward and Deep Throat
dcviscd cloak-and-dagger methods to avoid
tails and eavesdroppers durli2g their numerous rende~’ous. If Woodward needed to initiate a meeting, he would position an elnpb’
flowerpot (which contained a red construction tlag) to the rear of his apartnrcnt balcony. If Deep Throat was the instigatox~ the
hands of a clock would mysteriously appear
on page 20 of Woodward’s copy of The ~\i,w
York Times, which was delivered belbre seven each morning. Then they would connect
at the appointed hour in an underground
parking garage. (Woodward would always
take two cabs and then walk a short disumcc to their meetings.) The garage t0rordcd
Deep Throat a darkened venue for hushed
conversation, a clear view of any potential
intruders, and a quick escape route.
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BEFORE THE SECRETS
Mark Felt was working his way
through law school in Washington, D.C.,
when hc reconnected with fellow Univcrsity
of Idaho student Audrey Robinson.
The pair posed circa 1938, the year
they were married.

"everyonc’s life is in danger"--meaning
Woodward’s, Bernstein’s, and, presumably,
his own.
In the months that followed, the Post’s
exposds continued unabated in the Pace of
mounting White House pressure and protest.
Deep Throat, having become more enraged
with the administration, grew more bold.
Instead of merely corroborating Pacts that the
two reporters obtained from other sources,
he began providing leads and outlining
an administration-sanctioned conspiracy. (In
the film version of the book, Robert Redford and Dustin Itoffman would portray
Woodward and Bernstcin, whfic Hal Hol-

brook assumed the Deep Throat role.)
Soon public outcry grew. Other media
outlets began to investigate in earnest. The
Scnate convcncd riveting televised hcarings in 1973, and when key players such as
John Dean cut immunity deals, the entire
plot unraveled. President Nixon, it turned
out. had tape-recorded many of the meetings where strategies had been hashed
out and the cover-up discussed (in violation of obstruction-of-justice laws). On
August 8, 1974, with the House of Representatives clearly moving toward impeachment, the president announced his resignation, and more than 30 govcrmncnt
and campaign officials in and
around the Nixon White House
would ultimately plead guilty
to or be convicted of ct~mes. In
brief. Watergate had reaffirmed
that no person, not even the
president of the United States,
~s above the law.
Due in no small part to the
secrets revealed by the Post,
sometimes in consort with Deep
Throat, the courts and the Congress have been loath to gran/a
simng president fiee rein, and
are generally wary of administrations that might try. to impede
access to White Housc documents in the name of "executive
privilege?’ Watergate helped set
in motion what would become
known as the "independent counsel" law (for investigating top
federal officials) and helped make
whistle-blowing (on wrongdoings
in business and government) a
legally sanctioned, if still ris~’
and courageous, act. Watcrgate
invigorated an independent press.
virtually spawning a generation of investigafive journalists.
nd yet, ever since the political madAstroln
of Nixon’s second term, Deep
Throat has declined to reveal himsel£ He has
kept quiet through seven presidencies and
despite an anticipated fortune that might
have come his way’ fi-om a tell-all book, film.
or television special. Woodward has said that
Deep Throat wished to remain anonymous
until death, and he pledged to keep his
source’s confidence, as he has for more than a
generation. (Officially, Deep Throat’s identity
has been ~mwn only to Woodward, Bernstein, their former editor Ben Bradlee and
to Dccp Throat himself.)
In All the President’s Men, the authors
described their source as a man of passion and contradiction: "Awarc of his own
weaknesses, he readily conceded his flaws.
ti’e was, incongruously, an incurable gossip,
careful to label rumor for what it was. but
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Deep Throat
fascinated by it .... He could be rowdy,
drink too mud~, overreach. He was not good
at concealing his feelings, hardly ideal for a
man in his position." Even though hc was a
Washington creature he was "worn out" by
years of bureaucratic battles, a man disenchanted with the "switchblade mentality"
of the Nixon White tfouse and its tactics
of politicizing governmental agencies. Deep
Throat was someone in an "extremely sensitive" position, possessing "an aggregate
of hard information flowing in and out of
many stations," while at the same time quite
wary of his role as a confidential source.
"Deep Throat," notcd Woodward in a lecture in 2003, "lied to his family, to his
friends, and colleagues, denying that he had
helped us."
And as the years went on, Joan Felt
had really begun to wonder whether her father might just be this courageous but tortured man.
Idaho, in 1913, Mark
B ornFelthrcameTwinof Falls,
age at a lime when the EB.I.
agent was an archetypal patriot--a crimefighter in a land that had been torn by war,
the Depression, and Mob violence. Raised
in modcst circumstances, the outgoing, takecharge Felt worked his way through the University of Idaho (where he was head of his
fraternity) and the George Washington Universi|y Law School, married another Idaho
grad, Audrey Robinson, then joined the bureau m 1942.
Dapper, channing, and handsmrre, with a
full head of sandy hair that grayed attractively
over the years, Felt resembled actor Lloyd
Bridges. He was a registered Democrat (who
turned Republican during the Reagan years)
with a conservative bent and a common
man’s law-and-order streak. Often relocating
his llamily, he would come to speak at each
new" school that Joan Felt attended--wearing
a shoulder holster, hidden under his pinstripes, ht the bureau, he was popular with
supervisors and m~derlings alike, and enjoyed
both sco~ch and bourbon, though he was
ever mindl\fi of Hoover’s edicts about his
agents’ sobriety. Felt helped curb the Kansas
City Mob as that city’s speci’,d agent in charge,
using tactics both aggressive and innovative,
then was named second-in-command of the
bureau’s training division in 1962. Felt mastered the art of succinct, just-the-factsma’am menm writing, which appealed to the
mcticulous Hoove~ who made him one of
his closest protfig~s. In 1971, in a move to
rein in his power-seeking head of domestic intclligencc, William C. Sullivan,
Hoover promoted Felt to a newly created
position overseeing Sullivan, vaulting Felt to
prominence.
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While Felt rose through the ranks, his
daughter, Joan, became decidedly antiEstablishment. As Joan’s lifestyle changed,
her lPathcr quietly but strongly disapproved,
telling her that she and her peers reminded him of radical Weather Underground
members a faction he happened to be in
the process of hunting down. Joan cut off
contact witl~ her parents for a time (she
has been reconciled with her dad for more
than 25 years now), retreating to a cmnmune where, with a movie camera rolling,
she gave birth to her lirst son, Ludi (Nick’s
brother, now called Will), a scene used in
the 1974 docmncntary The Birth of Ludi.
On one occasion her parents arrived at
Joan’s farm for a visit, only to find her and
a friend sitting naked in the sun, bmastfeeding their babies.
Joan’s brothel; Mark junior, a commercial pilot and retired air-force lieutenant
colonel, says that at that stage their lather
was utterly absorbed in his work. "By the
time he’d got to Washington," Mark recalls,
"he worked six days a week, got home, had
dinner, and went to bed. He believed in the
EB.I. more thma anything else he believed
in in his life." For a time, Mark says, his
dad alsn served as an unpaid technical adviser to the popular 60s TV program The
EB.L, occasionally going onto the set with
Efrem Zimbalist Jr., who played an agent
with responsibilities similar to Felt’s. "He
was a cool character," says the younger Felt,
"willing to take risks and go outside of the
rule book to get the job done."
In his little-known 1979 memoir, The
EB.L Pynrmid, co-written with Ralph de
Toledano, Felt comes across as a downto-earth counterpart to the imperious Hoover-a man Felt deeply respected. Hoove~;
in Fe[t’s view, was "charismatic, feisty,
charming, petty, giant, grandiose, briiliant,
egotistical, industrious, formidable, compassionate, domineering"; he possessed
a "puritanical" streak, the bearing of an
"inflexible martinet," and nbsessive habits.
("Hoover insisted on the same seats in the
plane, the same rooms in the same hotels.
|He had an] immaculate appearance ... as
if he had shaved, showered, and put on a
fieshly pressed suit lbr [every] occasion.")
Felt, a more sociable figure, was still a man
in the Hoover mold: disciplined, fiercely
loyal to the men under his comtnand, and
resistant to any force that tried to compromise the burcatJ. Felt came to see himself,
in fact, as something of a conscience of
the EB.I.
betbre Hoover’s death, relations
Wellbetween
the Nixon camp and the
EB.I. deteriorated. In 1971, Felt was called
to 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue. The president, Felt was told, had begun "climbing
the walls" because somcone (a government

insider. Nixon believed) was leaking details
to The New lf)rk 73rues about the administration’s strategy for upcoming arms talks
with the Soviets. Nixoffs aides wanted the
bureau to find the culprits, either through
wiretaps or by insisting that suspects submit to lie-detector tests. Such leaks led the
White House to begin employing ex-C.I.A.
types to do their own, bomespun spying,
creating its nefarious "Plmnbers" unit, to
which the Watergate cadre belonged.
at the White House to conF eltfrontarrived
an odd gathering. Egil "Bud"
Krogh Jr., deputy assistant for domestic
affuirs, presided, and attendees included
ex-spy E. Howard Hunt and Robert Mardian, an assistant attorney general "a
balding little man," Pk:lt recalled, "dressed
in what looked like work clothes and dii~y
tennis shoes ... shuffling about the room,
arranging the chairs and 1 [first] took him
to be a member of the cleaning staff."
(Mardian had been summoned to the
West Wing from a weekend tennis game.)
According to Felt, once the meeting began, Felt expressed resistance to the idea
of wiretapping suspected leakers without a
court order.
After the session, which ended with no
clear resolution, Krogh’s group began to
have reason to suspect a single Pentagon
employee. Nixon, nonetheless, denmnded
that "four or five hundred people in State,
Defense, and so forth |also be polygraphed]
so that we can immediately scare the bastards." Two days later, as Felt wrote in his
book, he was relieved when Krogh told him
that the administration had decided to let
"the Agency," not the EB.I., "handle the
polygraph interviews .... Obviously, John
Ehrlichman [Krogh’s boss, Nixon’s top
domestic-policy adviser, and the head of
the Plumbers unit] had decided to ’punish’
the Bureau for what he saw as its lack of
cooperation and its refusal to get mvolvcd
in the work which the ’Plumbers’ later undertook."
In 1972, tcnsions between the institutions
deepened when ttoover and Felt resisted
White House pressure to have the EB.I.
tbrensics lab declare a particularly danuting
memo a forgery as a way of exonerating
the administration in a corruption scandal.
Believing that trumped-up tk)rgery findings
were improper, and trying to sustain the
reputation of the EB.I. lab, Felt claimed to
have refused entreaties by John Dean. (The
episode tnok on elements of the absurd
whcn Hunt, wearing an ill-fitting red wig,
showed up in Denver in an eflbrt to extract
inll)rmation from Dita Beard, the communications lobbyist who had supposedly wr{tten the memo.)
Clearly, Felt harbored increasing contempt |’or this curious crew at the Whitc
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House, whom he suw as intent on utilizing
the Justice Department lbr their political
ends. What’s more, ttoover, who had died
that May, was no longer aruund to protect
Felt or the bm’eau’s Old Guard, the EB.I.
chief having been replaced by an interim
successor, L. Patrick Gray, a Republican
lawyer who hoped to pe~Tnanently land Hoover’s job. Gray, with his eyes on that prize,
chose to leave an increasingly frustrated Felt
in charge of the EB.I.’s day-to-day operations. Then came the break-in, and a pitched
battle began. "We seemed to be continually
at odds with the White House about almost
everything," Felt wrote, regarding the dark
days of 1972. He soon came to believe that
he was fighting an all-out war tbr the soul
of the bureau.
EB.I. pushed on with its WaterA sgatethe investigation,
the White Housc
threw up morn and more barriers. When Felt
and his team believed they could "trace the
source of the monW that had been in the
possession of the Watergate ’burglars’" to a
bank in Mexico City, Gray, according to
Felt, "flatly ordered ]Felt] to call off any interviews" in Mexico because they "might
upset" a C.I.A. operation there. Felt and
his key deputies sought a meeting with
Gray. "Look," Felt recalled telling his boss,
"the reputation of the FBI is at stakc ....
Unless we get a request in writing [l?om the
C.I.A.] to forgo the [Mexico] interview, we’re
guing ahead awway!
"That’s not all," Felt supposedly added.
"We must do something about the complete
lack of cooperation fi’om John Dean m~d
the Commit[ee to Reelect the President. It’s
obvious they’re holding bac~delaying and
leading us astray in every way" they know.
We expect this sort o[" thing when we are investigating organized crime .... The whole
thing is going to explode right in the President’s lace."
At a subsequent meeting, according to
Felt, Gr~, asked whether the investigation
could be confined to "lhese seven subjects,"
referring to the five burglars, plus Hunt and
Liddy. Felt responded, "We will be going
nruch higher than these seven. These men
are the pawns. We want tire ones who
moved the pawns." Agreeing with his team,
Gray chose to stW the course and continue
the probe.
Felt’s book gives no indication that during this same period he decided to go outside the bounds of government to expose
the corruption within Nixon’s team or to
overcome the impediments they were placing on his ability to do his job. There are
only scant clues that he might have decidcd to pass along secrets to The l}’ast~ington
Posl; in fact, Felt makes a point of categorically denying he is Deep Throat. But, in
truth, the White House had begun asking lbr
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Fclt’s head, even though Gray adamantly
del~nded his deputy. Felt would write:
Gray confided to nre, "N)u know’, Mark, [Attorney General] Dick Kleindienst told me that
l might have Io get rid of you. He says White
House staff members are convinced that you
are the FBI source of leaks to Woodward and
Bernstein." ...
I said, "Pat, I haven’t leaked anything to
anybody. They are wrong!" ...
"I believe you," Gray answered, "but the
White House doesn’t. Kleindienst has told me
on three nr four nccasions to get rid nf you
but I refused. He didn’t say this came from
higher up but I am convinced that it did."
the Watergate tapes that
I tFeltis clearwasfrom
indeed one of the targets of
Nixon’s wrath. In October 1972, Nixon insisted he would "fire the whole Goddamn
Bureau," and singled out Felt, whom he
thought to bc part of a plot to undermine
him through frequent press leaks. "Is he a
Catholic?" he asked his trusted adviser H. R.
Haideman, who replied that Fclt was Jewish. (Felt, of Irish descent, is not Jewish and
claims no religious affiliation.) Nixon, who
sometimes suggested that a Jewish conspiracy might be at the root of his problems,
seemed surprised. "Christ," he said, "[the
bureau] put a Jew in there’?... It could be
the Jewish thing. I dofft know. It’s always a
possibility."
It was Gray, however, not Felt, who became the fall guy. At Gray’s confirmation
hearings, in February 1973, he was abandoned by his onetime allies in the West
Wing and was left to "twist slowly, slowly in
the wind," in the words of Nixon aide John
Ehrlichman. \~qth Gray now gone, Felt had
lost his last sponsor and protector. Next up
was interim EB.I. director Ruckelshaus,
who ultimatoly resigned as assistant attorney generai in Nixon’s Saturday Night Massacre. Felt left the bureau that same year
and went on the lecture circuit.
Then, in 1978, Felt was indicted on
charges of having authorized illegal EB.I.
break-ins earlier in the decade, in which
agents without warrants entered the residences of associutes and family members of
suspected bombers believed to be involved
with the Weathcr Underground. The cm’eer
agent was arraigned as hundreds of EB.I.
colleagues, outside the courthouse, demonstratod on his behalf. Felt, over the strong
objections of his lawyers that the jury had
been improperly instructed, claimed that he
was following established law-enforcement
procedures for break-ins when national security was at stake. Even so, Felt was convicted two years later. Then, in a stroke of
good fortune while his case was on appeal,
Ronald Reagan was elected president and,
in 1981, gave Felt a l~all pardon.
Felt and his wife had alweys looked forward to a retirement whcrc they could live

Deep TDoal
comfortably and bask proudly in his accomplish~nents. But as he endured years of
courtroom travails, they both felt betrayed
by the country he had served. Audrey, always an intense person, suttEred profound
stress, anxiety, and nervous exhaustion,
which both of them bitterly blamed on his
legal troubles. Long after her early passing,
in 1984, Felt continued to cite the strain of
his prosecution as a major l:actor in the death
of his wit~.
after our tEstive dinner in 2002,
A week
Nick Jones introduced me to his mother, Joan Fclt--dynamic and open-minded,
high-strung and overworked, proud and
protective of bet father, slim and attractive
(she had been an actress for a time)---and
to his grandfather. Felt, then 88, was a
chipper; easygoing man with a hearty laugh
and an enviable shock of white hair. His
eyes sparkled and his handshake was firm.
Though he ~vquired the assistance of a metal walker on his daily rounds, having sustained a stroke the year before, he was
nonetheless engaged and engaging.
I soon realized the urgency behind
Nick’s request. A few weeks before possibly in anticipation of the 30tb anniversary
of the Watergate break-in.--.a reporter for
the Globe tabloid, Dawna Kaufnrann, had
called Joan to ask whether bet father was
actually Deep Throat. Joan talked briefly
about Woodward’s mysterious visit three
years before. Kauflnann then wrote a piece
headlined DEEP THROAT EXPOSED! In her
story she quoted a young man by the
name of Chase Culeman-Beckman. He had
claimed, in a 1999 Ilar{fo~d Cnmrmt article, that while attending summer camp in
1988 a youug friend of !fis named Jacob
Bernstein the son of Carl Bernstein and
writer Nora Ephron-had divulged a secret, mentioning that his Pather had told
him that a man nanred Mark Felt was the
infamous Deep Throat. Ephron and Bernstein, divorced by 1999, both asserted that
Felt was the favorite suspect of Ephron’s,
aud that Bernstein had never disclosed
Deep Throat’s identily. According to Bernstein’s response at the time, their son
was simply repeating his mother’s guess.
(When approached by reporters speculaling about Deep Throat’s identity, Woodward and Bernstein have consistently refused to divulge it.)
Soon after the Globe article appeared,
Joan Felt received a frantic phone call from
~%’ette La Garde. During the late 1980s, following his wife’s deah, Felt and La Garde
had becmne close friends and li’equent social companions. "Why is he announcing it
now’?" a worried La Garde asked Joan.

thought he wouldn’t bc rcvcalcd until he
was dead."
Joan pounced. "Announcing what?" she
wanted to know.
La Garde, apparently sensing that Joan
did not know the truth, pulled back, then
finalIy owned up to the sccrct she had
kept for years. Felt, La Garde said, had
confided to her that he had indeed been
Woodward’s source, but had sworn her
to silence. Joan then confronted her father;
who initially denied it. "1 know now that
you’re Deep Throat," she remenrbers telling him, explaining La Garde’s disclosure.
His response: "Since that’s the case, well,
yes, 1 am." Then and there, she pleaded
with him to announce his role immediately
so that hc could have some closure, and accolades, while he was still alive. Felt reluctantly agreed, then changed his mind. He
seemed determined to take his secret with
him to the grave.
turned out that Yvette La Garde
B uthadit also
told others. A decade belbre,
she had shared her secret with her eldest son, Mickey, now retired-a fortunate
confidant, given his work as an army lieutenant colonel based at NArO military
headquarters (requiring a top-secret security clearance). Mickey La Garde says he
has remained mum about the revelation
ever since: "’My mona’s condo unit was
in Watergate and l’d see Mark," he recalls.
"’In one of those visits, in 1987 or ’88, she
confided to [my wife] Dee and I that
Mark had, in fact, been the Deep Throat
that brought down the Nixon administration. I don’t think Mom’s ever told anyone
else 7
Dee La Garde, a C.RA. and government
auditor, corrobomles her husband’s account.
"She confessed it," Dee rccalls. "The three
of us might have been at the kitchen table
in her apartment. There’s no question in my
mind that she identified him. You’rc the first
person I’ve discussed this with besides nay
husband."
The day of her lather’s graJ~d admission,
Joan left for class, and Felt went fi)r a ride
with Atama Batisaresare, an assisted-living
aide. Felt, as a rule, exhibitcd a calm demeanor, letting his thoughts wander from
one topic to another. On this trip, however,
so Batisaresare later told Joan and me, Felt
became highly agitated and focused on
one subject, which sort of came out of the
blue. The caregiver now recalls, in his thick
Fijian accent, "He did tell me, ’An EB.I.
man should have loyalty to the department.’ He talked about loyally. He didn’t
mention he was a Deep Throat. He told
me he didn’t want to do it, but ’it was
my duty to do it, regarding NLxon.’" {Felt
would frequently return to this theme.
While watching a Watergate TV special

thin month, he and Joan heard his name
come up as a Deep Throat c~didate. Joan,
trying to elicit a response, deliberately questioned her Father in the third person: "Do
you think Deep Throat wanted to get rid of
Nixon?" Joan says that Felt replied, "No,
l wasn’t trying to bring him down." He
claimed, instead, that he was "only doing
his duty.")

O

n that Sunday in May when I first met
Mark Felt, he was particularly concerned about how bureau personnel, then
and no’a; had come to regard Deep Throat.
He seemed to be struggling inside with
whether he would be seen as a decent man
or a turncoat. I stressed that EB.I. agents
and prosecutors now thought Deep Throat
a patriot, not a rogue. And 1 emphasized
that one of the reasons he might want to
announce his identity’ would bc for the very
purpose of telling the story from his point
of view.
Still, I could sec he was equivocating.
"He was amenable at first," his grandson
Nick recalls. "Then he was wavering. He
was concerned about bringing dishonor to
our thurily. We thought it was totally cool.
It was more about houor than about any
kind of shame [to] Grandpa .... To this day,
he feels he did the right thing."
At the end of our conversation, Felt
seemed inclined to reveal himself, but refused to commit. "I’1I think about what
you have said, and I’ll let you know of my
decision," he told me very firmly that day.
In the meantinre, I told him, 1 would take
on his cause pro bono, helping him find a
reputable publisher if he decided to go that
route. (I have written this piece, in 15.ct. after witnessing the decline of Felt’s health
and mental acuity, and after receiving his
and Joan’s perlnission to reveal this info~=
marion, normally protected by provisinns of
lawyer-client privilege. The Felts were not
paid for cooperating with this story.)
Our talks dragged on, howeven Felt told
Joan that he had other worries. He wondered "’what the judge would think" (meam
ing: were he to expose his past, might he
leave himself open to prosecution for his
actions?). He seemed genuinely conflicted.
Joan took to discussing the issue in a circunrspect ww, sometimes referring to Deep
Throat by yet another code name, Joe
Camel. Nevertheless, the more we talked,
the more forthright Felt became. On several
occasions he confided to me, "I’m the guy’
they used to call Deep Throat."
Hc also opened up to his son. In prcvious years, when Felt’s name had come up
a.s a Deep Throat suspect, Felt had always
bristled. "His attitude was: I don’t think
[being Deep Throat] was anything to be
proud of," Mark junior says. "You [should]
not lcak in*brmation to anyone." Now his

l~ather was admitting he had done just that.
"Making the decision [to go to the press]
would have been diflicult, painful, and excruciating, ~md outside the bounds of his
lilY’s work. He would not have done it if he
didn’t feel it was the only way to get around
the corruption in the White House and Justice Department. He was tortured inside,
but never would show it. He was not this
Hal Holbrook character. He was not an
edgy person. [Even though] it would be the
most difficult decision of his life, he wouldn’t
have pined over it."
At one lunch at a scenic restaurant overlooking the Pacific, Joan and Mark sat
their lhther down to lay out the case [’or
full, public disclosure. Felt
argued with them, according to his son, warning them
not to betray him. "1 don’t
want this out," Felt said.
"And if it got in the papers,
l’d guess I’d know who put
it there." But they persisted. They explained that they
wanted their father’s legacy
to be heroic and permanent,
not anonymous. And beyond their main motivcposterity- they thought that
there might eventually be
some profit in it. "Bob Woodward’s gonna get all the
glory for this, but we could
make at least enough money to pay some bills, like
the debt Fve run up for the
kids’ education," Joan recalls saying. "Let’s do it for
the family." With that, both
children remember, he finally agreed. "He wasn’t particularly interested," Mark
soys, "but he said, ’That’s a good reason.’"
come to an intcrim decision: he
Feltwouldhad "cooperate."
but only with the
assistm~ce of Bob Woodward. Acceding to
his wishes, Joau and 1 spoke to Woodward
by’ phone on a half-dozen occasions over a
period of months about whether to lnake a
joint revelation, possibly in the lbrm of a
book or an article¯ Woodward would sometimes begin these conversations with a
caveat, saying, more or less, "Just because
l’tn talking to ynu, I’m not admitting that he
is who you think hc is." Then he’d cxpress
his chief concerns, which were twotbld, as I
recall. First, was this something that Joan
and I were pushing on Felt, or did he actually want to reveal himself of his own
cord? (I interpreted this to mean: was he
changing the long-standing agreement the
men had kept lbr three decades?) Second,
was Felt actually in a clear mental state’? To
make his own assessment, Woodward told

Joan and me, he wantcd to come out and
sit down with her t~.ther again, not having
seen him since their lunch¯
"We went through a period where hc
did call a bit," Joan soys of her discussions
with Woodward¯ (Nick says he sometimes
answered the phone and spoke with him,
too.) "He’s alwoys been very gracious. We
talked about doing a book with Dad, and
I think he was considering. That was my
understanding¯ He didn’t say no at first ....
Then he kept kind of putting me off on
this book, soying, ’Joan, don’t press me.’
¯.. For him the issue was competency: was
Dad competent to release him from the
agreement the two of them had made not

Woodward spoke with Mark junior at
his home in Florida, as well. "He called me
and discussed whether or not, and when,
to visit Dad," hc soys. "I asked him briefly, %re you ever going to put this Deep
Throat issue public?’ And he said, essentially, thal he made promises to nay dad or
someone that he wouldn’t reveal tl~is .... I
can’t imagine another reason why Woodward would have any interest in Dad or me
or Joan if Dad wasn’t Deep Throat. His
questions wcrc about Dad’s present condition..Why would he care so much about
Dad’s health?"
According to Joan, Woodward scheduled
two visits to come amd see her 15ther and,
so she hoped, to talk about
a possible collaborative venture. But he had to cancel
both times, she says, then never rcschcdulcd. "That was disappointing," she says. "Maybe
[he was] just hoping that 1
would forget about it."
Today, Joan Felt has only
positive things to say about
Bob Woodward. "He’s so reassuring and top-notch," she
insists. They still stay in touch
by e-mail, exchanging good
wishes, their relationship engendered lay a bond her ~gther had forged in troubled
times.
Mark Felt
N owadays,
watches TV sitting be-

FAMILY AFFAIR
Felt, seated by’ his backyard pool,
is joined by his caregiver
Fereimi Boladau, daughter Joan,
and l:amily dog Carlos.
to say awthing until alter Dad died? At one
point I said, ’Bob, just between you and
me, off the record, 1 want you to confirm:
was Deep Throat my dad?’ He wouldn’t
do that. I said, ’If he’s not, you can at least
tell me that. We could put this to rest.’ And
he said, ’I can’t do tha~.’"
Joan says that during this period Woodward had at least two phone conversatinns
with Felt "without anyone else listening.
Dad’s mmrrory gradually has deteriorated
since the original lunch they had, [but] Dad
remembered Bob whenever he called .... I
said, ’Bob, it’s unusual lbr Dad to remember someone as clearly as you.’" She says
that Wbodward responded, "He has good
reason to remember me."

neath a large oil painting of
his late wife, Audrey, and
goes for car rides with a
new caregiver. Felt is 91 and
his memory for details seems
to wax and wane¯ Joan allows him two glasses of wine each evening,
and on occasion the two harmonize in a
rendition of "The Star-Spangled Banner."
While Felt is a humorous and mellow
man, his spine stiffens and his jaw tightens
when he talks about the integrity of his
dear EB.I.
1 believe that Mark Felt is one of America’s greatest secret heroes. Deep in his psyche. it is clear to me, he still has qualms
about his actions, but he also knows that
historic events compelled him to behave as
he did: standing up to an executive branch
intent on obstructing his agency’s pursuit
of the truth. Felt, having long harbored the
ambivalent emotions of pride and sell’reproach, has lived for more them 30 years
in a prison of his own making, a prisou
built upon his strong moral principles and
his unwavering loyalty to cotmtry and cause.
But now, buoyed by his l~tmily’s revelations
and support, he need feel imprisoned oo
more. []
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A 33-Year-Old Pledge Was Kept at a Price: The Post’s Lost
Scoop
By Howard Kurtz
Washington Post Staff Writer

Thursday, June 2, 2005; A13

How, after 33 years of secrecy, did The Washington Post get scooped on its own story about the
tantalizing mystery of Deep Throat?
The answer is that Bob Woodward, Carl Bemstein and Ben Bradlee felt they were in a box -- the
promise of confidentiality made to W. Mark Felt during the Nixon administration -- and were not
convinced that the 91-year-old former FBI agent was lucid enough to release them from that pledge.
Family members "have said he just doesn’t have any memory now," Woodward said yesterday, referring
to e-mails he received from Felt’s relatives. The dilemma, said Woodward, was whether "someone in his
condition and age" was "competent" to make the decision to go public.
"I had been in touch with Mark Felt," said Woodward, the best-selling author who is an assistant
managing editor at The Post. "How was his health? Had he changed his mind about being identified?
This was an ongoing reporting enterprise." Felt suffered a mild stroke in 2001.
Woodward said the Vanity Fair story detailing Felt’s role came as a total surprise to him when it was
released Tuesday morning. "I didn’t know he was gearing up to go public," he said.
To Bradlee, who was the paper’s executive editor during Watergate, there was no decision to be made.
"If you give your word you’re not going to do it, you can’t do it," said Bradlee, now a Post Co. vice
president. "We were the only people who were clinically and morally bound not to break this story, so
how could we break it?"
What’s more, Bradlee said of Felt, "the guy has not got all his marbles. The question was whether he
could have given us permission."
The image of Woodward meeting Deep Throat in a Washington parking garage -- stamped on the public
consciousness by Robert Redford and Hal Holbrook in the movie "All the President’s Men" -- had made
Felt the most famous unnamed source in modem history.
The unexpected disclosure of Felt’s role as the former No. 2 official at the FBI who guided Woodward
about the investigation of Nixon administration corruption has re-energized the debate over the press
and unnamed sources. It is a debate with particular resonance in 2005, as a special prosecutor seeks to
jail reporters Matt Cooper and Judith Miller for refusing to reveal their sources in the Valerie Plame leak
probe, and as Newsweek is reeling from a retracted story about the alleged desecration of the Koran that
was based on inaccurate information from an unnamed government official.
"Reporters live by the law of the jungle," said Tom Rosenstiel, director of the nonprofit Project for
Excellence in Journalism. "You have your word, and the words have to mean something literally. Your
credibility with all the future sources you might deal with, and the credibility of your organization,
depends on people understanding that. The Post looks better today because Woodward and Bemstein
allowed themselves to be scooped."
The Post began planning for a Deep Throat story about two months ago, when Leonard Downie Jr., who
became executive editor in 1991, heard Woodward say in an interview that the legendary source was
very old. Downie recalled telling Woodward that he didn’t want to be "caught fiat-footed" if Deep
Throat died, and Woodward offered to let him read a lengthy piece he was preparing on their
6/2/2005
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relationship, "with the obvious implication that for the first time I would know who Deep Throat was,"
Downie said.
Woodward, who had visited Felt in California in 1999, said Felt’s daughter, Joan, forwarded him a May
.29 e-mail from John D. O’Connor, a San Francisco area lawyer who had been working with Felt and is
the author of the Vanity Fair article.
Strangely enough, O’Connor proposed in the e-mail that they collaborate on a book with Felt, even
though "he has no memory," Woodward recalled. "There was nothing about Vanity Fair or anything
coming." The note closed with "I’m a great fan -- keep the books coming," Woodward said.
O’Connor wrote in Vanity Fair that he and Felt’s daughter had spoken to Woodward by phone "on a halfdozen occasions over a period of months about whether to make a joint revelation, possibly in the form
of a book or an article. Woodward would sometimes begin these conversations with a caveat, saying,
more or less, ’Just because I’m talking to you, I’m not admitting that he is who you think he is.’ Then he’d
express his chief concerns .... First, was this something that Joan and I were pushing on Felt, or did he
actually want to reveal himself of his own accord?... Second, was Felt actually in a clear mental state?"
Vanity Fair Editor Graydon Carter said that O’Connor’s dual role as attorney and author "didn’t affect us
all that much. He acted in his capacity as a confidant and writer. John acted in large part as a ghost."
Carter said he was not put off by an initial request that the family be paid for its cooperation because
"non-journalists think, ’Why should the publication benefit from this and not my family?’ "
Carter said that he "felt very badly" about publishing the story without checking with Woodward or
Bernstein, a Vanity Fair contributing editor, but that given the magazine’s two-week lead time, it would
have been too easy for Woodward to rush his version of the story into print.
On Tuesday morning, Carter was at a small airport, returning to New York from his honeymoon, and
feeling uneasy as Vanity Fair made the article public. "My own nervousness was, is this Deep Throat? I
felt very confident but obviously could not be 100 percent confident."
At 11:30 that morning, Downie was making a presentation about The Post’s future at a corporate retreat
in St. Michael’s, Md., when his cell phone rang. He ignored it, but when he heard Post Co. Chairman
Donald Graham’s cell phone ring, he quickly wound up his talk. Graham crooked his finger at Downie
and filled him in on the just-released article. Downie immediately told editors at the paper to begin
preparing coverage, pending a final decision on whether to confirm Felt’s identity, then jumped into his
car and raced back to Washington at speeds that risked an’est.
Back at the paper, Downie spoke to Bradlee, who he said "figured this was the end" of Woodward’s
agreement with Felt. But Woodward -- who had issued a statement with Bernstein that declined to
confirm the disclosure -- was not so sure. "He once again brought up the devil’s advocate argument
about whether this meant the agreement was over," Downie said. But Downie decided to go ahead,
reasoning that Felt "either knew what he was doing in revealing himself, or if he wasn’t in a position to
know, his daughter and lawyer were acting on his behalf."
Downie maintained he was not disappointed at losing the scoop because Woodward had behaved
"honorably" and "didn’t want to push Mark Felt into doing anything he didn’t want to do."
In persuading Felt to talk, O’Connor told NBC’s "Today," he told Felt that he "admired Deep Throat and
I thought he had kept the Justice Department clean and incorruptible." He said Felt "didn’t think he was
heroic" and "was afraid what the FBI would think" if he went public. "Over time the family has
convinced him he’s a hero," O’Connor said. He confirmed that he had originally tried to sell Felt’s story
as a book, but said the idea that the family would profit "was the daughter’s way of pushing" Felt into
acknowledging his role for history.
"We wouldn’t be coming out and doing this if it was for money," O’Connor said.
Confidential sources sometimes identify themselves under pressure. Jim Taricani, a Rhode Island
television reporter, was sentenced to six months of home confinement last year for refusing to divulge
who had given him an FBI videotape in a Providence corruption case. A lawyer, Joseph Bevilacqua Jr.,
said a week later that he had been the source.
In the probe into the leaking of Valerie Plame’s role as a CIA operative, Lewis Libby, Vice President
Cheney’s chief of staff, agreed to waive the confidentiality of his conversations with Time magazine’s
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Matt Cooper, who is facing jail in the case. But Cooper was later found in contempt of court for refusing
a second subpoena for notes and other information.
The motivation of leakers has come under fire in other cases. The Clinton White House frequently
assailed independent counsel Kenneth Starr for leaking during the Monica Lewinsky probe that led to
Clinton’s impeachment. Starr told journalist Steven Brill that he and his top deputy spoke to reporters on
a not-for-attribution basis to counter "misinformation."
While many people regard Felt as a hero who blew the whistle on a corrupt administration, former
Nixon aides such as Chuck Colson, G. Gordon Liddy and Pat Buchanan have criticized Felt in
interviews this week. But Carter, in a letter to readers, hailed Felt as a man who "chose conscience over
coercion."
As the debate rages, Woodward is left to contemplate the surprise ending of the secret he has kept for
three decades.
"Look, I have one goal in all this, to try and do it right," Woodward said. Felt "seems happy from the
pictures I’ve seen, the reports I’ve heard. I’m not going to second-guess. The disclosure was taken out of
my hands."
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Libby ’s Lawyers Say
Prosecutor Acted
Unconstitutionally

I have had no sinusib’s, no colds and
very controllable allergie~ Thank you."
J.E Spartanburg, SC
"SaltAire hos really helped me with
my Iongstonding sinus condition.
I hove had far fewer colds and sinus
infections since I started using this
product."
D.E Utah

definitely changed my life
M.M. Oklahoma
Thousands have already benefitted
from the cleansing benefits of
SaftAire~’-what are you waiting for?
Make SaltAire® Sinus Relief part of
your daily health care regimen, and
start breathing easy again!

WASHINGTON, Feb. 23 (AP) -Lawyers for Vice President Dick
Cheney’s former top aide asked a
federal judge on Thursday to dismiss
his indictment, saying the special
prosecutor in the C.I.A. leak case
lacked the authority to bring the
charges.
Lawyers for the former aide, I.
Lewis Libby Jr., said his indictment
violated the Constitution because the
special counsel, Patrick J. Fitzgerald, was not appointed by the president with the consent of the Senate.
They added that the appointment violated federal law because the atiorney general did not supervise the
investigation. Only Congress, the
lawyers said, can approve such an
arrangement.
"Those constitutional and statutory provisions have been violated in
this case," the lawyers wrote.
Mr. Fitzgerald was appointed in
De~ember 2003 after Attorney General John Ashcroft recused himself
from the investigation because of his
close ties to the White House. James
B. Comey, who was then deputy attorney general, selected Mr. Fitzgerald to investigate the leak of the
name of Valerie Wilson, the Central
Intelligence Agency operative.
Mr. Libby, who resigned as Mr.
Cheney’s chief of staff after being indicted, is charged with lying about
how he learned Ms. Wilson’s identity
and when he told reporters about it.
He is charged with five counts of perjury, false statements and obstruction of justice.
In giving Mr. Fitzgerald sweeping
investigative powers, Mr. Comey exempted him from rules that apply to
all United States attorneys. Mr. Fitzgerald did not have to seek approval
from senior Justice Department officials to grant immunity or subpoena
reporters and news organizations.
Nor did he have to advise senior Justice Department officials before
seeking Mr. Libby’s indictment.
Defense lawyers and Mr. Fitzgerald are to appear in Federal District
Court here on Friday to argue defense requests for classified records
and evidence gathered by the prosecution about reporters who learned
about Ms, Wilson from officials other
than Mr. Libby.
The trial is scheduled to begin in
January.
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12/21/06 Story on Sandy Berger
Life Is a Beach for Sandy Berger

Yesterday’s report by the Inspector General for the National Archives makes it more
obvious than ever that Sandy Berger, President Clinton’s former National Security
Adviser, got off easily in his document-filching case. Mr. Berger pleaded guilty last year
to a misdemeanor charge of improperly removing classified material from the Archives.
As part of a plea agreement, federal prosecutors asked him to pay a fine of only $10,000;
an outraged judge bumped that up to a $50,000 fine.
It’s now clear Mr. Berger is lucky to have stayed out of jail. The Inspector General’s
report found that the paper he stole outlined the government’s knowledge of terrorist
threats in the U.S. in the final months of the Clinton administration -- documents of some
interest to the 9/11 Commission that Mr. Berger was preparing to testify before. He
admitted to investigators that he later retrieved the documents from their hiding place and
brought them to his office, where he tore some up and placed them in the trash.
Mr. Berger originally maintained his actions were "an honest mistake" rather than an
attempt to cover up aspects of the Clinton administration’s counterterrorism efforts. But
Rep. Tom Davis, the outgoing chairman of the House Government Reform Committee,
told C-SPAN this morning that Mr. Berger may have taken working documents for which
no copies exist. "There is absolutely no way to determine ifBerger swiped any of these
original documents. Consequently, there is no way to ever know if the 9/11 Commission
received all required materials," Mr. Davis said. Mr. Davis ended with this tantalizing
hint: "More is coming on this, and the committee will be issuing its own findings in this
soon."
Scooter Libby, the former top aide to Vice President Cheney who is now facing felony
counts for supposedly lying to federal investigators in the Valerie Plame non-case, must
be bemused at how the worm turns in Washington. Sometimes the tale of who is
vigorously prosecuted and who is dealt with leniently is the most perplexing Beltway
ethics story of all.
-- John Fund

The Berger File
i~’N ome people won’.t let a bad conspiracy the-various Clinton Administration officials in the
~’~ ory go. We’re referring tO those whomargins of these documents, which Mr. Berger
~ loudly assert ~that former NSC adviser may have been able todestroy. But that’s simply
~andy Berger was trying to protect the Clintonan ,u~han myth," prosecutor Hil,,_l~n_~.tells us,
,~dministration when he illegally removed COl>based on a leak last July that w~s so inaccttrate
i~s of sensitive documents from the National Ar-as to be latt~hable." In fact, the five iterations of
the anti-terror "after-action" report at issue in
chives in late 2003.
the case were’l~inted out from a hard drive at
1 On Wednesday, we quoted Justice Depart- the Archives andhave no notations at all.
mgnt prosecutor Noel Hillman that no original Those documel~ts, emphatically, without
documents were destroyed, and that the con- doubt- I reviewed th6m myself -don’t have note~ts of all five at issue still exist and weretations on them," Mrs. Hillman tells us. Further,
maple available to the 9/11 Commission." But"there is no evidence after ~mprehensive inthaI point didn’t register with some readers,vestigation to suggest he took anything other
wh(~ continue to suggest a vast, well, appar-than the five documents at issue and they
ently a vast left- and right-wing conspiracy.didn’t have notes." Mr. Berger’s sentencing is
The~Washington Times, the Rocky Mountainscheduled for July, and Mr. Hillman assures us
New~ and former Clintonite Dick Morris haveJustice’s sentencing memo will lay out the
also .been peddling dark suspicions based on facts and "make sure Mr. Berger explains what
misinformation.
he did and whyhe did it." Meanwhile, conserva~ confusion seems to stem from the mis-tives don’t do themselves any credit when they
t~en idea that there were handwritten notes by are as impervious to facts as the loony left.

second term there are fewer Members who witl blind|v tbiiow their ,~ .......

The Beltway press corps faces a challenge. Many v, qll be keen to see a quick fading of
the news that Sandy Berger, President Clinton’s National Seeufi~ Ad-,riser and later a
top adviser to John Kerry_, will plead guilty to a misdemeanor charge of intentionally
destroying copies of a classified documem he swiped from the National Archives.
Indeed, the Washington Post reports that "Berger’s associates said yesterday he belie~’es
that etosure is near on what has been an embarrassing epi.~xte during whieh he
repeatedly misled people about what happened during vivo visits to the National
Archives in September and October 2003?’
But interesting par~s of the sto~ are still to be resolved. Far from merely taldng copies san~a~i t~.
of national security documents to "refresh" his memory about Clinton administra~o:~
anti-terrorism policies, Mr. Beraer took five different versions of a review of the Clinton team’s
on terrorism written in 2000 by White House aide Richard Clarke. Each version contained umeuv
handwritten notes or markings made by various hi,.da-levet recinients of the memo. tn other words_
copy could reveal the responses of various key administration ptavers to Mr. Clarke’s analvsis of
the Clinton administration had responded to the risin~ threat of attacks on the U.S. homeland.
reasons known only to himself..Mr. Berger shredded three of the five versions of the memo in his
If the 9/11 Commission is to be believed, the documents Mr. BeNer took and then intentiona~
destroyed could have great meaning. Thomas Kean, the chairman of the 9/11 Commission. has said
President Clinton "believed with ’absolute certainty’ that Iraq provided at Qaeda with weavons o~ ma~
destruction expertise and technot ~ogy" in the ’90s. But the 9/11 Commission tbund that Mr.
rejected four plans to capture or kill Osama bin Laden because he was worried that "if ~in Lade~
responds" w-ith an attacL "we’~ blamed." Indeed, alter a I998 briefing from then-CIA director George
Tenet,. Mr. Berger took no action against bin Laden because he was "focused most" on legal
The 9fl 1 report stated that Berger "worried that the hard evidence against bin Laden was stili s~m?~,
and that there was a danger of snatching him and brin#ng him to the United States only to see
acquire g ’
Mr. Be ~rger is a pleasant and well-liked man in WashinNon. I spent an en.iovabte lunch with mm
month at a U.S. Chamber of Co~mnerce meeting to discuss trade policy with China. Many Bemvz~
reporters will be tempted to let his bizarre behavior pass without further comment. But his guilw
actually should open up a fresh discussion of exactly why Mr. Berger was so eager to risk discovew
taking and desmLving nation!l securiEv documents. What exactly might have been written in
m~ins? !f the Bush adminisaration deserves to be held acootmtable for its ore-9/11mislakes (as it
the same should hold true for the Clinton administrar.~o;:

Why Ral!~h Neas" Hair Is on F:r¢

Ralph Neas, president of the liberal lobby group People for the Americem Way, is never
happier ~han when he’s lca~dJng the charge against President Bushes ~far fig,hff judicial
nominations. He constantly warns that comqrmation would lead to a nation devoid of
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Berger Will Plead Guilty To Taking Classified Paper
By John F. Harris and Allan Lengel
Samuel R. "Sandy" Berger, a former White House national security adviser, plans to plead guilty to a
misdemeanor, and will acknowledge intentionally removing and destroying copies of a classified document about
the Clinton administration’s record on terrorism.
Berger’s plea agreement, which was described yesterday by his advisers and was confirmed by Justice Department
officials, will have one of former president Bill Clinton’s most influential advisers and one of the Democratic
Party’s leading foreign policy advisers in a federal court this afternoon.

The deal’s terms make clear that Berger spoke falsely last summer in public claims that in 2003 he twice
inadvertently walked off with copies of a classified document during visits to the National Archives, then later lost
them.
He described the episode last sunamer as "an honest mistake." Yesterday, a Berger associate who declined to be
It ....
identified by name but was speaking with Berger’s permission said: "He recognizes what he did was wrong
was not inadvertent."

Under terms negotiated by Berger’s attorneys and the Justice Department, he has agreed to pay a $10,000 free and
accept a three-year suspension of his national security clearance. These terms must be accepted by a judge before
they are final, but Berger’s associates said yesterday he believes that closure is near on what has been an
embarrassing episode during which he repeatedly misled people about what happened during two visits to the
National Archives in September and October 2003.
Lanny Breuer, Berger’s attorney, said in a statement: "Mr. Berger has cooperated fully with the Department of
Justice and is pleased that a resolution appears very near. He accepts complete responsibility for his actions, and
regrets the mistakes he made during his review of documents at the National Archives."
The terms of Berger’s agreement required him to acknowledge to the Justice Department the circumstances of the
episode. Rather than misplacing or unintentionally throwing away three of the five copies he took from the
archives, as the former national security adviser earlier maintained, he shredded them with a pair of scissors late one
evening at the downtown offices of his international consulting business.
The document, written by former National Security Council terrorism expert Richard A. Clarke, was an "afteraction review" prepared in early 2000 detailing the administration’s actions to thwart terrorist attacks during the
millennium celebration. It contained considerable discussion about the administration’s awareness of the rising
threat of attacks on U.S. soil.

Archives officials have said previously that Berger had copies only, and that no original documents were lost. It
remains unclear whether Berger knew that, or why he destroyed three versions of a document but left two other
versions intact. Officials have said the five versions were largely similar, but contained slight variations as the afteraction report moved around different agencies of the executive branch.
National Archives officials almost immediately suspected that Berger had removed materials after his Oct. 2, 2003,
visit. They called Bruce R. Lindsey, a former White House lawyer and Clinton’s liaison to the archives to complain.
Lindsey, sources said, called Berger, who soon acknowledged to archives officials that he had removed documents
-- by accident, he told them -- and returned notes that he made, as well as the two documents he had not
destroyed.
A criminal investigation, which eventually brought witnesses before a grand jury, was soon underway. The probe
came to light last July, prompting Berger’s resignation as a senior foreign policy adviser to 2004 Democratic
nominee John F. Kerry.
Berger’s archives visit occurred as he was reviewing materials as a designated representative of the Clinton
administration to the national commission investigating the Sept. 11, 2001, terrorist attacks. The question of what
Clinton knew and did about the emerging al Qaeda threat before leaving office in January 2001 was acutely
sensitive, as suggested by Berger’s determination to spend hours poring over the Clarke report before his
testimony.
The Berger associate authorized to speak with reporters described the chronology the former national security chief
gave to the Justice Department in his negotiations with the Justice Department. On Sept. 2, 2003, the associate said,
Berger put a copy of the Clarke report in his suit jacket. He did not put it in his socks or underwear, as was alleged
by some Republicans last summer. On Oct. 2, 2003, he again spent hours at the archives and took four more
versions of the document. Back in his office, he studied them in detail, realized they were largely identical, and took
the scissors to three of the copies, the associate said.
Berger friends regarded the agreement as fair, given the circumstances, and Breuer’s statement praised the
"professionalism" of the lawyers he worked with at the Justice Department.
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Congressional Republicans who must face~.e voters this fall. The saving grace appears to be the
continued inability of many Democrats to res’is,~ pressure from their left wing to go off on ideological
tangents.
f ~//fi {

John Fund

Looks Like Spellcheck Was Right About Senator ’Schemer’
New York Senator Chuck Schumer has been known to hog the media limelight every
chance he can get. Indeed, just yesterday his fellow Democratic Senator Russ
Feingold joked to reporters that when Senator Schumer has an issue, "he holds a
press conference every 10 minutes."
But there’s one issue in which Mr. Schumer, in his capacity as chairman of the
Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee, isn’t eager to talk about. Yesterday,
federal prosecutors charged a Democratic researcher who used to work for Mr.
Schumer’s committee with fraudulently obtaining a credit report on Lt. Gov. Michael
Steele, the leading GOP candidate for a pivotal U.S. Senate seat in Maryland.

Charl~ E, &,huraer

Lauren Weiner was an opposition researcher who illegally dug up the report last July. Her lawyer told
the Washington Post his client plans to plead guilty to a misdemeanor as part of a plea agreement with
prosecutors. Katie Barge, director of research for the Democratic committee and Ms. Weiner’s boss,
resigned and will not be charged.
Lt. Governor Steele hopes the controversy will make it less likely that further sleazy tactics will be
employed in the race. "The theft of my credit report is another example of the often heavy-handed, and
in my case, unlawful political games Marylanders are sick of," he told reporters. Political observers say
the incident ultimately helped him politically by humanizing him in the eyes of many voters, who
sympathized with him over something they felt could have happened to themselves.
--John Fund
’An Awkward Silence’

down.
The race for governor in Massachusetts is heating up and some/of’the candidates are melting
Republicans are split between Lt. Gov. Kerry Healey and co/n,qenience store magnate Christy Mihos.
Ms. Healey is the prohibitive favorite and the GOP’s best~tiance for holding onto the governor’s
mansion. But Mr. Mihos, a wealthy anti-tax activist, apparently isn’t taking "no" for an answer. Despite
an offer of a handsome role at the state GOP convention, he threw his hat into the ring this month as an
independent and is positioning himself as a pote~al spoiler, taking votes away from Ms. Healey in the
general election; The move prompted five me/tubers of his campaign staff to quit, calling the candidate
"unmanageable.’
Mr. Mihos is best known for using a seat on the state’s Turnpike Authority to fight toll increases and butt
heads with state officials over the boondoggle in Boston known as the Big Dig. But he isn’t very good
on the stump. At a candidate forum sponsored by the Massachusetts Biotechnology Council, he led off
his remarks by saying, "My wifesays I’m awful fast," as the audience groaned. He went on to say he had
been married 31 years ago, but his wife was only five at the time. "That will get me points tonight, too"
he said to a shocked audience that sat in an "awkward silence," according to the Boston Globe.
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Same-Day Registration Proves a Stimulus to Election Fraud

Wisconsin is one of the few states that allow voters to register and vote on the same day
as an election, thus creating an incentive for dubious registrations and other kinds of
political hanky-panky. After the 2000 election, a Park Avenue heiress working for A1
Gore pleaded guilty to plying the homeless in Milwaukee with cigarettes as an incentive
to vote. If anything, the 2004 election appears to have featured even more dramatic
violations of law.
Last week, four local workers for the John Kerry campaign pleaded no contest to charges
they slashed the tires of 25 vehicles that Milwaukee Republicans were planning to use to
get out the vote on Election Day. Two of the guilty come from prominent local political
families: One is the son of former Milwaukee mayor Melvin Pratt and another is the son
of current Congresswoman Gwen Moore. A fifth man who was not directly tied to the
crimes was acquitted after his four fellow defendants abruptly entered no-contest pleas
while their trial was already underway.
Prosecutors agreed to accept the no-contest pleas during the second day of jury
deliberation in the case, after the presiding judge was informed the jurors might deadlock.
In exchange, prosecutors pledged to recommend the four men receive only probation if
they agreed to pay restitution for the slashed tires. Given how much the four campaign
workers tried to subvert the electoral process, here’s hoping the judge rejects the bargain
and imposes some jail time. The charges the four pleaded guilty to carry a maximum
penalty of nine months in jail and a $10,000 fine.
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Reno Formally

Rejects
Independent
Counsel
By Roberto Suro
Washington Post Staff Writer
Tuesday, April 15, 1997; Page A01

Attorney General Janet Reno yesterday rejected
Republican demands for an independent counsel to
investigate reports of illegal fund-raising by the 1996
Clinton reelection campaign, informing Congress that a
special Justice Department task force will continue to
examine the allegations.
In letters to congressional leaders, Reno said that
charges of wrongdoing aimed at President Clinton and
other top administration officials are not specific and
credible enough to trigger the independent counsel law,
and she dismissed suggestions that she suffers a
conflict of interest in trying to investigate the president
who appointed her.

"I can assure you that I have given your views and your
arguments careful thought, but at this time, I am unable
to agree, based on the facts and the law, that an
independent counsel should be appointed to handle this
investigation," Reno said in a letter to Senate Judiciary
Committee Chairman Orrin G. Hatch (R-Utah).
Reno said the five-month-old inquiry by the Justice
Department task force will go forward. "This task force
is pursuing the investigation vigorously and diligently,
and it will continue to do so," Reno said.
Reno’s decision came in response to formal requests by
the Republican members of the House and Senate
Judiciary committees. Hatch declined last night to
comment on Reno’s decision, but other GOP leaders
criticized the attorney general in unusually personal
terms.

1 of 5

03/31/2003 10:02 AM

Washingtonpost.com: Campaign Finance Special Report

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-sr...ial/campfin/stories/renocounsel.htm

Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott (R-Miss.) called
Reno’s decision "inexcusable," asserting that she faces
a "clear conflict of interest" in investigating high
administration officials.
"Tonight the American people clearly have a crisis of
confidence in the Clinton administration," he said in a
statement that decried the "politicization of the Clinton
Justice Department."
House Judiciary Committee Chairman Henry J. Hyde
(R-Ill.) said in a statement he was "keenly
disappointed" by Reno, who he said suffers a conflict
of interest. "It is reasonable to assume that she is under
enormous pressure from the White House," he said.

The independent counsel statute was enacted in 1978
and was reauthorized by Congress most recently in
1994. The law requires the attorney general to seek
appointment of an independent counsel when there is
specific evidence, from a credible source, of
wrongdoing by so-called covered individuals, a
category that includes the president and vice president,
Cabinet members, certain other senior federal officials
and specified officers of the president’s election
campaign (not party officials).
A second part of the law leaves it to the discretion of
the attorney general to seek appointment of an
independent counsel if she determines, once there are
sufficient allegations of criminal activity by someone
other than a covered individual, that an investigation or
prosecution of that person by the Justice Department
may pose a conflict of interest for the department.
In either case, once a determination is made that there
are credible allegations a federal law has been violated,
the Justice Department launches a preliminary
investigation. If that inquiry finds further investigation
is warranted, the matter is referred to a three-member
panel of federal judges, which picks an independent
counsel.
Since reports of questionable fund-raising tactics
emerged in the closing weeks of last year’s campaign,
Reno repeatedly has rejected calls for an independent
counsel, saying that the allegations did not meet the
tests set by the statute.
In her 10-page letter to Hatch, Reno first outlined the
provisions of the statute, then judged each of his
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allegations insufficient to trigger it. Among the
allegations:
Campaign contributions were solicited illegally on
federal property, particularly from Democratic donors
during White House visits and overnight stays.
Pointing to the Federal Election Campaign Act
definition of what constitutes an illegal contribution in
such situations, Reno said no credible evidence had
been found of a violation. At the same time, she noted,
the private presidential residence in the White House is
generally determined to be exempt from the definition
of federal property.

Government property and employees may have been
used illegally to further campaign interests, including
reports that Vice President Gore used a government
telephone to make campaign solicitations. "We are
unaware at this time of any evidence that any covered
person participated in such activity, other than.., is
permitted trader Federal law," Reno said. Gore, she
noted, reportedly used a "nongovernment credit card."
Foreign efforts to influence U.S. policy. Without
addressing any specific allegations, Reno said that at
this point in the investigation there was no evidence
that a person covered by the statute had been complicit
in any such activity.
Coordination of campaign fund-raising and
expenditures. Such activity would be illegal only if it
were misreported under campaign expenditure laws.
"However, we presently lack specific and credible
evidence suggesting that any covered person
participated in any such violations, if they occurred,"
Reno responded.
In terms of possible conflict of interest for the Justice
Department, Reno said she had made no such finding,
and said the department had a "long history of
investigating allegations of criminal activity by
high-ranking Government officials without fear or
favor, and will do so in this case."

As she has in the past, Reno noted that she has relied
on "career professionals" at Justice to investigate such
matters and to advise her on the applicability of the
independent counsel law. During Clinton’s first term,
four independent counsels were appointed.
Yesterday’s letters marked Reno’s first formal
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reappraisal of the situation since allegations first were
published in February that the Chinese government had
planned to influence the election with illegal donations.
At the same time, documents released by the White
House, the Democratic National Committee and
Congress in recent months have indicated extensive
involvement by Clinton, Gore and top aides in
controversial fund-raising practices, such as rewarding
big donors with ovemight White House visits.

In her letter to Hatch, Reno emphasized that "the task
force continues to receive new information .... Should
future developments make it appropriate to invoke the
procedures of the Act, I will do so without hesitation."
Demands for an independent counsel - and attacks on
Reno - from Republicans, editorial writers and others
have grown more heated with each new revelation.
House Speaker Newt Gingrich (R-Ga.) and three other
GOP leaders each chastised Reno in similar terms on
talk shows Sunday, and threatened to summon her to
answer for her actions under oath in congressional
hearings.
Sen. Patrick J. Leahy (Vt.), the ranking Democrat on
the Judiciary Committee, defended Reno and accused
Republicans of trying to "politicize the independent
counsel law."
"The attorney general has followed the law," Leahy
said in a statement, "while the [Republican] majority in
Congress has abused it by attempting to bully her into
the decision they want. Their letter to the attorney
general attempted to dictate a conclusion. Now some
are intent on drenching this issue in more political
bathwater by threatening to haul the attorney general
before partisan hearings."
He added, "It is ironic and it is harmful for Republicans
in Congress to go to such extreme lengths to politicize
the independent counsel law, which was intended to
insulate these decisions from politics."
No previous attorney general has faced a similar
onslaught, according to Philip B. Heymann, a professor
at Harvard Law School who served as deputy attorney
general early in the Clinton administration. "There has
never been anything quite like this in the history of the
independent counsel statute," he said.
Experts also noted that no other attorney general has
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been in the position of having to respond to repeated
formal requests for an independent counsel while
trying to conduct a large-scale and highly sensitive
investigation.
The Justice Department announced the formation of the
task force to investigate alleged election law violations
last Nov. 8 in the course of denying a request from
Common Cause, the public interest lobby group, for an
independent counsel.

Since then, the size of the task force has grown and the
scope of its investigation has broadened to include a
variety of alleged fund-raising violations by
presidential and congressional campaigns, as well as
allegations the Chinese government planned to try to
influence the election, according to federal officials.
Staff writer Helen Dewar contributed to this report.
© Copyright 1997 The Washington Post Company
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Clinton’s fund-raising efforts
under scrutiny
By LARRY MARGASAK
The Associated Press
WASHINGTON -- Clinton administration
defenders Sunday predicted the Justice
Department would not make the president and Clinton
vice president the first potential criminal targets under a
law apparently never used to prosecute officials for
making fund-raising telephone calls from federal property.
It remains unclear whether the century-old law,
prohibiting political solicitations on federal property,
applies to fund-raising activities of President Clinton and
Vice President A1 Gore.
But legal experts agree that if a Justice Department review
determines an independent counsel is needed to
investigate fund-raising calls from the White House, any
prosecution of such telephone solicitations would be
unprecedented.
On Saturday, the Justice Department revealed that it has
opened a 30-day review of President Clinton’s
involvement in campaign money-raising irregularities last
year. The same review of Gore’s activities began earlier
this month. Attorney General Janet Reno must decide
whether to launch a more extensive 90-day preliminary
investigation that could lead to her seeking a special
prosecutor.
Section 607 of the U.S. criminal code states it is "unlawful
for any person to solicit or receive any contribution ... in
any (federal government) room or building occupied in
the discharge of official duties."
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Just as important as the interpretation of the law, enacted
late in the 19th century, is Justice Department prosecution
guidelines.
The guidelines state that an independent counsel should
not be sought unless -- under normal circumstances -violations of the same law would lead to a prosecution.

Unfortunately for Clinton and Gore, the independent
counsel law leaves Reno little discretion. She could turn
down a counsel on those grounds only if she states the
department’s own lawyers, as a matter of policy, would
never bring a prosecution under the same circumstances.
The law itself is vague in several instances. It’s not clear
whether the individual being solicited must be in a federal
building, or must be a federal employee. The statute was
enacted to protect government workers from political
shakedowns by their bosses.
It’s also unclear whether the law applies to Clinton, who
said he may have made fund-raising calls from the White
House, and Gore, who admitted he made phone
solicitations to 48 donors but contended he was not
covered by the statute.
Philip B. Heymann, a former deputy attorney general
under Reno, wrote in Sunday’s New York Times that, "It
remains a very bad idea to bend general standards of
prosecution either to reach or avoid political figures."

Sen. Robert Torricelli, D-N.J., said the statute "has never
been used to prosecute anyone for making a telephone
call, never been used for soliciting someone who is not a
federal employee."
And former White House counsel Jack Quinn -- who was
a top Gore aid before moving to the counsel’s office -contended that "If you were the president and asked me
today if this was an unlawful activity, I would say no, it’s
not." Quinn said neither the law nor a memo by his
predecessor warning against solicitations from the White
House apply to the president and vice president.

Heymann and Sen. Orrin Hatch, R-Utah and chairman of
the Senate Judiciary Committee, agreed, however, that
telephone calls are not really the important issue.
"I continue to support calls for an independent counsel to
investigate solicitation of donations from forbidden
contributors," Heymann said.
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Added Hatch: "The most serious parts of this aren’t
necessarily the telephone calls made from the White
House or government property, it’s the foreign influence
in the last presidential campaign and the transfer and
utilization of soft money blatantly used as hard money."
Soft money is the unlimited donations by corporations,
unions and wealthy individuals that do not go to
individual candidates. Hard money, which is subject to
strict limits, goes to particular candidates.

The wider allegations that Hatch referred to are under
investigation by a task force of Justice Department
prosecutions, which just received new leadership last
week.
(Aassvf~:~d [ Home
All content © 1997 The State News

3 of 3

03/31/2003 9:53 AM

V~ashingtonpost.com: The Hearings End Much as They Began

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-sr...1/whitewater/stories/wwtr960619.htm

The Hearings End Much as They
Began
By David Maraniss
Washington Post Staff Writer
Wednesday, June 19 1996; Page A01
They were on stage even longer than their ancestral
icons - country Sam Ervin and his colorful cast from
the Watergate hearings - but now, finally, their show is
over. The Senate Whitewater committee closed down
yesterday after a 13-month run. Chairman A1 D’Amato
and his cacophonous crew had quizzed and quarrelled
and drawn connect-the-dots scenarios and sometimes
bored the living daylights out of everybody at 60
sessions, consuming 300 hours, taking 10,729 pages of
testimony and 35,000 pages of depositions from 245
people.

And they ended much as they began: The Republicans,
in their final report, accused the Clinton White House
of stonewalling and obfuscating; and the Democrats, in
a minority rebuttal, claimed that the president and first
lady had been victimized by a modem-day witch hunt.
Along with records set for length and breadth, if not
depth, the Whitewater hearings utterly obliterated any
notion of congressional objectivity.
No one broke party ranks this time. There was no
Howard H. Baker Jr. asking someone of his own party
what did he know and when did he know it.
Democratic senators covered their president in a
protective embrace, serving almost as defense
attorneys, while Republican senators behaved like
zealous prosecutors, searching for the hidden meaning
of every telephone log and witness-stand lapse into
forgetfulness.
Nor were there any witnesses comparable to John
Dean, spilling the beans on White House higher-ups.
Perhaps the closest anyone came to that - and it was
not all that close - was when the former deputy
attorney general sharply criticized the way White
House officials held investigators at bay in the days
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after deputy counsel Vincent Foster’s suicide. Philip B.
Heymann asked whether the White House was "hiding
something" and warned that they were making "a
terrible mistake." Another rare against-the-grain
moment came when a junior attorney at the Rose Law
Firm surprisingly contradicted Hillary Rodham
Clinton’s account of how she came to represent James
B. McDougal and his savings and loan. Troublesome,
but not exactly the stuff of Dean’s dramatic if
monochromatic "there’s a cancer on the presidency"
utterance.
The Watergate drama in a sense has become a ghostly
curse for every congressional investigation that has
followed. Watergate lexicon is automatically passed
along to the next set of circumstances, no matter how
different, usually beginning with the "gate" suffix and
ending with the search for a "smoking gun" - all
leading to a sense that nothing has been accomplished
unless the hearings result in a dramatic White House
shake-up. Both sides find it hard to resist the Watergate
temptation. D’Amato, excited one day by a potentially
provocative memo from Clinton’s attorney, declared
that the smoking gun might be at hand; when it proved
less than lethal, the White House dismissed it as not a
smoking gun but a "squirt gun."
It was left to Michael Chertoff, D’Amato’s alter ego and
committee counsel, to try to disabuse everyone of
smoking gun expectations. A former prosecutor and
trial lawyer from New Jersey, Chertoff had spent his
career piecing together circumstantial cases. He would
try to get inside the minds of defendants to determine
motivations and then fit them into a logical chronology.
The long hearings and equally long final majority
report are quintessential Chertoff products. In both
cases he sought to establish motivations for the
Clintons and the people around them, and then to show
a pattern of how they withheld information and
documents or claimed to forget things in a coordinated
effort at damage control. Democrats said it was cynical
and venomous of Chertoff to apply a sinister motive to
every act. Complaining loudest was minority counsel
Richard Ben-Veniste, who in a former career had
prosecuted President Richard M. Nixon’s men for
Watergate-related crimes.
The partisan bickering tended to diminish the fact that
the Whitewater hearings indeed disclosed curious
patterns of behavior by the Clintons and the people
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around them, and put them out for public
consideration. If not for the hearings, these patterns
would have gone undetected or at least unknown to
anyone but Kenneth W. Starr and his assistants in the
independent counsel’s office, who have been
conducting a separate investigation on a more secretive
track.
One pattern the Whitewater committee highlighted was
the release of documents long after they were
requested. The Rose billing records showing Hillary
Clinton’s work for Madison Guaranty Savings & Loan,
Bruce Lindsey’s notes on a 1993 meeting in which he
and other White House aides discussed Whitewater
with Clinton’s private attorney and notes taken by
Deputy Chief of Staff Harold Ickes, former
communications director Mark Gearan and aide
Michael Waldman on Whitewater meetings of the
White House inner circle - all these documents seemed
to be discovered and turned over to the committee
months or years after they were sought.

Chertoff and the Republican senators found similar
patterns in Hillary Clinton’s apparent reluctance to
disclose the full nature of her actions as Madison’s
lawyer in the mid-1980s, and in her behavior, and that
of her confidants, following the 1993 suicide of Foster,
her longtime friend and former law partner.
By obtaining and publicizing logs showing a rapid-fire
series of telephone calls between Hillary Clinton, her
chief of staff, Margaret Williams, her close friend and
legal consultant, Susan Thomases, and White House
counsel Bernard Nussbaum, the Republicans raised the
question of whether the first lady was trying to prevent
investigators from combing through Foster’s office in
search of evidence.
In their final report, the Republicans concluded that
was precisely what the first lady and her cohorts had
tried to do. Democrats accused Chertoff of trying "to
hammer evidence - no matter how ill-fitting - into the
precast mold of its conclusions."
Slowly but surely as the year of hearings progressed, it
became apparent that Hillary Clinton, the unelected
first lady, was becoming the Republicans’ central
target, not her husband the president.

Bill Clinton at times seemed like nothing more than a
bit player in the drama. Why? The Democrats

3 of 5

03/31/2003 9:46 AM

W.ashingtonpost.com: The Hearings End Much as They Began

http://www.washingtonpost.corn/wp-sr...1!whitewater/stories/wwtr960619.htm

concluded that it was because the Republicans could
not get much on him.
"Having failed to tarnish the president, the majority has
turned its attention to Mrs. Clinton," the Democrats
concluded in their minority report yesterday.

"The venom with which the majority focuses its attack
on Hillary Rodham Clinton is surprising, even in the
context of the investigation .... Every act is portrayed
in its most cynical light, every failure of recollection is
treated as though the standard for human experience is
total recall and photographic memory."
There was, from start to finish, an undertone of
sarcasm and ridicule accompanying the overt
partisanship of the hearings.

D’Amato, in his most earnest tones, would declare
some statement by a White House witness
"preposterous" or "disingenuous."
The White House would dismiss the chairman as
"ethically challenged," pointing out the times when his
own financial and legislative dealings had been
questioned.

At times the hearings seemed to take odd diversions
down lonesome Arkansas byways, delving into arcane
actions tangentially related to the Clintons from more
than a dozen years ago.
All along the way, the public was barely paying
attention. Polls conducted during the year-long
committee hearing process showed that it was
considered a low-level scandal.
A majority of respondents said they thought the
president and first lady might not be telling the whole
truth about Whitewater but that it was not something
that would determine whether they would vote for the
president in 1996.

The Senate proceedings were often characterized in the
news media as a "snooze" or a "box-office bomb."
The hearings were televised on C-Span but rarely made
the evening newscasts until, just as Whitewater seemed
to be evaporating, some new document or testimony
would create new problems for the Clintons and the
news media interest would temporarily revive.
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ChertofPs deliberative style of questioning was
occasionally harpooned by unfriendly witnesses.

Betsey Wright, Clinton’s former chief of staff when he
was governor of Arkansas, spent eight hours before the
committee one day, bobbing and weaving with
Chertoff in her sarcastic and colorful fashion.
"Go ahead and talk," she told Chertoff at one point,
when he was asking an especially long and intricate
question. "And then sometime next week I’ll come
back and answer."

Near the end of Wright’s time in the chair, after she had
responded to "nigh on a jillion questions," D’Amato
asked how she was doing. "I’m tired and I’m bored,"
she said, leaning back and breathing a deep, mournful
sigh. "But there’s not anything you can do about it."
© Copyright 1997 The Washington Post Company
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An op-ed column in the October 23 edition of the New
York Times cites important evidence of collusion
between independent counsel Kenneth Starr and
lawyers for the Paula Jones sexual harassment lawsuit
against Bill Clinton. The author, Richard Ben-Veniste,
former chief of the Watergate Task Force in the
Watergate special prosecutor’s office, makes the case
that the independent counsel guided Linda Tripp in her
manipulation of Monica Lewinsky.

Ben-Veniste cites compelling evidence that Starr knew
of Linda Tripp’s tapes of conversations with Lewinsky
well before January 12, though he told Attorney
General Janet Reno he first learned of the Tripp tapes
on that day. Ben-Veniste suggests that Starr and his
associates guided Tripp in prodding Lewinsky to
approach Clinton confidant Vernon Jordan about a
job. The aim was to create the appearance of a quid
pro quo, in which Lewinsky was to obtain
employment in exchange for her denial, in her
addidavit to the Paula Jones lawyers, of a sexual
relationship with Clinton. This was then presented as
evidence of obstruction of justice and suborning of
perjury on the part of the White House.
Ben-Veniste writes, "The House judiciary committee
should investigate to what extent surrogates for Mr.
Start may have provided an unseen hand, directing
Ms. Tripp in her manipulation of Monica Lewinsky.
Mr Starr’s justification for investigating the Lewinsky
matter--possible obstruction of justice involving
Vernon Jordan--now appears to be a scenario entirely
scripted by Ms. Tripp."
The column raises a number of critical ouestions:
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¯ Was there collusion between Starr’s office and the
lawyers for Paula Jones?
Ben-Veniste cites three points that indicate there was
such collusion.
The Los Angeles Times reported that Tripp contacted
David Pyke, one of Paula Jones’ attorneys, as early as
November 21, 1997.

Gilbert Davis, a leading member of Paula Jones’
original legal team, acknowledged that he and his
associates regularly consulted with Theodore Olson, a
former Assistant Attorney General in the Reagan
administration and a close friend and former law
partner of Starr.
Starr’s office detained Lewinsky on January 16 on the
grounds that her lawyers had filed a false affidavit in
the Paula Jones lawsuit. However, according to Starr’s
report to Congress, the Arkansas Judge overseeing the
Paula Jones case did not receive the affidavit until
January 17. How did Starr know the contents of the
affidavit on January 16? The only conceivable source
was the Paula Jones legal team.
¯ Did Start lie to Attorney General Janet Reno
when he claimed he first learned of the Tripp
tapes on January 12?
Linda Tripp’s advisor and literary agent Lucianne
Goldberg approached people close to the Starr camp
about the tapes as early as December 1997. According
to the Washington Post, when Tripp and Goldberg
were warned that the secret tapings of Lewinsky were
illegal under Maryland law, Tripp sought a new
lawyer. Goldberg and other allies of Tripp sought
advice from right-wing lawyers close to Start,
including Olson.

¯ Did Starr use Tripp to create the appearance of
obstruction of justice?
It wasn’t until January 9, one week before Clinton’s
deposition in the Paula Jones case, that Tripp urged
Lewinsky to approach Vernon Jordan about a job. The
timing is remarkable. When Starr went to Attorney
General Reno the following week to request authority
to extend his investigation to the Lewinsky affair, he
cited a possible pattern of obstruction on the part of
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Vernon Jordan, who, Starr alleged, had previously
bought the silence of Clinton associate Webster
Hubbell.
(There is a significant fact in this connection which
Ben-Veniste does not mention. Published excerpts of
the Tripp-Lewinsky tapes reveal that Tripp attempted
to get Lewinsky to approach not only Jordon, but also
White House Chief of Staff Erskine Bowles for help in
landing a job. Lewinsky refused, making the obvious
point that such a move could be highly damaging to
Clinton.)

Ben-Veniste raises another telling point. Why didn’t
Starr call Lucianne Goldberg to testify before his
grand jury? For someone supposedly driven by a quest
for the truth, it is a curious omission. Goldberg was
the one who encouraged Tripp to tape record her
conversations with Lewinsky and consulted with Tripp
every step of the way. Ben-Veniste notes that no one
knows what has happened to the tapes Goldberg says
she made of her conversations with Tripp in
September 1997.
In highlighting the approaches made by Goldberg and
the Paula Jones camp to Starr associate Theodore
Olson, the BenoVeniste column touches on a seminal
issue. Olson is the human link between Starr and the
three groups that have played the most direct role in
the political attack on the Clinton White House: the
Paula Jones camp, Tripp-Goldberg, and the right-wing
forces financed by billionaire publisher Richard
Mellon Scaife.

An expos~ in the August 2 Observer, the Sunday
newspaper published by the Guardian in Britain, cited
Olson’s links to forces on the extreme fight. It noted
that earlier this decade he became board chairman of
the American Spectator, the publication founded by
Scaife that prepared the way for the Jones lawsuit with
an article alleging that state troopers had procured
women for Clinton while he was governor of
Arkansas. The Observer also reported that Olson
presided over the first meeting of the Arkansas
Project, an anti -Clinton organization funded by
Scaife.
In addition, Olson served as the lawyer for David
Hale, Starr’s chief witness against the Clintons in the
Whitewater investigation, representing Hale in 1995
and 1996 when he testified before the US House of
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Representatives. Hale entered into a plea bargain with
Starr, admitting to one count of embezzlement in
exchange for testimony against James and Susan
McDougal, Clinton’s former Whitewater partners.
See Also:
New revelations demonstrate role o fright-wing
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Kenneth Starr grilled

senior White House aide Sidney Blumenthal about
an alleged White House plot to obstruct his
Whitewater investigation, insinuating it was
ordered by President Clinton, refined by Hillary
Rodham Clinton and implemented by a cadre of
Clinton lawyers, their private investigators and
Blumenthal’s favorite reporters.
"They asked me if the president had ordered this,"
Blumenthal told Salon. "They asked me if Hillary
Clinton had asked me to disseminate negative
information about prosecutors. They asked me if I
knew all these private eyes and if I had met with
them and talked with them and whether the
president’s attorneys had given me information
from the private eyes." In each instance,
Blumenthal said, he replied, "Absolutely not."
Blumenthal’s appearance before the grand jury
investigating President Clinton’s alleged affair with
former White House intern Monica Lewinsky
opened up a new front in the probe as Starr seeks to
halt growing public criticism of his investigation
and the tactics he has employed. In explaining why
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he had subpoenaed Blumenthal and his telephone
records, Starr told reporters that he suspected that
the White House was behind "an avalanche of lies"
designed to besmirch his investigation and his
staff.
Starr’s anger was sparked by a slew of unflattering
stories that appeared in the media earlier this week
about two of his prosecutors, Bruce Udolf and
Michael Emmick. On Tuesday, Salon reported that
in 1988, Udolf, a former Georgia district attorney,
was penalized $50,000 by a federal jury for
violating the civil rights of a man whom Udolf held
in jail for four days without a lawyer or bail
hearing on a misdemeanor gun charge. Earlier this
month, a federal judge in Los Angeles threw out a
tax charge that Emmick, a former assistant U.S.
attorney, had brought against a woman, ruling that
his intent was "coercive" and "vindictive" and that
he violated the due process clause of the
Constitution.
The White House has pointed to these incidents to
question the caliber of the people prosecuting the
president. Clinton’s supporters also have
questioned Starr’s decision to secretly tape-record
Lewinsky and his attempt to make Lewinsky’s
mother, Marcia Lewis, testify against her daughter.
Under the law, witnesses in grand jury proceedings
are free to reveal anything about the proceedings
that they choose. An indignant Blumenthal, a
former journalist, told reporters afterward, "I never
imagined that in America I would be hauled before
a federal grand jury to answer questions about my
conversations with members of the media. But
today I was forced to answer questions about my
conversations, as part of my job, with the New
York Times, CNN, CBS, Time magazine, U.S.
News, the New York Daily News, the Chicago
Tribune, the New York Observer and there may
have been a few others I don’t remember right
now."
Blumenthal added: "Ken Starr’s prosecutors
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demanded to know what I told reporters and what
reporters had told me about Ken Starr’s
prosecutors. If they think they have intimidated me,
they have failed. And if any journalist here or
elsewhere wants to talk to me, I’ll be glad to talk to
you."
Speaking to Salon afterward in a telephone
interview, Blumenthal said Starr’s chief
prosecutors, Jackie Bennett and Robert Bittman,
bore down on him, trying to show that Blumenthal
had conspired with the president, the first lady,
Clinton’s lawyers, private investigators and
reporters to tarnish the image of Starr’s
investigation.
Blumenthal said he was asked whether he knew
any of the private investigators working for
Clinton’s legal team and whether they were the
source of his information about Udolf and
Emmick. "In the case of Udolf, I told them that the
source of my information was a column about him
that ran recently in the Atlanta Journal
Constitution," Blumenthal said. The columnist,
Martha Ezzard, said she never talked to anyone at
the White House about this piece.
"In the case of Emmick, I told them a story had
appeared in the Daily Journal of L.A., a legal
journal, and that further information came from
Stanley Sheinbaum. And they asked, ’Who’s that?’
And I said, ’He’s the former commissioner of the
LAPD.’ After that, they never asked me to answer
their earlier question about what was the dirt that
I’m supposedly spreading. They totally backed
down.
"But my favorite question came at the end," a
clearly energized Blumenthal said. "It was, ’Do you
have anything positive to say about Ken Starr?’ My
answer was: ’I don’t recall.’ So that’s how it ended
up. The entire Whitewater scandal comes down to
a self-esteem problem."
While his style is more refined and intellectual,
http://www.salon.corn/news/1998/02/27news.html
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Blumenthal has matched former Clinton campaign
manager James Carville in the ferocity of his
defense of the president and first lady. He is known
to believe that a cabal of right-wing Clinton
opponents and journalists are working tirelessly to
bring down the president, a conviction that has
earned him in the media the nickname "Grassy
Knoll" -- an allusion to the second-gunman
conspiracy theory in the John F. Kennedy
assassination.
Blumenthal dismisses the nickname as "childish
nonsense for silly people in the press." He says he
gets his pugnacity from his father, Hy Blumenthal,
who used to drop by neo-Nazi Bund gatherings in
Chicago during the late 1930s with a lead pipe. "I
play by Chicago rules," he says proudly. "You
come after me with a knife, I come after you with a
gun. You come after me with a gun, I come after
you with howitzer."

There was an ironic historical footnote to this
bizarre legal proceeding. Bittman, Starr’s chief
prosecutor, is the son of William Bittman, a
Republican lawyer who served as President
Richard Nixon’s bag man in delivering hush money
to Watergate burglar E. Howard Hunt. On
Tuesday, prosecutors questioned Terry Lenzner, a
private detective working for Clinton’s lawyers.
During the Watergate hearings, Lenzner was the
Senate counsel who dealt with the hush money
matter, which resulted in the elder Bittman being
fired from his Washington firm.
"They asked me if I knew Terry Lenzner,"
Blumenthal recalled. "I said I had never met him
before we met in the hallway outside the grand jury
room on Tuesday.

"They were trying to prove a big plot -- that the
president’s attorneys worked with the private eyes
and gave me this stuff on the prosecutors and I was
disseminating it," Blumenthal said. "They were
trying to prove that I hatched the whole thing with
the first lady and that maybe even the president
http://www.salon.com/news/1998/02/27news.html
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was ordering it. I don’t think they got very far with
that theory."

Asked if he will have to retum to give more
testimony before the grand jury, Blumenthal
replied, "Who knows? Maybe they want to
prosecute me for obstructing justice because I can’t
recall saying anything nice about Ken Starr. Now
there’s a crime."
SALON [ Feb. 27, 1998

Jonathan Broder is Salon’s Washington correspondent.

Is this all about Ken Starr’s self-esteem? Discuss in
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At hearing on censure, flashbacks of Shame
Figures from the Clinton
and Watergate eras had
their say in a session on
Bush’s domestic wiretaps.

terday on whether to censure
President Bush.
There was John Dean, the
former White House counsel who
exposed Richard Nixon in the Watergate cover-up nearly 33 years
ago, calling for Bush’s censure.
John Dean
By James Kuhnhenn
Of fresher vintage was Sen.
Flichard Nixon’s White House lawyer
INQUII~:ER WASHINGTON BUREAU
Lindsey Graham (R., S.C.), who
WASHINGTON -- Memories as a House member eight years
.of Watergate and Monica, break- ago helped manage the im- yesterday made a case for sparFeingold (D., Wis.) to censure tion’s antiterrorism campaign.
ms and cover-ups, hovered like peachment trial of President
the ghosts of shamed presiden- Bill Clinton. Graham, who once ing Bush.
Bush for authorizing warrant- The censure motion has galvaAt issue was a resolution less eavesdropping on U.S. citicies over a Senate hearing yes- advocated censure for Clinton,
sponsored by Sen. Russell D. zens as part of the administra- nized liberal activists, but most
congressional Democrats have

"Had the Senate or House, or both, censured
or somehow warned Richard Nixon, the tragedy
of Watergate might have been prevented."

turned their backs on Feingold’s effort. Only two of the
Senate Judiciary Committee’s
eight Democrats showed up yesterday morning to question a
panel of five legal scholars and
commentators at a hearing convened by Chairman Arlen Specter (R., Pa.). No votes were taken. Specter said the resolution
had "no merit."
However, the panel’s top Democrat, Sen. Patrick J. Leahy of
See CENSURE on All

Scandals of
censure hearing
that he was "inclined to be- spend our time investigating dai, joked that senators needed
lieve"
that said
censure
an apthis,a atop-secret
program fully
shared
Vermont,
~or was
the first
timeashow
program
such to "hear from the dark side."
propriate sanction a ains
with congressional leaders, was
Bush, lending,
"This is a part of a very consisbreached and provided to the
~’ "-~a-powerea
tent, long-term,
early announced
media and revealed throughout policy
backing to Feingold’s
move.
of this presidency
tha
"We know the President the world;" Sessions said.
they are seeking to build pres~
broke the law," Leahy said.
Feingold vigorously dis- dential power for the sake of
"Now we need to know why."
agreed: "If we in the Congress
presidential power," Dean said.
The hearing was at times a don’t stand up for ourselves and
"Had the Senate or House, or
high-minded debate over the
the American people, we have both, censured or somehow
Constitution and presidential become complicit in the law- warned Richard Nixon, the tra authority and a full-force attack breaking.,,
edy of Watergate might ha~g~
on Bush. Panelists and senators
Of the five panelists, two testi- been prevented,,, Dean told the
.debated Bush’s P/ace in history,
fled against type. Conservative committed. "Ho,~efu!nviting comparisons with Nix- legal scholar Bruce Fein, an ac- ate will .not sit by while
on and Clinton.
tire supporter of Bush’s judicial more serious abuses unfol~ b~-"
Graham and Specter held a nominees, condemned the Presi- fore
Cornyn,
it." noting that Dean was
middle ground, disagreeing
with Bush’s assertion of legal
usn s justifications under- a "convicted felon," said it
authority to wiretap U.S. citi-" mined the government.
"strikes me as very odd that the
zens but rejecting any sugges"You can lose a republic on Judiciary Committee is giving"
tion that Bush deserved some the installment P!an every bit as Dean an opportunity to market
form of official reprimand.
efficiently as, at one fell SWoop,his latest book.
To say that Nixon’s cover-up with a coup d’etat," he said.
Dean said his new book
of a political scandal and ClinThe other, John Schmidt, a wouldn’t be in stores until sumton.’s alleged perjury were "the Democrat and former Clinton mer, adding mischievously
political and moral equivalent Justice Department official, Cornyn would be in it. that
to this president’s decision to countered that censure was ,,un
Asked later to elaborate,
surveil the enemy, I think, is ab- warranted and inappropriate.,,"
Dean said: "I have a book cornsurd," Graham said.
ing out in July called Conserva.
But
the center
of attentio
Sens. John Cornyn (R., Texas) was
Dean,
now 67 and
author ~ tires Without Conscience ’H
and Jeff Sessions (R., Ala.) dis- the recent book Worse Than Wa- happens
book."
to be mem:~ _ ¯
e
~*onea in the
missed the hearings as "surre- tergate: The Secret Presidency of
al" and "beyond the pale."
George W. Bush. Dean, who Contact reporter James Kuhnhenn
"I would suggest we’d better spent four months in prison for at 202-383. 8 or
his part in the
nr
~gtoo.com.
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h Move to Cancel Funds Led
Illegal Steps, Official Asserts
By DAVID ROGERS

cuts. If lawmakers don’t approve the reWASHINGTON_A White House pro- duction, the money must be released.
to cancel funding approved by ConMr. Walker’s account makes clear
led federal agencies to illegally
that didn’t happen last year after M~:
more than $471 million for a
Bush proposed in October to cancel fundprograms last year, according to ing to help offset the cost of recovery
funds for the Gulf Coast in the wake of
General David Walker.
Mr. Walker’s findings come as Presi- Hurricane Katrina. The comptroller, who
the Government Accountability
proposed similar "cancella- oversees
Office and is charged with monitoring
tions" of about $1.5 billion from prior
impoundment issues, said that agencies
generating, savings to offset
~w spending Mr. Bush wants in fiscal withheld $471.4 million from a variety of
beginning Oct. 1.
defense, labor, agriculture, and environWhile the funds were finally released mental programs for as long as two
late December, the incident is sure to months as the White House maintained
that none of the "cancellations,, came unconcerns in both parties that
House is trying to weaken Con- der the Impoundment Control Act.
grip on the federal purse.
Findings of such illegal impoundMr. Bush’s long-term fiscal strategy ments are relatively rare. GAO officials
pointed to a ruling in 2002 when the Bush
on his ability to impose cuts
administration withheld funds for a
~ nondefense spending, and new data
Homeland
program; the ratio’leased late Friday by the Congres- nale was to Security
spend more slowly to achieve
Budget Office estimate that the efficiencies. In the recent cases, the goal
assumes $170 billion in five- is more to kill the appropriations.
from this sector alone.
"Agencies may only withhold budget
Adding to the pressure are the mountauthority from obligation if the president
spending
for mili- has first transmitted a rescission pro-in Iraq and
Afghanistan.
Mr
Walker
wrote to message
3oshua Bolteng,
~d there is a growing competition
posal
in a special
to Condire’c
tess
finding funds to equip U.S. troops
tar of the Office of Management and Budthe resources needed to train and
get.
"Because the president’s Oct. 28 pro!Y forces for the new Baghand Kabul governments.
posal was not, according to your staff, a
message, the agencies we identiFor example, Mr. Bush is seeking $5.9 special
fied impounded budget authority in viola~i and Afghanistan security
tion of the Impoundment Control Act."
including
police,
partpenalof an
Mr. Bolten’s spokesman said that
acy
spending
requestasnow
OMB staff never advised agencies to
But the House AppropriCommittee appears poised to withhold funds and that the administra.
tion has specifically instructed agencies
about $1 billion from these
"not to improperly withhold funding in
instead
use that
moneyar-to the
purchaseand
more
equipment,
including
case of cancellations.,, He added that
mored vehicles, for U.S. Marine and "OMB is currently reminding agencies of
Arm), forces.
that and we’re looking into the instances" cited by Mr. Walker.
For the past three decades, the rules
of the budget road in Congress have been
Once Congress completed Work on all
grounded in the 1974 Impoundment Con- the appropriations bills for this year, an
trol Act, which was adopted after years
agreement was reached under which less
of fighting, between lawmakers and Presithan a third of the fundS-about $135 mildent Nixon over his practice of unilaterlion-was rescinded by lawmakers and
ally impounding funds appropriated by
the remaining funds were released.
Congress. Under the law, future presi"The Constitution is very clear that
dents were empowered to propose rescisCongress has the power of the purse,"
sions and withhold funds for 45 days
said West Virginia Sen. Robert Byrd, the
while Congress considers the proposed
ranking Democrat on the Senate Appropriations Committee.
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Oval Office, Print Overload
By MARK LASSWELL
HEN RICHARD REEVES’S
"President Reagan: The Triumph of Imagination" was
published recently, you could almost
hear the sound of a plow scudding
through a well-worn furrow. The book no
doubt has many merits. Given that Mr.
Reeves was the author two decades ago
of the decidedly less impressed "The
Reagan Detour," his latest effort appears
at least to support the theory that, when
it comes to Ronald Reagan, the world
divides into two groups: those who recog~fize his greatness and those who will.
But the question must be asked: Is another Reagan biography necessary?
The folks at Books in Print report
that 489 books about the man already
have been published. Barring a revelation from Kremlin archives about Gorbachev’s bugging the Oval Office, there
doesn’t appear to be a need to push the
Reagan book count any closer to 500.
No need, that is, other than to keep
up with the pack in the presidential-publishing steeplechase. As of this writing, the Books in Print database,
which includes titles for adults,
young adults and children, counts
Reagan as the seventh-most-writtenabout U.S. president. He is well ahead
of Richard Nixon (in lOth place, at
339), George W. Bush (a startling 375
already) and Theodore Roosevelt (406).
He is within hailing distance of Bill Clinton (528) and FDR (532) but far behind
John F. Kennedy (855), Thomas Jefferson
(859) and George Washington (1,094).
Washington may be the father of
our country, but Abraham Lincoln is
indisputably the granddaddy of the
presidentially inspired book: The 16th
president is No. 1, clocking in with
1,589 titles. The statistics that rank
him that way, incidentally, are just for
books published since 1968, when the
International Standard Book Number
was introduced. Unaccounted for is a
century of books by historians, journalists, political scientists, friends and
colleagues who were the original members of publishing’s Lincoln Brigade.
Honest Abe won’t tarry for long at
1,589. The total includes the just-pubfished "Lincoln: A Life of Purpose and
Power," by Richard Carwardine, and "Father Abraham: Lincoln’s Relentless Struggle to End Slavery," by Richard Striner,
but not "Mr. Lincoln Goes to War," by
William Marvel, which comes out in May.
Indeed, 15 Lincoln titles have already
been scheduled for publication in 2006.
Books in Print expects more to come.
And well it should, because Lincoln is
a growth industry. In the 1970s, 105
books about him were published; in the
1980s, 158; in the 1990s, 447--more than

W

double the decade before. (Lest we forget, the 1990s began with the airing of
Ken Burns’s documentary series "The
Civil War" on PBS--a watershed moment for publishing, as it turned out.)
Barely more than five years into this decade, publishers have already brought
out 570 books on the Great Emancipator.
In other words, more books have been
published about Lincoln since 2000 than
have been published about FDR since the
Books in Print accom~ting began 38 years
ago. Roosevelt led the country through
some rather interesting times, yet Lincoln
exerts an inestimably tighter hold on our
imagination. And nnderstandably so: His
staggering achievements, his philosophical temperament, his personal manner,
wtfich bespoke a seriousness of purpose
leavened by a wicked sense of humor, his
humble roots and calamitous death--all
combine to give Lincoln an unrivaled
place in the national memory. But that

status need not automatically translate
into an unrivaled place on our book:
shelves. Something else has been at work.
After John Wilkes Booth shot Lincoln in Ford’s Theatre, the wounded president was carried out into the street, the
intention being to f’md a bed for him in a
nearby house. The first door was locked,
and for a moment Lincoln’s bearers hesitated, unsure of where to take him. A
bed in another house was quickly found.
But as far as his handling by historians goes, Lincoln is still in the street, being shunted from house to house as legions of writers claim that they’ve estabfished a home for the "real" Lincoln.
This, even though they’re largely raking
over material that has been publicly
available for more than a half-century,
since the Library of Congress acquired
Lincoln’s papers and opened the collection in 1947. (The boom in Lincoln books
over the past decade can’t be laid en-

tirely to the Ken Burns effect; the Library’s digitizing of the 20,000 documents in the Abraham Lincoln Papers
in a searchable database has made
Lincolnographers swoon.)
Unfortunately for history, if not fbr
historians, Lincoln never poured his
heart out in a diary or journal or bundie of revelatory letters. Thus he left
the way clear fbr the speculative interpretation of his life and thoughts.
Which is why the recent torrent of Lincoln books might bring us a serious
scholarly study one day and the notorious "gay Lincoln" the next. Or the
Marfan Syndrome-suffering Lincoln, or
the clinically depressed Lincoln.
"Precisely because the public record
is pretty full, but the private record is
by comparison ambiguous, even nonexistent," says Mr. Carwardine, "it makes
it inevitable that people (a) want to
write about him and (b) impose on Lincoln their own imprint."
Mr. Carwardine says that, given his
own scholarly background studying the
role of Protestant evangelicals in 19thcentury politics, he was "at pains" not
to overstate a central point of his book:
that the not notably religious Lincoln
was more influenced by evangelicals
than previously m~derstood.
Mr. Striner, for his part, says that his
Lincoln is fresh because he has detected
in his subject an unwavering anger over
slavery and a political audaciousness-qualities, the author says, that are at
odds with the passive leader and reluctant emancipator portrayed by the
modern clay-feet school of history.
"There has been so much, within
the last dozen or 15 years, along the
lines that ’Lincoln was this fitddyduddy, this sort of cool, moody,
strange sort of evasive personality, and he
was a racist, too,’" Mr. Striner says. That
view "needs to be taken on frontally. It’s
utterly wrong-headed."
Mr. Striner’s portrayal of a passionate
Lincoln was sufficiently new to prompt
Peter Ginna, the trade division editorial
director at Oxford University Press USA,
to sign him up. Mr. Ginna (who turns
down Lincoln proposals "all the time")
suspects that a wave of books with another view of the president may be in the
off’rag: Lincoln as a spiritual leader. But
the only certainty is that more Lincoln
books are confing: "We’re working up toward the bicentennial of Lincoln’s birth,
in 2009. That’s going to be a big blowout." Not that a surge of Lincoln titles
will be detectable, Mr. Gi~ma says, "because the floodgates have never really
been closed."

Mr. Lasswell is the Journal’s deputy
books editor.
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Peter Paul and Hillary 5/9/05--WSJ Web

A key player in Hillary Clinton’s 2000 Senate fund-raising operation faces a criminal trial
in Los Angeles tomorrow. David Rosen is accused of filing false campaign finance
reports that dramatically understated the cost of putting on a $1.2 million star-studded
fund-raising concert for Mrs. Clinton during her New York Senate campaign. What
intrigues Clinton watchers is that a top witness against Mr. Rosen is Raymond Reggie,
brother-in-law of Senator Ted Kennedy, who wore a wire and secretly recorded a
conversation with Mr. Rosen.

Mr. Reggie, facing indictment himself on federal bank fraud charges, invited Mr. Rosen
to a dinner at a Chicago restaurant in 2002 to draw him out about allegations that the
costs of the 2000 fundraiser were lowballed in order to free up additional "hard money"
donations (severely limited under federal law) to be plowed into Mrs. Clinton’s
campaign.
On Saturday, the New Orleans Times-Picayune published a partial transcript of the
conversation, and Mr. Rosen is heard expressing doubt about the Clinton campaign’s
management of his defense in a separate civil lawsuit that grew out of the same fundraiser. "The former White House wanted to hire -- or argue the case in a certain way,"
Mr. Rosen is heard on the tape saying. "And I did it for them. Like, I bit the bullet and
went in as a guinea pig, and argued their argument for me. Instead of frettin’ and runnin’
and coverin’ my ass, I was a good soldier... So far it’s worked out, but I coulda done it a
lot different."
The civil suit Mr. Rosen is talking about was brought by Hollywood financier Peter Paul,
a convicted felon, who was a major donor to the fundraiser but now claims the Clintons
and their allies welshed on a deal by which Mr. Clinton was supposed to help one of Mr.
Paul’s business ventures after leaving office. What’s more, Mr. Rosen’s protestations on
the tape bring to mind Webster Hubbell, the disgraced former Clinton Justice Department
official, who famously said in a recorded 1996 jailhouse telephone that it was time for
him to "roll over one more time" for the Clintons.
Mr. Rosen’s trial is expected to feature some star witnesses. Mr. Reggie, who pleaded
guilty to two felony counts last month, will testify about the tapes he made. Other
possible witnesses include Harold Ickes, chief consultant for Mrs. Clinton’s Senate
campaign and a major player in last year’s efforts to raise independent money to defeat
President Bush. Let’s hope Court TV puts this trial on their schedule.

