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l.EGAL TDfES • WIDe Of NOVDmllI. 4, 1996 

M M E N T A R Y A N 0 A N A l Y S S 0 --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Paula Jones: A Federal Crime? 

A~tunning irony, SO far unnoticed, Iuds in 
a pair of pending Supreme Court cases: 
Clinton v. Jon~s, in which the president 

and his Department of Justice seek to block a sex.ual 
harassment lawsuit against him until after he leaves 
office, and the lesser-known Unj/~d Slates If. Wnjer. 

~

~~:::~~:~~~~~~ The irony is that 
: ). """ "'1"~" .(,. .' the crude ""u.1 ," ':)~·L·O'S I'.N'·"C' \ ""'," advances of which II ~ Bill Clinton stands 

j'ARGUMEN'i~~: r~=:.:: 
.. , ." ••••• ~i· .... ;..'.. beaf~d~mlcrim~ 

under the Ointon· 
Justice 
Dop,n",,,,,', Iogal 

BY STUART TAYLOR JR. 
analysis in the C&ie 

of David Lanier. who was • monstrously lecherous 
chancery court judge in rural wesann Tennt'SK'IC'. 

OinlOG's allqcd conduct would be even ~ 
dearl), a fatrral crime under the 1IftI.I~1 wgnted 
hi amicus triers filed by lcadiq ftminiu ptJUpI 
andoddon. 

Anoda iru')' is .. '6'hUe Ihc lAnk, cae has 
bcw:omc CundcnIandIbI)') • C"CIMlW' dlJM in the 
~·s mcJVCmCnI-with nay.major fnninisl 
qat IdWllX)' pwp in the hilton Uflinc ~ 01 
an appeals COUI1Ii::cision dial dtr:ew outlanicr', 
convicttons--che prcsadenl'l ... rar-successful effort 
to slam the courthouse door in the (DeC of Paula 
Jones untillhe year 200 I has JrOf11pted noc a 
whimper of proleS! from any of them. 

Giwen aU this, the rumor in the Supreme Coon 
press room--that the cases may be set foc argumenl 
the same day. sometime in January--seem§ almost 
too deJicious to be true. 

(For a (uJltt discussion of the Jones-Clinton case. 
see HHer Ca.c;e Against C1inlon." in the November 
issue of 11r~ A.m~rican UI~r. which I wrote before 
becoming aware of the parallels presented by the 
Uznirrca.c;e.) 

1be two felony counts and five misdemeanor 
counts of which (he jury found Lanier guilty involve 
a range of conduct between 1989 and 1991. r.ome of 
it far more 103th.o;orne and outrageous !han anything 
Jones claims Clinton did. Lanier wa. .. convic1ed of 
sexually a. ... o;.aulting five women. including thrtt court 
employa=s and a job applicant. the laner under 
circumstances that may well warranl the 25·year 
prison sentence decreed by Ihe trial judge. 

The job applicant teslified that on Iwo occasions. 
weeks apart. the judge had grabbed her, exposed 
himself. pushed her head down violenlly, and forced 
her to perform oral sell, while implicitly threatening 
her with an adverse ruling in a child custody dispute 
if she reported his crimes. 

While nobody hac; ever accused Clinton of /M/kinO 

According to Jones' complaint, Clinton first 
reminded her that he was the boss of her boss; then 
he "took Jones's hand and pulled her toward him," 
prompting her to remove her hand and retreat several 
feet; then he approached again and "put his hand on 
plaintiff's leg and started sliding it toward the hem of 
plaintiff's culottes [while] altempt(ing] to kiss Jones 
on the neck"; and then. after being rebuffed again, he 
"lowered his IroUseJS and underwear exposing his 
erect penis and asked Jones 10 'k.iss it'" Rebuffed a 
third time, he allegedly pulled up his pants and said, 
"You are smart. Let's keep this between ourselves." . 

While Lanier's Count 9 is not part of the pending 
appea1, anochet charge againsz Lanier, which led to a 
conviction thai Juslice is seeking 10 reinstale, also 
makes for an interesting comparison. Here's how 
Solicitor General Waller Dellinger summarized the 
CYid<nce "" "'" 6 or hi. brief: 

-In 1989.Iuruc.I ...... 11Cd _ Sandon. 
.. 'hom he hid hired las a juYaLiIc court offacer). 
During "'" olllhcir -Uri meetings lin his 
dwnben. uruc.1 p/>b<d $ondon' ~ Sondm 
Iricd 10 ....... his hand; Ihe !hen sIOod up and 
walked out: 01 his otra •... l..aIer, after. coun 

So, too. she said, are acts involving ''unwanted 
physical sexual contacl short of rape or other sexual 
assaull-like ... sexual pawing and groping." 

MacKinnon added: "He used the power of the 
state he wielded as a ... public employer to gain 
access to women so he could seXually use them as a 
man, and lhen he used thai same state power to 
silence them." (She was talking about Lanier. flO( 

Clinton.) 
Meanwhile, the NOW Legal Defense and 

Education Fund. the Women's Legal Defense Fund, 
People for the American Way, and 13 other groups 
suggested in another brief thai "aggressively 
grabbing and squeezing the viclims' breasts and 
buttocks" under color of slate law are federal crimes. 
The American Civil Uberties UniOll argued thai the 
same is true o( "sex.ua1 harassment by governmenl 
offacials" with "power to coouol employmenl." 

(By the way. the fivc.yeoar ~I.IIIUlC of limitations 
on Iny federal criminal prosecution bntd on the 
Jones.ctinton allegations apparently expired on 
MolY 8, 1996.) 

The Lanj,r case raises complex issues or (ederal 
criminal jurisdiction and constitutional iaw. l..aniet 

was nevtf prOSCCUICd by the a.e. IS 
he Ihoukt hive been; he came (rom I 
poIitically.powerful family. hid been 
the IocaJ mayor bdore becoming • 
judge. and is the brother o( the state's 
lhen-disloo anorney. 

The fedentl proseculion was based 
on the broad. vague language o( 18 
U.S.C. §242, a provision thai makes it 
a crime for a state official acting 
"under color of ... law" to deprive 
another person of "rights ... SttUrM 
hy Ihl!' Con~litUlion."11le Justice 
Department's theory is that Lanier 
lkprived his viclims of their rights 10 
bodily inlegrity against S('1I'.ua1 assault. 

The U.s. Court of Appeals for the 
6th Circuit produced five stpar.I1e 
opinions. with nine judges Y<Xing to 
reverse all the convicIions and six 
dis..o;enting in whole or in part. ClUef 
Judge Gilbert Merritt Jr. wrote for the 
majority lhat §242 was such a vague 
and potentially a1I<neompassing szatute 
thai it mus! be construed narrowly, and 
held lhat it did m: rover any of 
l...arUer's "reprehensible" conduct 
because the Supreme Cowt had never 
rt:rogniztd a constitutional right to 
bodily integrity against sexual assau1t 

~ In the Supreme Court appeal, the 
! Juslice Ekpartment and the feminiSl 
CI groups argue thai rape and forcible 
~ ~"""lIll1~~~"h hv .. ~"'I" nfr .... i .. lliv .. 

27 

., 
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misdcrne:anoc
Lanier guilly involve 

a nmge of conduct 1989 and 199 I. some of 
it far more loathsome and outrageous than anything 
Jones claims Clinton did. Lanier 'was convicted of 
sexually assaulting five women. including three court 
employees and a job applicant. the latter under 
circumstances that may well wammt the 2S-year 
prison sentence decreed by the trial judge. 

The job applicant testified thai on two occasions, 
weeks apart. the judge had grabbed her, exposed 
himself. pushed her head down violently. and forced 
her to perfonn oral sex. while implicitly threatening 
her with an adverse ruling in a child custody dispute 
if she reported his crimes. 

While nobody has ever accused Ointon of that kind 
of conduct. the Clinton Justice Department is now 
seeking to reinstate all of Lanier's convictions under a 
Reconstruction-e:rn.civil rights law. 18 U.s.C. §242. 
including some misdemeanor counts involving condtlct 
hard to distinguish-at least as a matter of law-from 
Ihc: ainton conduct alleged by Paula lones. 

The similarities begin with one of the lesser 
charges, as described in Footnote 4 of the Justice 
Department's petition for certiorari: 

'1'he {triaJ] court dismissed Count 9. which 
alleged that {Lanier had] sexually assaulted a woman 
in his chambers, when She was meeting with him 
about her case, by exposing his genitals and urging 
her to engage in sexual acts with him." The woman 
testified that Lanier had crudely asked for ora] sex. 

This allegation----dcetned criminal by the Justice 
Department. if not by the trial judge-is aLlerly 
whal Jones says then-Gov. Clinton did to her on 
May 8,1991. 

He did it, she says. during an encounter that began 
with his sending his state-trooper bodyguard to 
interrupt her performance of her job---at a state 
conference al a tittle Rock hotel where Clinton had 
given a speech---to summon her to an upstairs suite 
to meet with Clinton. 

session, respondent grabbed Sanden' buttocks .... 
He aJso, at a later meeting, pinned Sanders to the 
wall and kissed her on the lips. [later still, she} 
demand[ed] an apology .... Although [!.ani,,] 
apologized, he began to find minor faults with the 
quality ofher work. and eventually he demoted her." 

(l...anier did not expose himself to this victim, 
although he did to others.) 

If what David Lanier was convicted of doing to 
Sandra Sanders was a federa1 aime.. can what Bill 
Clinton allegedly did to Paula Jones be dismissed as 
merely a crass sexual overture--not even rising 10 
the level of "sexual harassment" -as feminists and 
other Clinton supporters have suggested'? 

The Clinlon Justice Department's amici in the 
Lani~r case suggest even more strongly than does 
Dellinger's brief that the sort of conduct of which 
Jones has accused Clinton would amounllO a 
federal crime. 

Feminist Professor Catharine: MacKinnon of the 
Univenity of Michigan Law SchooL for example, 
stressed in one: brief thai ''acts of indecent exposure" 
are federal aimes if done under roIor of state law. 

thai §242 was such a vague 
potentially aU-encompassing statute 

that it must be construed naITOYIly, and 
held that it did not cover any of 
Lanier's "'reprehensible" coOOUCI 
because the Supreme Court had never 
~a~~~ri~tlO 
bodily integrity against sexual assaulL 

I In the Supreme Court appeal, the 
Justice Ikpartment and the feminist 
groups argue that rape and forcible 

I sexual assault by a state official like 
~ Lanier, acting under color of law, 

should be deemed 10 violate the 
victims' consti~tional rights., and thus to be crimes 
under 1242 I agR't. 

But they venture too far down a slippery slope 
when they seek federal. prosecution for acts of sexual 
harassment that do not rise to the Ieve] of forcible 
assault It's a tricky line to draw, but I would draw il 
in a place that would avoid criminalizing the sort of 
depraved but not forcible conduct of which Clinton 
is accused by Jones. 

BUI that's not where the Clinton Justice 
Department and its feminist allies want to draw the 
line-nol in the lmri~r case, at 1east. 

And it's interesting 10 see the president getting a 
free pass-withoul even having to answer Paula 
Jones' aJlegarions-from Clintonites and feminists 
who clamor for imprisonment of others accused of 
similar conduct. 

Stual1 Taylor Jf: is a s~Tlior writu with 
Am~riccm I..m+,'u Mttlia. l...p., and The American 
Lawyer magatin~. His ~-mail addrus is 
stuort.taylor@counuLcom. "Closing Argument" 
ap~an wr~k1y in Lega111mes. 
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contains a message from Ron Rotunda, for whatever use it may be. 
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[Printing to attached desktop printer ... ]Date: Thu, 17 Oct 1996 14:37:30 -0400 (EDT) 
From: Scott Annstrong <sarmst@cni.org> 

To: David Kendall (' . ~ \\ 
Subject: Forwarded material ~ \1\ 

Dear David 

Ron Rotunda, who was our "scholar" at the Watergate committee and now 
teaches constitutional law at U of Illinois and is author of a well known 
treatise, sent me the following which may be trivial to man of your 
scholarly bent, but I did not know that Roosevelt had faced lawsuits in 
office. . Since I am not covering the 
subject, I pass it to someone who might have use of some portion of it. 
Scott 
---------- Forwarded message ---------
Date: Thu, 17 Oct 1996 13:23:54 -0500 
From: "Rotunda, Ronald D." <RROTUNDA@LAW.UIUC.EDU> 
To: 'Scott Armstrong' <sarmst@cni.org> 
Subject: RE: A Question 

[Omitted material] 

By the way, in doing some research for the 1997 pocket part to the 
Treatise on Constitutional Law, I discovered some interesting 
information: 

President Theodore Roosevelt. President Theodore Roosevelt was sued for 
actions taken before he became President or Vice President. By the time 
he became President, his suit was on appeal. He claimed no immunity for 
suit, and the state court did not suggest that he was protected by any 
immunity or that the suit or appeal must be stayed until he left the 
Presidency. People ex reI. Hurley v. Roosevelt, 71 N.E.2d: 1137 (N.Y. 
1904)(per curiam)(mem.) 

President Harry Truman. President Harry Truman also was sued for 
actions taken prior to the time he assumed the Presidency or Vice 
Presidency. Like Roosevelt, he claimed no immunity from suit; Missouri 

Page 1 
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court did not raise on its own any suggestion that the sitting President 
had any immunity, either qualified or absolute, simply because the 
defendant in that suit was now President. 194 S.W.2d 29 (Mo. 1946). 

President John F. Kennedy. President Kennedy was also sued for actions 
taken prior to the time he became President. After he became President, 
he claimed that the suit must be stayed because he was temporarily 
protected from suit pursuant to a federal statute [the Soldiers' and 
Sailors' Civil Relief Act of 1940] because he was then 
Commander-in-Chief. The court denied Kennedy's motion for a stay and 
then the case was settled. Bailey v. Kennedy, No. 757,200 (Calif. 
Superior Court 1962); Hills v. Kennedy, No. 757,201 (Calif. Superior 
Court 1962). There were no written opinions. 

Ronald D. Rotunda 
The Albert E. Jenner, Jr. Professor of Law 
The University of Illinois College of Law 
504 E. Pennsylvania Ave. 
Champaign, IL 61820-6996 
MAIL TO:rrotunda@law.uiuc.edu 
Home Page: http://www.uiuc.edulph/www/rrotunda 

Page 2 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNrTED STATES 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20543 . 

Octo~er 15, ,1996 

Mr. Robert S. Bennett 
Sudden, Arps, Slate, et al. 
1440 Hew York Avenue, NW 
washington, DC 20005 

ReI William Jefferson Clinton 
v. Paula Cor~in Jones 
Ho. 95-1853 

11:S9 No.OOS P.02 

The Court today aut.red the following order in the above 

entitled case, 

The motion of the Acting Solioitor General for leave to 

participate in oral argument a8 amicus curiae and for divided 

argument 1s granted. 

Siueerely. 

W~ t./~ 
William K. Suter, Clerk 



cc: [/~ 

u.s. v. LANIER (95-1717): Prosecution of Sexual Assault as Civil Rights Violation 

Issue: Whether a state judge who sexually assaulted several women in his chambers can be 
convicted under a federal statute that makes it a crime for an official to willfully deprive 
someone of a constitutional right. 

The 6th Circuit held that sexual assault may not be prosecuted in federal court as a violation 
of the substantive due process right to bodily integrity under a federal statute criminalizing 
the willful deprivation of a constitutional right by a person acting under the rubric of any 
law. The 6th Circuit stated that, although the right not to be assaulted is a clearly protected 
under state law, (1) it is not publicly known or understood as a constitutional right, (2) it has 
not been declared a constitutional right by the Supreme Court, (3) it is not a right 
enumerated in the Constitution, and (4) it is not a well-established right of procedural due 
process. Only a Supreme Court decision applied nationwide, the 6th Circuit concluded, can 
identify and make specific a "constitutional right" that results in liability under the federal 
statute. 

Lower Courts: U.S. v. Lanier, 73 F.3d 1380 (C.A.6-Tenn. 1996) 
Certiorari Granted: June 17, 1996 
Action: S.G. filed brief on August 16, 1996 
No argument date set. 

BRYAN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS v. BROWN (95-1100): Municipal Liability for 
Inadequate Background Check on Reserve Deputy Sheriff 

Issue: Whether an Oklahoma county is liable for its sheriffs decision to hire a deputy with a 
prior criminal record who assaulted an arrestee. 

In Brown v. Bryan County, the 5th Circuit sustained a jury verdict that held a county liable 
under s 1983 for the action of a reserve deputy sheriff which gave rise to an arrestee's 
excessive force, false arrest, and false imprisonment claims. (The deputy sheriff broke a 
woman's knees during a traffic stop.) The sheriff, who was the final policy maker for the 
sheriffs department, hired the reserve deputy in spite of the deputy's extensive criminal 
record and without first making an adequate background check~ Further examination of the 
deputy's background, the Circuit argued, would have revealed that (1) the deputy had 
repeatedly violated probation and (2) a warrant had been issued for his arrest. The 5th 
Circuit stated that a single hiring decision may create municipal liability under s 1983 if that 
decision was made by a final policy maker responsible for that activity. 

Lower Court: Brown v. Bryan County, Okl., 67 F.3d 1174 (C.A. 5-Tex. 1995) 
Certiorari Granted: April 22, 1996 
Action: The S.G. will not file a brief. 
Argument is set for November 5, 1996. 
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HER CASE AGAINST CLINTON 
Paula Jones's claims against President Clinton 
are far stronger than the media has let on-

and far stronger than Anita Hill's against Clarence Thomas. 
By Stuart Taylor, Jr~ 
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PAULA COIUIIN JONES (AIIOVE): ONLY THREE POSSIBLE SCENANOS CAN EXPlAIN WHAT TRANSPIRED ON MAY 8, 1'1'.11. 

EITHER JONES LIeD CONVINCINGLY TO ~RIENDS AND FAMILY THAT DAY; OR THEY All CONSPlRt:D TO CONCOCT 

A MONSTROUS UE ABOUT THE PRESIDENT; OR JONES'S AlLEGATIONS AR.E SUBSTANTIALLY TRUE. 

14 • THE AMERlChN u..wYP..Il 
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Millions of Clinton supporters still disdain Clarence Thomas 
as a sexual harasser. But a comparison of the Paula Jones 

and Anita IIill episodes SUgge..9L..9 thaL lhe evidence against 
the president is far strong'or than Hw media has let on-and 

far stronger than th(~ evidence against Thomas. 

WHBN WILLIAM JEFFeRSON CllNTON V. 
PACI/..i1. CORJJINJONesCOMl'.S BEI'OMTHf'. u.s. 
Suprelne Courr-os cxpccto:d-in ]'(lII.ry, 011 c:ytS will be 
on Jwei« CI~rcnce Thorn." Will a flicker of emotion 

. CI'e'I/J~ hies u..~unI11 :ml'Aa.,;iv4 glare M he ~nders n IChClAmid. 
he~id f.lce p21ccen SO h.,un!inSly rellllni:ICCnt ofhu own 
ordeal five yctIlS asol will h. think of how-In die wordi 
thot ""mlik. a mging correRC I'com Thorn"', clo~ frlcnd 
(And ~mctime self·appointed sl)()kcsln~n) Armsrrons 
Wil1illnu-IMMn. Clinton went OUt co SM franc;"co u, 
peesent AnitA Hill with the woman of the ~r ow.,d", 
\viIIi.n~~ AdM! "' wonder when she', soinS tn llrc.~enl 2n 
Aw.lrd <I, I':IUI. Jon .. ? And where is NOWl Pcnplc need 
10 :;cc the llypocrUy hc",,· 

It w~ actually :an Amcricnn Bar h:soc;:;ntion OOhUI1I,· 

·,iQn on womcn th~t presenccd an ~ward co Hill. But 
William, hos Q polne, Hillary 010\'011 opoke" die AUGu" 
1992 award luncheon, ",,~h .. tilIB Hili rOt h2ving "trans. 
fQrmed .()u~i(\u$ne" Gnd changed hinofY wilh her 
COUt:1&OOUI reltimo",y" ,-tpin.t ThOrtl!tC. Doth WOMlI!n 

w~ li:tilt..! "" heroines 21 th2C ABA convtntion. by a h<»l 
orwnonclllaW)'clS and othm who Il,,,,,; .hunned Jones .. 
G p2tilh. 

Gene ... lly nvcrlooked. me2llwhile. has been the r~et 
thnt tile: ~Yld<encG curporti.,s Pautw Jont:t', "IITtinrlt tJr 
predatory. if not dcprnvcd, IX:h~viot by Bill Clillcon is far 
scrOllSa' than Ihe evidence Inppordng AnII2 HiII~ allcga
dom of ~r k$$ ~tiou~ conducl by Omncc Thorn"" 

Jona's evidence includes dear pl:OOf. rt;\!tcrcd throuGh 
the puhUc record. thAt tl .... ·6'>""".o. Oll1to"" '.at<l rtOOp-

BY STUART TAYLOR, JR. 

NoveMnllA 1996 - S 7 
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er-lxxly&".«1 in«rrup[o;d rhe rh,,,,-Z.f-rcor-01d sr ... 
employee on t1,ejobonMay8.1991 •• nd to()kh~r 
to moet ahllon~hc 00.. of]onco~~ b<~lone in 
on up,r.i .. sui", 't Lirtl. Rock's I!=bior Horel. ~r 
the apparent purpose of sexual d~lliancc. The c:vi
dc;o~ alw im,:ludQ DtrvnSly w[{ultC)tacivc; .t;.t~ 
menu m.de to me br IWO orlones'! frlend~. com. 
plete with tcllingly dctQiled. sumy spceifics-...,romc 
n .... r puh\i,hed until now_th.r .... remork.bl" 
consistent with lones's aJlq;~tion5 .bollt what hap
~I]cd In~ldc: dlOlt ~uhc:. l1ic rrlcnd~ relate how :an 
ottttncly ulntt Jon .. h.d told one of mem wimin 
ten minutes of the cyent, and me other within 90 
miftutco. rh<.t Clinton h....J .... I,I ... Ir .. r--d .. 1 ..... 1f 
• nd dem ... ded or:al sa IIjlnlo~ h.d rebuffed his 
cfl'oru to grope her. One Q( d, ... wQmcn. 1'_",cl. 
Blackard, allo Wltlldlled the trooper's approach (0 
Jones And her depurure to and return from Clin· 
to,,', 1.0'.1 ,O(IIn_ Bo.h ."'d "'" rh •• , on m.e b .. is of 
10n.,.'1 demiled descriptionl and diJtt:luglot de· 
me""or dt>! day, they an: "".,.(need [h ... he was, 
and i~ tellinG. d'e truth. They both signed sworn, 
pr.dly wQtded :JIid:IVia for jolles in 1 m. 

IIlnck.rd .nd dI. o.h.r wom .... O.b", lI,n"n. 
tine, first told their noric; in Pd>rUMY 1994 in ex· 
chl!ive Interviews to repoflc{ Michael bikolF. then 
of 1M WtJJhintt411 Post, But to r.,iko/F's chaArin, the 
'I)I/ printed only ,ket,hy fr.gmcncs of ihcir ~. 
COU"", II weeki I.~ ... , Block.rd·. ""d D.llen''''e'. 
detailed, previously unpublished stories provide fat 
Stronger corroboration ror Jones's alle~tiom th~n 
... yon. C?uld ~IIOW rro~ rc;porcs by the 1'"" ur .IIY 
omer maJOr news nrg.lIIlZQtlon, 

nore 10, of COW'6C, olbCl" c:vidchOC lb." wa".nIJ 
,kcpddsm aboutJonds account, including the 
c1.lm by Jones" ttoOpcr <=lrt IMt ,he h'Pllily vol· 
untoercd '0 b. Clin'~n'. ·sirlirietld" )un .fier IclV_ 
Ins his hOle! room. Yet wbile the ultimQte truth It
m~N eluslvc, thll article will .how that there ore 
only Ihree logically po~lblc seen3,ios: Ih21 Jonn 
Ged in a most convlnc\ns ll1o'Ulncr, :\lid ill stun~ing. 
'11:"'"ioolor d.toil, to bo.h Dloc ..... d .nd 1I.~"ft. 
line, on May 8, 1991. And to her sl$!ers soon ~re· 
Irlen that 1II.ckard, IMlendne, and both ,I en 
Ioler conspired with Jones to eoneo<:t • mons _ 
lie .bout the president; or tb .. Joncs's :alle~don' 
ore OI,bol1l1tlolly true. 

M
y GUIlSS IS TI'lI\T SHE'S LYlNO, AT 
lem .bout the more lu,id detolls," 1 
wrote oiJol'cs in IheJlllylAusuSf 1994 
illJ\le Qr TIll .A","";".,, Ln~r. Alter i ftj. 

t .. viewing Black .. d and Blllienlil,c And 
stlldyillg other evidence detailed below, 
I'm not so lure of that. And I'm 011 bl.lt 

convinced that wh~tevcr Clinton did W<Ii worse 
thao ~l1y[hins TbomaA wa" C'Y'eI\ C\QQ.I"ed or do'"s. 

I soy this ai one who voted for President Ointon 
in 199~ .nd who m~y do so 3gl1in (with mUltiple 
",i'IIMnll-')' .nd •• one who I",nenled JU5ticc 
ThomM's confirm.tion to me Supreme Court, And 
wlto di"Brees dccplr will. much o(h;, .rchoon.erv
ariVcJ' urisrtudcnC!:. I don't want to beli= IMt the 
pr~ic enl 18 • rccldess sexu.1 h.r:wcr, and I'U never 
know r(Or cure Clt.etly wIu. hAppcRed when Ointon 
WIll :>lone wim Jon ... 

But Joncl. evidence "I.1Sl.ly p<rN<Ui"". 
So, tOO, it the absence or evid.nee where onc' 

might expect to fllld it. President ClinllOn h:lS Clre' 
l'ully .voi,l"'! m.kin~ an)' rlll/""'''111 whltlrrJtr
!Wom ot unsworn-.bout what, if .nyt!.ing, h~p
pened bCIWCC1t him and Pallt. J"P~. lie has ne.er 
persollolly, publicly denied mot (for example) he 
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h.d JOII" ckli",rcd ro h ... ho.e1 <00111 by hi> "')"I~I'" 
bodyguard. Moreover, the ptc:>ic.!ent'. pcr5l)ft.1 
bwycr, Robert llcnnctt. Ius never dellied with 'red
licity <his or m.ny orher p1I'Iicuh .. ofJon .. •• faen .. 1 
dlq;.tiotIJ, tidlCf in court or in hiB coumlas media 
at'llCO'tOlf1U:\. tklllu;:u.1utr foOlid Ihat the ,,,,j\;Jc"l -did 
n<?t enl\~ge in 2Oy. inAppropriore or ~u:al conduct 
WIth this woman, and that he "hM no fCQOllection 
of ever mec"tins fI.is wom:ln.- Rut he IllS nt."VeI' d~ 
nied tit., A meeting tOll\c pl~ce. R.ther, he h~ ur. 
.. red many ambilluou, nondeni.! denials, liko 
"nothing h~ppeneclln that hotd." . 

Since tho, )ohC~ I,wluil w ... filed, tlte Il~idcnt 
.hd hi.I.~rs h ..... Iso erploired every del.yinS 
t.>etie At their oo",m.nd, including me pcudinS 
SUIlJ"Cmc Coun appeal, to a .... id co,,(IQotins tit.: (Y

iden(e, Their 8wocl,ing and ulII"cccdellted cl3im 
thoc the Constitutton ban ,,/I proceedinl!" in 1111 
·pc,..,n.1 d.m.&d Ut1~.rlon .&:'inS! lin ineumbo:nr 
president" WM re:jected by the (cdc .. 1 dimi" :\lid 
oppdklC """.-i,e lmtt In a dccl.tion ....... io\ thai 
"iIie Constitution ••• did not Ct'l;ate a monarchy. 

Bur they ba~ won by losing, While I.killg their 
e!:lim ofimmunil)110 the Supreme ('.nun. Ihe pres
ident al.d hi' I.wyers h1vc won interim orders 
b1ucklngJon .. trom ""'ing di><»YCry (r<lm ouynne; 
not ftom Clillron. not frOm the trool,er wlto IIOS 
t:lid he ~corted 10nel to Clinton'. roum At "lin· 
ton', direetioft, not From (\"yfthe t!1~t!'. ThC!y haVe! 
al.o deferred cvr:n the filing of all .1I~er by CUD
IOn odmlttlng or denylns each orrh •• pcclRc r.t:tu
III al1~ations of the cOlnpl.inr. Even if.......a. seem. 
likely-the SUI,rclne Court rejcclllhc I,,.,;idenr', 
"'Sum.,,".. ror ""ppins 011 .,,,,,,..,Jill$" cold until 
he leaves office, Clinton and !lennecr have .I ... dy 
achieved d.eir main go.1: The very pendency or 
Ointon's """""I h ... st:Illcd-until well oIicr rhe last 
election he wlll /Ner fao:-alJ illquiry into whether 
he behaved widl cx.",o,,'ln..,. deproyi!)' 

The Cinton-!lenllett defense !tf.tcgy h:u bccn 
I sueeen in me media II well u tbe caUII!. 11 •• 
presiden,'. surro~teII :lltd supporters h3VC diverted 
Ittelltion from thc mollt .dev.nt evidence by or
~hf;"'ltat;ns .. mwi.. blitz depicting Jand' I. ... 

promiscuou., Oin:ltiolls, SOltl-di(lglng. famNcct.
IrIg lIut. unworthy ofbclief. They have cit .. "" .. ,. 
i.M her dlcprion& u "tabloid tm,h." in BCllllett'. 
f4moll~ ph ...... thlt .~ being cynically u.ed by 
Clinton-h:ltcn to pn;JI'I\~f • • rigl\t-wins asond •. 
While supporten of Clmn« ,'llOnlu famou.lr 
u.<ed simiT:!t tllGtia to <kmuni..: lilli, they lL'1d • I1Ir 
Ie .. rccel"l"" media .udience. 

JIJJ m3instream news reports alld culllmenMa 
.1>0", Jon .. (tI~\ r ... _n) 1m"" 'S"orod 0. d"wn
rlored the Ittensth of her cofJI.hllr:tring wiln~~ca 
and other evidellce. MM)' h.wc f':Idi.tcd SllSpicillll of 
hor motivel' (1,u. not o( Anltt Hill's): or ber IlCirly 
thrce-yclr del1y in m.'1kin& hcr a1IC1,'lItion. flublic (but 
not ort-IUI~ tCll-Y"'" dcl"T' or oI'HilJ'. dcc;,ion to rol
low Thorn .. In Q new job t1J1",. the :alle&ed h:lr .. ,.ment 
l.:wi OI'Jttcd); :utd of die uncritkal joy wilh wlUcb hCl 
d.i .... """ ... prcdi ...... 1y Sl"dcd by Oinrnn-h1tm lind 
ri~llt-winsers (IS Hill's were: by1'hom~-hate" .nd 
rd't-wlngers). Mao}' ..,.1 Oft rwo sb.1<,y prcmls .. , rhe 
lirst iUogi",l.nd the second unproven: that ]onen 
moUves mllst be pure: for her :alltg:ltiof).llIO be true, 
o.nJ tlnu her mot\veI! !lte In &a impure 

Me'lIIwhile, not a lingl~ one of the (emlni .. 
group~ th.t clomored 0", ror • Sen.to hca,lllS ro. 
Ani", Hill. and then for O.rcncc 'Thnm:u's head, 
h>.~ lifted a linger on behalf of 1':1\l1~ J~ncs. 11,ere is 
lome ."mmcuy hOflCl: M"ny t:onc~rv:ltiVC& who re· 
Ikxivdy Ir:t..hed Hill, .n .pparcndy demure, diem-

-~ 

lied law r.·oraam-. have given the bc:m;t1, or ~hc: 
doubt to Jones, who projecrs neither demurene~ 
."'r dignity. WlI.t llic Hili-ThumM llld Jones
Clin,rnn el,i:t'Hit:!: h:\ve in Cc'unmoll is th2t c:lch of 
tflem prompted. rush 10 judSlIlenr by pcoille on 
both ,idCo'J or du; i<kvlu6i(;.o"\t divide.:: whox ~oo~lu. 
siolls were derived liD! from C'l'idencc, but froln ide
olosial ilL'll. Alld mort ,uiking, in my vicw, is the 
~YI"lCri.y (or i(lnor2noe) .nd am bi.s aHemini ... 
2nd Iihcr.I~-who procl21med during the Hill. 
Thomas uf1'~r th ... " "women don't m"~ cbg:<: 
tI.inl!" up, .nd t\,.t "you juSt don't get it" if you 
presumed Thom4S innocenl untlll'roven Builty
only to spum June" Affrg.1.tions or ['I' more 5rriou .. 
(indeed, crlmin:al) conduct Q& unworthy olbeliel 
and I"&""r kivul"WI. 

So maybe iI'S til!lc-or past time-ro, lUI in
depth .n.lysis of the evid.llee for lind ae~inst 
Jone ... cI.im ... nd how il .bela ull ~&~inst die evi. 
dence for and 'So,inst Anita Hill,. Of course. wc -
.Jon'" have aU ,hI;! evidcli~. Bur we hll'lG oloe oFi". 
And bc:a.tSC It is the president himself who h:w as
siduou.l1y kept the telt ofit rrom Wi, it', hordl)' un· 
f.ir to him to do a renbtiV<l2n1iysl., b:ucd on what 
we know now, ofwh~t (ifMything) h.ppened be
<weon him .... d Jon .. on Mny 8, t 99 I. Such .n 
Gn3lysis follows, intetwov~n wirh 4 chronological 
accollnt uf tbe tortured process by which Jone~J 
rtory emerged in .,..rly 1994, amid d;.belit:f Alld de· 
';~iul\, And me subsequent COl',.,. or the Itw.ruit. 

The account wilr ~in widl .""11[' .hcddins 
lillh! on her motive:s and tlom focus on mo~ c1irc«
Iy ~Icv:mt eviden"", St:trling with the m~~'dlle ~rti
de ,Iu' .putTed ]ones in ... ly I g!)~ tn hrcok her d
lence abo"t Clintoll's ~l1c&ed haraS5n1ent orher

-because h Implied rh., she h.d I~en one ofClin
tun'. lovers-it will relate Ihe bungled em",. by 
Jones's first I~wyer [0 get lOme kind of redress ftom 
em pre"id~nr: the! fi:LWX)~cum .. prtlS conference at 
whiGh Jones went public Rt G Ointon-b;.,hing right. 
wlllg r;QndavC:i her rctcmtif.m or two lh:i~ton who 

Clllmem.<dvc5 ·country la~" Gilbert Davis .nd 
10sel,h Camm=ta, of p.lrfu, --Virgini.; Ihe 
.I"".nr".hou, bid by Bob Bennett to he~d off Iter 
$700,000 lCllu:al h.rassment l.w5uit throllgh lung
dll'inmw w'l;:phoJu;: nq)Od~cjon't witl, tlte ptwidcnc 
arp1re:ntly liulng in; the allcll"lion. of dtC: M.y G, 
1994 mmpl1int, and the dewled c:vidence lUPllOrt
i~lB !\I\d eounteting them: :tnd Bcnnctt'~ multimedia 
lawytring aince die com.rlaint w:IS filed, from his rc
"""t<:d "1'1''''',"0«0 Qn UtttJ' Kins Lirl< to his o.ch .... 
trntion ort:hc: pn:.,ident's Sup~OIe Court appeal. 

Such lawyerillg docs lIot come cheap. The aC
eruod f«o .lId co.tt of Iknnett-who hOI 5J'1Cnt 
more ofM, 'own tinte dcrel1ding Clinton on televi· 
slon than In counrooms-and hi. mC:SA-lirm, 
Skadtlen. Arps, Slate, Mc.,shcr &: Floln, have prob. 
.101), nlountetl above $2 milliun .Iready, triple the 
$700,000 in d.m~g<s 00"8ht by .he P.ul. Jnll .. 
cunll'blnt. That would bring the total.cc:rued fees 
lnd con. or Clinton's /bur prlv;ue low Gn"a '0 
nbout $5 miUion [sec ·Pees: $S Millio!> And 
Collnting." page Gil, Bill to Ihe miraculous 110M 
Forluno ord,c prqi<IC11( Md h;r Ia,~, twO biS in
surnn~ (lDmp:>nies MY\: (XI",C 10 die rescuc:, gener· 
olL,lr :l.wmlng rapon.'ilhllhy ror Sk..ddcn'slbio. 

YOI.I should be 10 luckr, if .nyone ever IUC$ yOU 

for sexll.1 h.,.usment. 

A WOMAN NAMlO "PAUlA" 
""ub Coruin JUlia', life ehan&<d dmm.rico.Ur in 

corly I 99{, in • ch3in of c:vent3 th~t bcg:tn when 
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.h~ wall ",~nri(,)lh .. " u one or BiU CJilltOr,~" Ilpp:., .. 
<nely cOIllpllan! cnllqlltsr:.. ill ~n :ucidc l!y con.e,. 
vativc ;nllrnalin O!lvic.l Bl'<"Jek. In :l&tory ,h"t dc
t:\ile),f 1I11~'sntion" hy r~ur ofCli .. toni former JtiI[~ 
'mol'<'·tn"fygllmf •• llrock rel""tcd thu a. ~<.>Ver· 
nor nF l\,knn$3'. Clinton hod .. oed ,he j"'''p .... 
hnrh In IU'OC'\11'f!1 wulftcn who cnush, hill C'Y"-in
chl(linS unc: n:ullcd Ml'nub,· wlu') w:u dcUvcn:cJ to 
Clilltoll ill a 1'00ni ., the Exccl$;o, Hutel_1I1110 

• &:ilil:lte :lntt conet:'llloI18 .. t~rm axtl'A.l11AthQJ "fEU ... 
with CcnJ1ifcr fo1tJMn arId \l11teOl'1, 

This W:l.llh. '~llIe D3vld Druck. who h3d w,itten 
Ihe be.,t.stlling 1993 book Tht krill Ani", IIlIl. In • 
one-.cid("(1 hut ,:e-I,1i~('I~J1t ,J;I;",,"tion "f nlcl,md new 
"';~<I\" JI ... " Hill ond ~i elm'L"'" "",Insl Clarence: 
""1111:\'. Bmck h:KI .. vagcd me demure professor 11.1 
Ili:1t. Anll,"~ nth .. thin&". 8""'" h",1 .. n. ........ 1 Hill', 
GI'l""I'c:'II' (t.,u Q\n:f\llIy t:nn .. ",n"sed) lil)'C'r;t1 iJculuh<i-
• ..1 a"il1l11' "l\'oIno, ·"",m ... lId her 'en'ynr clc:L,l' In 
Knillg pllhlic. f'Or tl,i •• Brock hinuclfwJ& wid"'y $:N. 

ftgt.\1 by libcul( (Iilc~ N,.w Mt,,b Tima c:oln'1U,i~t 
1'1'1\111.. Jlid1) AS '" risin-wil1s lunC;i1r udsc. 

-HI' CheMin' tlcarr.- which 'I'peat~d in the 
Janu~ry 199~ i.,ue of rhe Cli"lnn.b.,hinS TIM 
Amtl'itlln .~~·MllJl'l txSlln circ:ul4ring in w4whins" 
lun .bom !')ccclIIb<r 17.1993. and In Utile R.tx:k. 
10l.ln :lftcrw3I'd. It w:I., rolluwed by a lone. Oeccln· 
her 21 invenis-.,ri ... ~ "t~CL" in (he lAl A"gl/~1 Ti»ln. 
n,'I'HJrtius rhC' IIII\Ill.C fUllr 'nH,p~IlJI' a.ll"sation. about 
Clinton's !eX life. while It,,·~jng:1 series of eFrom 
m:ld. in 1993 hy ,h. C-1inh,n c.mp 10 di~,tI,d •• h., 
tnXlI'N.·rH (rom spcakins Chlor--lftcillClins I'I1<mc calla 
fmlll ,ho p,al".nt h1m,cltro lron!'C. O.nny l.ec 
I'crg'L~nn, Pc'I:II~l)n-the one who h .. 1 $Oid Ointnn 
hAd him d.Hv., P ... r. Jon ... 0 hi, ho •• 1 room
d.imed 'M' the preside". d."Sled p.,."ibl. (.d<nl 
Jobs for him .nd .norher uoopcr (= -A TrOOper'i 
'ral"-" p~cc 631. 

Acoo,JinS to h., con.pl.int. J .... It .. h.d h •• rd 
nOlhil\8 ~bout tlu; J3~k an:idc~ or In hlnl Dr II 
ql1lck Clinton tryst with °r-dula" at the Excelsior 
HOlel. H:lvinl: swo'n her friend. nnd .i.,te •• to .i· 
lence ",fret rh<: nXc:clliiQf en<.'Ountcr in 1991. JonCl 
hod Ix.n ""S«l to reco",lu« ,1",'"S 11,< 19?2 cnm
p:lign !,,,"lidly aboul (;linton', cx,rnm.til.1 nd ... ,,· 
rur=., wirh C':r.ftuirer FlowC'" lind others. lilt C!1I1C'c:1 
II\".IAI ond ,old h ... h. nuSh, '" do <K'mnhing.· n:
tall. Jon .. ', frlend "cbr:lll:!llcl1Ilnt. But Jones did 
IInlhin". 1","oltSc. she h., raid. she feared "obndy 
would hdil~ lu.·r. !trul hf:.caUR .he WJ •• em warkins 
\lOd(f Q C:linr()n :'iI'JtI.'Ilmcc. MC~U1Whik, ~hc; ..,eot Qn 
wIth hcr li'e. She and her hU.d.and lilel,holl h.d a 
b"by in 1992 •• nd mnved tn Lnng I\coeh. (".,Iili" • 
• i., in "'id-I9'.>3. h. J."".". 19'.>~ .h. hod ...... noel 
to II,k,"",. 10 vi'" he, r.le"d. ond r.mlly. Th.,·, 
when D.br~ lI:tllclltlne rcod Ibe kcy p:,,~~,.ph to 
Jon .. oyer rhe "hnn< whil. cd.",I"IinS 0 1",ocI" 

On" I'If the- .mc'i'\'~ tOlJ ,he: "0(1 or 11U'f'f (2in" 
1011 had ,~d :l WOIIl:lll 3t :a rccr.(Hlnn In {he P.ICC:I • 
• io. Holtlln dnwnlown Ultl. Ro(k .••• Clilllon 
:uL:eod h11" hi ~rpM!lf'h ,he W('Im,". wh<,", ,1\. 
ctYO,J(r ~m"'llIk,,",J \tulY:l/l r';II1II01, tc:II Ilcr ltnw at
rr'!lC'tlVC' rM AOW1"r\or t"M,.~h( .he......as. :lind t:tkc her 
to " room in lIu: hotd when: Clinro" would be 
w~i,i"A' A, the tt'O()rtH !a(lbined it, the JltllndArd 
pmL-rJUR: in ;II ~ Ilk~ ,tds w» raJ une: uf lhcm to 

inrorm (he nntcl (hat (he s"ycMftr ncM~ * I'OUftl 
fnr a Ahem tlMC' bC'e.'\I.UC he w,l$ t"Xp«lin,:m lm
p"rt:1rtf enll rmm "'Ie Whi'll r J.o\IM . •. • [Alr\O'f hot 
('nr;oulHtr whh (~IIUlolI, which la!'lrcd no mnre 
'h~n ~n hour :u ~fl<" (roop('l stood by in the hall, 
du: t.mo(Jcr ~id T".IIII:t tuld him 1M W!l:S 3Y.)i1;1.bie to 
"0 Clil~ton'. ~"Iar girlfriend ifhc..o d~~d. 

NOVI!MlI£R I99G. SO 
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WASI-IINGTON. D.C., SUP£IUAWV~ BoB BeNNETT: WHILE HIS FIRM HAS BEEN 
ACCRUING AN ESTIMATEO $2 MILLION IN FEES. BENNETT HAS SPENT MORE TIME 

DEfENDING THE PRESIOENT ON TELEVISION THAN IN THE COURTROOM. 

J 
ONllS WAS MORTIfIED. ACCORD· eide to go public with this. the [Notional! F.1Iquin:r 
ing to her eomplD.int. She rccollhi7.cd her- wil!!..y you a Inillion dollal1: • 
lelf InlCu.ntly N the «r~\1la· whom chG He;; D.pq1os,,..ed over Qlld over 0Ig;1in," n:c;:;tlll'l 8.,1· 
IlOOpct had delivered 10 d.e h<ltd room. So lentine. who wilnr..$ed Ihe convcrmion. "He w.~ 
.lId Debra B:illemlne. And 10 would aClins like he didn't like Clinton at ~JI •••• H. 
P.nld. Bbck.rd, who had been with Jones t.lk.d to us for. lonj rinlo." Sir ... 1.1" "Ir w:u just 
01 the E~c:d.i<>r ,h.t d.y. Aod Jon.s· ..... 0 cty.ot:tl c:Icor to m<:, if 1 had h.,d my dnubt [she h.d .l<_, .nd h.r hu,b.ncl. JooO$ h.d ,,,1.1 .11 of d,em cold lIle ,lie ""rh]." 

th.t ,he had [.bIlITed .exu~! ad'rulcc.! by ClintOIl Perguson. on Ihe odlcr h.nd. denird lhi, and 
Ih~t d:l)'. W1.~t \YUlIld they Ix-Iicvc no\W Liltle Rode cl.ilned in hiv JUlle 1994 answer ro Joncs'! I'Wlmil 

P.08 

tt:\C'a. Thi5 iPi:ln action which W:1Ii announced nfter 
an nrnrdon rhrc:tr W:t~ turned down, Do che Re. 
public",,, rt'ally II':InI In ride lids hCII.IC?" 

nenncu. mention or:01l extorlinll tI"<':I1 al'l'ar. 
f:'luly r~re,.. to no cR'orr TraylCJt' tI,,,Jc in J.unmry 
I'I!H to selld d """"'!;. 10 (:lilllllfl Ihmul:h (;cur~" 
(AK,k •• I'ollricilily n"riv~ I.inl. Rod. hu.,hIC~III;\n 
whnlll'lbylor bdic:v«l 10 Ix- do,e ,<I Clill'"I1. "., 
~erly who I w", nid helw<C1I Ihelll i, ill Ji'i'~lc. 
l~I'ltl' jonc& WWI nul I''''''~nt:. 

(:'.,k. who h.1.1 ~,iJI,c rcfu~ ailite time even 10 
<:OlIvey "'"yln", mC$,"'lI'l III Ih. Whire Ilull .... I"'e' 
liiCIU'cl an "ffi..J~v;. allnut hh: mc.·"ting witf,"'r:lylc,,', 
31'1'nrently I.rq.arcd by II Clillton la~, in I.illir 
1~4K.·1c1 "Traylncr •• ,,,,,iJ (j<tncllf h:I(1 a d;lim "~,,inli' 
I'rl. .. i,'cnt '(liOlOII ~nd. if .he did nOl ser mll'K")! Ii" 
Ir. &he """,Id crnhnrrass hinl pllblicly. ••. Be s:aid he 
k,ww hi. ClISC W3.1 wc1k. but Ii. necdc:d rh. elirn' .. ..r 
"c .. «dcol the mUIle)' ••• Traylor ""iJ il woldd help 
ir I'r~'lI:i,If.·nt <:linton wt'tulllgf:'t r~ul4 11 ;oh nut in 
(~lirtrtlli •. I told 'Imylor dIn! Wllllid u.: ;U'g.1I." 

Tr;1ylor Inld 7"hf Wtflllillglnll (>Ot/ ill M~y 1994 
110"1 10nt'S h.d I'''''''r "'1:$.":'''''' ,h .. I •• ,,,oJ. • j"l, !I' 
I"onry f"'l11 the prel:idelli. H. rold "'C Ihal C,".k. 
ClRiJl'\vil !I,lm",I1"' fairly rcn"t whilt WOIA prupwcd Of 
,liscll~~d" in II.dr 90-minulC nlcclillS' .nil d."ied 
I'rnl ... ~ing allythi"ll iml""pcr. LIllI he turned •. lide 
my ,ILm.arc.l qUelrion,. Whnt'5 clL':" iJ thar ';~yt,')r 
wa~ w:ly. w.y uver his head Irying In de.1 wilh Ihe 
pN'3idC:J'IIt. 'ItA mi~hi\lltJliuB of ,he I".mla julU.'JI 111OU

tc, ill early 1994 I .... lUI 10 do wilh her diffilllhy 
11,'11 in~ pcople ro 10ok.1 Irer .lIej;>,dons and evi· 
dence ~riuusr)' ('Y('-r linee". 

'Ihylor h.d JUllel .isn Ihe (now rerlllin:lleJ) 
uUllinKc;nt r.;c ~n(r.1(;l on wilich Sc:nnc:u h"s Ci\S[ 

4~I'N.inn.. It ~.ve lhylur one-Ihird or QIIY 
amounlS paid to )OIlQl for allY news ~tidO\ 0' "tcl~ 
vision, r2dit). or movie wntr.tcu. w JOl\GC hl'\lC ",id 
.I,. ~t.Ullcd Ihis ~ !l2nd.rd "'ngll.Io"O' 

t\c;conlh!lIlo het curren' l'wrelS.lonet lurned 
down an offer of $700.000 in mid-M(I)' 1994 CO 
teR her "Dry Qn television. She hM1,lcdg<-d to give 
to charity Any d.n'''Bo .wn...J ,I .. t ""'Y bo I.t. OYo' 
.rtcr poying her b~rs. . 

Joncs·s proml~c 1a uncnrQt'«\\ble, of course:. So. 
by Ihe way. is die leller in which Pr .... ident and Mnr. 
Cllllltrn prull1i~cd to give 10 chari!)' (or the govern
~e"t) !U\y mflllc), t"!lt nitty be 'tt.: ovar Ftom. tho;t 
I'midendal Lc&.II!~rcnlC Trust, .ftCl' payment of 
.helr awn >uorncyi £eg. 

An ac.1denllc pninl now, perhaps. since Ihe 
!niSI's liabilities dW1rfiDi :l.lSCtt. 

is:lll incubator of ~ijl, especially about sex. PfI'l'- th .. JOIIO< hod "inquired .. to how much mnll"Y 
~ soon people .11 ovcr tOWll would hear aboul how (he] thooGht th.t she co~ld make (or hcr~lf hy I RI&lll Wille PLUT'! 
Pftul." hAd Apparently bcc:n OflC or ClilltQ1l, Wq- wmin& forwud. widl her :alk.'gmlolllSt .. "..", 

'lUC$t$, .nd which 1'~~I. it h~d been. Mler gelting nowhere with Geo",,,, Coole. Tr~y. 
·When ~nplc $:Iy $Omc:thing like dul. il pis.o;cr I f.IIIRC[ OF mlllmON lor-. ,df-descrlbcd "ycllow-dtrg DeIIlIJCrat"-

)'Ou ofF." .. ",lnn .. '. frlend P:.md. RI.c!c.:.rd. ·You " 11\ [ lAlUOIl .. lIod emr} •• I ........ AUld. R.o.:k IoW)'llr ond lon&-
gel m.d." M.d at the moS"zine. M.d .t crooller Fivc days later Ballenrine put Jane. in much fime Clinlon erllie wilh conI''', in Ihe n.rion21 
I'crgll.oon. ,h. CII .. ,,,", I>o..IY6,,0,,1 who bod laken wi.h ber close r,lend Daniel ·n.ylor. a sm.lI·rlme prc.~ •• )~tk.son had been remilled by two of the 
Jones to Clinlon's hOlel room thar doy, olld who solo pr:leririoncr in Little Rock whu d0c:51C:l1 esl2te lroapel'1l to help Ihem PC<Idle meir Itorlcr tbout 
w:u obviou$ly 5rocl<:$ 501Irc:e. And mad AI Bill Clln· L,w ~nd oth" work. Jones W1l\tcd him to try 10 sc:t Iheir roles in Cli,lIon', :rllcllcol ~Cll<::lp.des. He me~ 
ton-who. M lone:. StlW It. WQ.$ mpon.ibfc for the! lOme $Orr of tedrc.u rrom Ointnn. with JonCJI "a.nd WQ very Cf\\lch pcr,uft.dod dUlt die 
"lrol. ugly busin.... Wh:rl.or, of rcdreu? Jones clQim$ th~t her only w •• telling Ihe truth." Jack.on "Y'" He '~S!.>r:$lcd 

AI it 1utr.n3, Jon~ f3.n inco 1'i:'-S1l.&On Of' J~nu.. putpW~ w;u to 6'" du~' plC2iIJcm (0 mO\~t; WOlf; kind rh:u nne w:ay [0 gee IIII.natJonaJ. exposure" for Jona', 
try 8. 199 •• day or two Afler le1rnlng of the "r p\,l>lic statement clC3ling her Mtne, .nd Ih~1 she Story would Ix- to pll:llYb~ck on a press conrerc:ncc 
Bfock article, ~I rhe GoIJen Corr.1 SIe1khousc in h04 nevcr b«n in it lOr money or ,"nle. nllt Ointon thai his !roaper clientS were .Iready planning, at the 
Noreh Lirrle RbCk. He W:1 .• havinl; lunch with hiJ: .ctJlT~1t~ h:lV~ F..nnc.-d I\'!1piclom "bout h~r n\otl"es "I,cum,,,s COMc-rvlltjw Pulit;ca. Ac;;tiQn Coofer-
wire while Jones lunched with B.llentine. Accord- b" filling the airw.lv(s wilh conullcnli like this one cnee (CPAC) io Washinston. 
Ins <0 her cunovla;nt, J<lOg ""nrroOled I'org ... on by Clio""" toumcl nub Dellnelt Oil CNN th~ lan· ., dlsc=ed the dow",,;de to thaI; fCCillI' Jilek· 
abollt me miele. end he bcc.me "1",Josc:tie. saying UAry: ·I.onk, tlti, iI a UW$lIil where rhe initial fcc .on. ·which was th~1 il would be wilh me. Ihal 1 I 
Ih'l" 'Clinton told me you wouldn't do any thins agreemenl with her l.:Iwycr. M,. Tr"l'lor. sa)" he geB wa' .lre:Kly demODi~d as the Bill ainron ncrnCliill. 
tnyw:2y. P:llIl:t.' .. nnd observinc thllt" "if you de- .. eut; or the Itction of:u1Y mov;e\I:. nny lmuk gon- al'C'hcncmy-l--wh;d, tt. White HOUK creation. I'm 
~ ____________________________ ~J 
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not that •••• And I knew (CPAC) was a righr-wins 
'''8.n;,,,.ion and thot thot wnuld be .I<wc;d by che 
",-Instream preu mnd mcdi., And 'pun by me 
White House. :1.1 something su.~pccr." 

Despite luch warnini'" Troylor ond hi.e dien. 
(oblivious l'O pnlitiC6, by all accounts) decided co :an
nounce her .1I.&ar;o~'" her .lomond for ;a pr .... 
idcnWJ2p<lln1l)'-<21 2 I'r~ confcrrncc on Fcbru:uy 
J J, I 99{, in eonjunclion will, rhe CPAC confer
tn.,.. Shc 2nd h .. h",b.nd 'r~'..t ••• h .... me 
mgt wid. J.ck.on 211d hi, uooper dients • .".bo were 
."utinS a "Troopers •• e 'Wbl .. le-lIlowcro I'und.· 
Jones told d.e .,cporten that Clinlon h.d !fled to 

ki~ hc., fC,'\ched under her clothing, and 'asked her 
'" pcrto,m "" un'pccillcd "typc of ..... " Bu. ~rk>. 
did most of the t.lking, proyiding few d.t.il~ .nd 
RVC.ely Ii"'iring rqlOttell' ql'tlitioning ofloncs. A.I 
• ... ult ... ys ].d,-'.n. ",h. w •• n't .lIowcd to ". 
forthcoming and tell he! Story."TI •• t only enhanced 
the III.plclons Irn.ratCd by ClifF J.cbon·, IPO_'" 
Ihip 2nd the choice of a Clinton-b2£hinlt, rleht. 
wing confttenec as • forum, 

Lloyd Grove m.de dc",," fun of the whole CPAC 
alhlr, rldlcullngJonc(5 pleA conference as "yet an
othet as~nsion of Moun! Bimbo" pla)'l:<! out in 
ftont of a "tittering ~d chuclding" crowd. 

n.. N.w ~ .... 'Jimn publi.h.a IOu. oI.o.t, .obcn 
Ikeptical p~"graphs the day alrer the J(lnCS pm .. 
conference, deep in dIe paper, endirts with a Slate
ment for the prelidcnl by Mark Ge2r:1n. ,hen Ihe 
White HO\lK communicatlol\$ dim:tor: "It is not 
.,.... He does "01 ..:call meetina hcr. Hc .... "~""r 
:done in II hotel with hcr." Curiously, Ge2l:1n-a 
c.,n:/i.J! 1Il2n who musthaft chccked with dIe presi
dent--onliued the won! "room.· Jones hod nil" or 

The pRU COnfoNftee """ " r,;",eo. QQd Jonet', 
""gue cI.ims wac widely ignored or dismi~~ N a 
. ",bclow .Idah_. 1111:ec d2YS "ter, six potosr~ph. 
deep in a WiUhj"tt-n h" Sryle Seclion color piece. 

I 
P PAULA lONES'S SEXUAL HARASSMENT SUIT AGAINST 
l'residenr Clinl'On Is "t.bloid tt~h.· .. Clinton counsel Bob Bennerr 
~, 11 II proving to be "'Iher expenslye t .... ,h to dl'pose 0(. But (ottu
n.ldy for chc president and his bwyl:rs, two big insu,.nec comp:UI\es, 
SClrC P:lrm 2nd P:.clGc Indemnity, h.~'I'C agtccd to pick up the t:tb. 

Bon"c,., • p<\'tROt I" th. W .. hington office of Slatddc", Arpa. SI.ce, 
Mc:tgher & Plom '/Vhose Il:Indard billing ,.te wu $175 an hour in 

mld-19?~ (he relwed l'O tell me wh31 he's ch~r8illll the PfCiidclIl), has de
ployed a ~\ladron ofbwycrs since May 1994. and. tbtl y~'U', A c:au1,le ofl2W 
proressor. who are helping with the president's pending U.S. Supreme 
Cout, 'rrc~l. even will. 110 di,<OYcry and no triAl (10 r.r), Sk.,dden' •• c
crued ~ _nd cosu for lhe P;t~la ]ona c:I$C may wdI have mounted :Ibove 
$2 milliort ~re~dy. by my cstim.t~ And the feQ could so:v much hil!hcr if 
the Supreme Court teus down the presidenli11 immunity nonew.il th.t 
Bennett h:u .10 far used to shield Ibe plC.!ident from any factu~ develop
menr on the: tndit$ of1ofJQ\ dOli,.", 

This estimate is cxlt;tpolaled from public repotl! by thc Presidenri.1 
Leg:tl Expente TrUlt, wbkh the Clinton. created in Jltne J 994, after rhe lit
ina of rhe "",,,t. Jon". ,011, lO L.Ja. in contribulioru 10 hdp I"'Y thdr cnuh
ing Icg:tlexpensCi. The most recenl tel'oru I~te thar in Occe.n""r 1995, 
,he In,ur.u paid Skadd." $891,880 "n ."tAl billin.., of$I,018,707l'or ..... 
vim rendered from May 1994 chrough Sc:IHcrnber 30, 1995. (The 
,156,827 tbat h:td not been paid, lCCO.ding to die trull's reportS, npp~renl
ly Indud"" $Om. or .11 of Bennett" billin.., lor hi. m.ny hou .. defendins 
the presidenl on television and in IntctvlCW$ with re(lOue ... ) 

Th., OVC"'sg .0. 1i,,1. 0"" $60,000 m mon,h fo, .."vl .. , rend.red 
rhrough Septemhcr 1995. Since no I",hlic disclosure. ofSkadclen'. bilJinJ;iJ 
hay. been m~de since Ihen. and since Bennett h21 nOI r.'llOnded ro letters 
!'rom me inquirin!! into those billinG", ony c.tim.te of .hc sccru"" Sk.'ldd." 
r~ to d,te mU<t be bn~ed on Olltd.,,,,, nun,hers. nUl, ':Ulllning ,h., Sk.d· 
den', { .. , .nd apc ..... have cominued m moun, at "'~ INllC $6()'oOO-pc'
nlOh(h ",tc. this WQuld b,ing the tot:d e1imatc above $1.8 million as of 00-
tober 3 I. And thar rotal woltld rile to nearly $2.1 million if one ,'UI,umct 
(\«< con..,....,iv.ly) thor .he mnn.hly len.1 ""' .. h."" '''.'''aM $80.000 over 
chc past 13 months, due to Ihe extraorclin2IJI costs of seeking rehearing en 
b.nc .rl., Ihe January' reJ«tlun of me; Immlmll)' dab" by ,he U.S. Coun 
of Appeal' for the Eight Cllcllit; of petitioning for Suptemc Court review; 
and ofbriefin& the cue on the MeritS. 

All of which brinS" tho fee. :ond eon. of "'C ClinrolU' lOur pri"". low 
firm.l 1M l"tether to dQt>Ut $5 million, ,'1<lding S,,"lIlIen', feci to the atimat
ed $, mUlion .ecrued by Washington's Willi .... &: Connolly. rhe Cllmons' 
main 12w firm. rod $n ,000 accrued by two Little Rock firms thor h~ve 
hdld out in Ihe Whltcw:uet,l'.ul. JQ[1"', 2nd othel matte", 

The Willi",ms: 8t Connon" osdmMo j. compu~dd 41 followct ",c rnu:ct
, 

mos, retc"t public report ahowl the flrm', billin&, <:tmc to $2,552.266 (:15 
oflune~) ror services rendered throngh April ~. 1996. The tn'St'. repo'tS 
"lOW thar the firm's avenge for services rendered for me six months endirtg 
Apr!l30 were MoUt $120,000 per tRoll,h. If the feci .nd COI\$ have condn
ued Qccruins 2t m~ uma nne tor the ~1'X m~n.du: endins Oerobe, at, thn.t 
would bring rhe tot.11 above $3 million. Auu",ing m more con~eM\tivc 
$100,000. mouth for the past slx months-tn lI"'t o(thc windup oCthe 
Senate Whitcwoter invenig11ion rhis spring-would bring Willi_ens II/: 

Coftnol1y duwn to beeween $2.9 milG"rt ""d $3 ... IOion, 
To d.1tt. Ihe bnguilhing ttus_Uoqui:ally known ~ the Ointoni l=1 

defense fund-has reporled m.king p:lymenh of only $6,1,154 on me 
Pint P:lmily's huge ICI1I debt. wilb ~ c::I!h b.l~nClC of only $141,932 2S of 
June 30, The trust has had difficulty raising money-in part becawe it 
ch~se to lim;t dvnon to .. maximum 0($1.000. year, but ,,110 bc:~UI~ h 
Ius yidded 10 rhe opinion of the Office ofCovcmment Ethics dl111r could 
not actively solicif conrriburlons ~nd h:lllloppc:d accc:pting money from 
lobbyi ... after the president dr<w criridsm ror doing &0. . 

Oua ,hil DIeM the Clintons will havc 10 come up with rnorc ,han $4 
milliOh-pc,I,ol" muol. mol"C'-to pay lItoir lawyers! 

Nor quite. To the Ilro;1t sood fortune of the president 4nd his lawyers. 1'2-
dlie Indemniry and St~te Farln h.ve b.iI..,.! theM out in the roula Jones 
e .. e. Somcone (it', unci." who) di=vered i" Jun. 1995 ",tn. r~<tI tho! 
had 'Pl"'fCntly C$4','\001 the ~ltcndon of all the prcsiden(s lawyers during the 
Ii .... I ~ momh, of ~,c /'aula Jonc. """", Tid. was ,ha, each lD6urec .. ""abl] 
h~d 2 duty to defend Ihe presiclenl 1182insl P:lula Jones's d~ims unde, 'tan' 
d2rd p.rsnn~lli.bi1i1y unlbrclla policiCil (covering different time periods), 
whi.h Ih. Clinrn", h,d hOllSh. (0' •• ,iA. Ih .1. ... ,Iy 1990 •• Eve" bettG" 
the two insurers have obliginelY paid (or tl8reed to P1Y) rhe bulk oFSk.,d· 
den';'! ever-mounting fCCii alter rcaddng a deal In private ncgotladons. 

Such a deal: You hin: one ofworld\ mosl ClIpen<ive low finns, ~nd it rltnl 
up 1eg.'Il CXllCn\(Z dwarfing the toral d:unages southt by the pbinrifE And dltll 
you M.ilY ynut In .. ,,,,",,,, <nh'I'''''Y • yeor 1 ... Ihot)'Ou ""f"'d them 110 I"'Y for 
it ill, :md to keep p;lying u the fees so .. through the $2 mOlion m:uk. 

And ,he In~urance p:.ymcnu arr bcnc:ntlnS th~ law nrms as wen al the 
Clintonl. Sk~dd~n, which would otherwise be holding II vcry large h~8 due 
to the in.bilily of the Clinton •• nd the tWIt to P,1Y more than II &.Ietion of 
rh< f<e<, i. nnw e-ine roi" hl'the i".u,. ... Th ..... k ... h. 51.."'1,1 .... bunl.n 
(II I •• " (or the tillle I.i<:lllg) ofT the nun, ftccing up itslimircd nmds to pay 
marc fa Willi.m, I5c (".onnnlly. 11 .. almon •• re s.lIIlncJ<-b,~d to WlJIl,,,., 
&. Connolly (or we!! over $2 million, cxtr.t(lobtin~ from the $1,732,266 
out$landing balance reported by the trust for lervlces renderecllhroush 
April !IO. A. nr Jnne 30, the t.nOl ".<.1 p.id WilIi.ms &. Connolly 0 tot<tl of 
only S('20,OOO-incillding $200,000 thar .he trWI cook back fruRl Sk:u!
den In rebru2'y, after Skaddcn h2d hll paydl" whh rbe III.urera-on 
biUingll of $2,352,266. 

Pauu Jona', I~WYCI1, Gilbert 0:1viII and ]osC!Ph Cammarn!a, have run up 
"hul\drodr ,.,r ,ham:,md, ,.,f doll:'lrt in c:ln\~" worlci"S Oil tho 0UIt:1 IiIlX'ordinJ to 
Davis. Some ofth_ dcl.>u (the rest rem.1in outstanding) hAve been paid by 
the I'.ul. Jon .. I"'ll.1 Pund, which w.IS .," up lO rctcl'I'C don.tlons and tut. 
I3kcn in something under $200.000. mccordi.,g l'O Cindy H~ys, • W:t$l\inll
ton p\,blie rd2tion, agent who runs me Nnd. This includes h2lf of the 
$50,000 tftllt Joncc etrnoc.l in Q No P,xcw;Ql1en"-, promotion. OO"CI ,"vc th«:! 
other $25,000 to a women's 6helter in Virginin.) Hays refuses to disclose 
namCl of contrlbuto", saylllS they were promised confideml:tIJty. A fc:w who 
h2ve identified IheJn!d.cs 26 contributOI$ arc "",,ci2lcd with cormrvative 
c:tuse •• But Hays s:tr. d,e avct:1ge donarion was $19 "I:LII time 1 d\ccked." ·w. s.' t; .... d... ",.,UnS in Ih~ n<Wllp.pcro ."a. iti ",;"S I'u"docl by ,h. 
Chrisrian righl nr by th. Repllbli~n P:.rty or by the 'ight wing of the Re
publlc3n ratty; mdds Ilmys. "I keep l()(1klns f(lr Ihose rlghr-wingers. Where 
are tl,cyl Where il the ntOnL'Y from the Christian ri~'!· -S. T. 
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C»U"., d.imcd th ... he ond ClinlO" h"d been th.. 
only two people in the enti ... l.'.xcclsior Hotel that 
d~y. A nondcnial deni.l, pcrh~psl Me.nwhlle, 
Clinlon Ilide George Stcphanopoulos dismilf.cd 
Jonc.s's prcs$ conrerenee as "a chc:tp politital fUlld
",bins uick." 

When the pre.!.! conf'crence f1oppcci, Jac\twn 
says, he convinced Traylor to tty J'<!r~adlng. na
tion.l, e!lt:lbli,hmcnt newsPAper of the sttength of 
Jones's a11cg:ltions and cviden(C, by "glving thtm an 
exciuJiv'l;, WQtlclng with d;\~m oftly." J"d,qon teCOm
mended Michac!lsik..,FF, A widely tc$pccted inves
tlg:ltive reporter. then with The W/I.II!illgto" I'm and 
n_wid. it! .!lili .. ". Ntwlwtdt. 

Jsjkoffimm~"tcly intc:NlcwdJon<$ Cltlenl!l'h. 
on "'I"'), h., hu,b • .,d, P.m.l. BI.ck.rd. 0.1.,0 
Ballentine. Jonc.s·f two ,isters. her mother, and oth
m. Including White House offiei.ls And ClintOn 
aid .. in Little Rod,. where he did some of his r.· 
search. In February, he drafted A story 8tteMing the 
mengtb of their evidence:. But Ihe /'usl. edho!. 
held it up. dmid multiple rc<j,u<:$ufor more n:port
ing. redr:>.ns, and revisions. The editon involved 
r.l. tI. •• mo" work h.d to h. done ril:h' up until 
rhe d.y it W3S /lnbhed ~nd put in .he paper," I:lYS 
Robert KaUer, the hs(, managing edito" OW. were 
txtrc:mdy carer uI in Ii~ht of the n~tun: of the· ao:cu· 
l~tioO.· lsiko/f, on the o.her h,"d, bIer told the 
A.".,riranjtJu,.""liI'H R~v;"uJ! "t-Itving dOh!.': rhe re .. 
porting, ! felt to no. publish the lIory was with.· 
bolding inform.1tlon from the .... de .... " 

Prustrotcd wi.h the PDst, ]011'" And her husb:md 
wandered Inro the wdcolnlng ums of conservative 
ac;tivistr$ I\nd the Chrhabn right. whim was hat;n, 
a pMh 10 their door. They ~src:cd 10 be videotaped 
by producers for f.lr-right televangelist J<'ry I':llwcU 
for wh.t turned O\lt to be Q scurrilou, video tailed 
Tilt Clinlon Chrfl11Mft', Jona :U'O Appeared on PAt 
Rob.:mon'. 70() Clu~ show on the Christi.n Bto:ul. 

.,."ine Network .hd WlS intervicw.d by conserva-' 
uve mwi. endc Reed Irvine on hil cab!e tdo:vi'ion 
,how. M~whilc, l,v1nc'l Ac:a.r.rn~ in Media. cook 
Out full.p.ge ads In the l'o/l ~nd other ncwwp.pcn 
Accusing .hem of supprming ~n important stnry. 

We"" Jona (or'1'roylor. or other people ~isinll 
her) seeking $/Imething mon: th.n to clc.'It her lIond 
n.mel They did, .flot .11, ClCOCC. n.,ion.l_odd 
to rebut & single p.r~$tlph buried deep in a 101111 
.tory in a risht.wing lourn:tl-2 jOllrnal th.t h~d 
not ev~n mentioned ·~u14J· lut o:lme. Jones :md 
Traylor have sold their purpose W3S to brinlll"c.s· 
IUr<: on Cllnron 10 moke • public al'olO\'iY' Du. th, 
prcdicuble cft'ffi hO$ been to genemte Q huge: w.ve 
of publiciry f.r more d.m'BinG to JonC$', re'lut~. 
,ion th." MO ,m.1l p.togmph in 7'/" Amtrirll" 
Sprclll~r GOUld possibly h,"," &en, 

"M'ybe: soys Jonc:.<~ t"ricnd r.m Dlock."Ud. ".I,e 
bit off morc tll;ln she could dJCW.· 

TII( S47S"AN-1I0UR MAN 
Wlm really put \';tul. ]UIlCO'. nome in Ihe h .. d

lines w.u not her initial pres: conference. or even 
the filing of her laws"ir. but rnthc' the decuion by 
President CI;",nn to rct;liD nob ~nnett to dcrcnd 
the a.~e, which hit the p.pers on May 3. 1994. 
Suddenly. It seemed like thl> mu,t IIlcon rani cr,,,,
hie for the pr""idenl. He already h~d David Kendall 
ofWillt"ns 8.: Connolly working full·tilrlO defend 
him 1ft tho WhitevJQ£:or invCS't;&!ltinn: now h~ ~~ 
hiring an even more cxPC:I\!jyC I.wycr-th. $475-
:III·lIour m.n who would be: klng of the whi,e-.... I· 
I .. dcfen<c b:ll'-(o take on Pa\ll~ Jones and her 
h~pl"" solo practitioner from Arkan,os. 

Bennett, thQ older hrothc{ of conscrvaliV't: ((.mi. 
nary William Bennett, h.d be:en recommended to 
Ib< preMent and Hillary Clinton nlond" bc(uR:, by 
H"old Ickes. a rop White House om,i:ll whom 
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Bennett had reprcoen(ed in cunnoctian with che 
Whilewat<r inVl'l.iS-,tjun. According co twO SClUI't'('C 

wi,!. inclin"" knnwlcdee of the cli~,,<siCln'. Rellnetl 
h:u! illi.i.lly nlet wirh one or b"d, Clilllnn. ill I.'e 
M;tl'('h or CRlly, AInU I 99-i, nut "1'H,,.t .'nulll jnn,· .. 
bu, lI\t"I.t "lIlIe or II ... ir nlu!tiroori ... ", other Ict\al 
l"l1hlm". illdlldillS rhe "lroorerg.1te" nlleS"tinn,. 1\, 
iI Ix:r.::une ftl'I'.:1n:nt th3t Jones w:\.'!: prCI1;tril1(.l to !ill" 
by May 8, 199~. when oIu' iI",ute nf liOlliminll! 
W(J1l1tl run nul, Ac'Jm<: Clit"nn in:aid<NI du"'Slu \he 
"",t WI,,! In keep her e:lS. OIlt or the news w .. til .. I. 
,ign it to some Ob¥4"'" Iowyer in I\rk"U~I. Bill 
.hen_White Hou..., cnllluol IJ/lyd ~urler reccnl
",rllll,·" 1I'''h<lI. ft«ordinll ro Cud ... r. He I'<'n"'III,-d 
th~, .he: law".h l unf,,'t; (;tcJ. wuuld h~ III M& IIIfOry in 
Iny cvt:11t. nnd that Bcnncu was e.~.lIy :.tcilled At 
dc:tling whh .he ,"<,Ii •. 

Itulccd. unlike Kendrtll-. ti\:ht-lil'l'cd. old. 
IChOl,llnwycr--Relllletl It.d In~de A naOl ... Iilr hinl
telr 01 .. h~i'lS c~p"h\ny sood Qt crnrtini1 tdc:viainn 
'UlIII<I !litcs and sdlmoo7.illg with rcl"mell in hi, 
oHiee. 311d wa' • ,·al':o1>I. CClurrroom adv(lcotr o. 
w.!l. H,· w"' "II • roll. af,er A 8\lCC .. ';OIl IIr hillh. 
I"ome enS~lIemenu. incltlliing tlte SeIlAre', telc
Yi.,c~ -K(,ptiI1S Pin"" heartn&" in whi«;h RCIU'IIctt 
h .. I.~rv.d OS ~pcci~1 cUllnlch the defense of asi~8 
'''I'l'rIAwyc:r c.;1~rk ClifTnrd .. and rhe I(curinll or. 
r""idenli,,1 p:ml"o for ~ft'p~r Weill!."'!:." the lilr" 
Rlcr I )..r,·lue ,~crerary, wiping out his indiCtment 
(U' :ollt'\;cd 1';,"-<0111", ",1m, ....... MAY 19?~ ~n. 
1I"lInell was g(lillil illtn scn,irive talks with «..1erol 
Ilrn,ecurors 011 bch:,lf ofpowt:rho= thcn.rcllrc.~n • 
... d"" Lhn rw"ookowski (1)..IIIinol,). In 0 criminal 
invcllill.don thO! was to culonin~te in an indict
ment on May' I, amid .. a I'alliRS-oul between 
nennetc and ROUehkowski that enlled their tela
uODllhip IWO d:l)'S I.ter. 

1I.nl\.'~ whO ih tho p .. f h .. 'pent 1""I1'S rulking 
with me (as he has with m.ny other n:portel'll). 
'Plor.R-d 0 written rc<Juel< I ..,nl him r .. , an In ...... 
view for thif .rticle. Nor did Bennett respond to 
any of Ihe 31 'lu~tions 1 addressed 10 White House 
""""..,1 Ioek quinn 01\ Scptcmbc. 24. wid, A COpy 

to Bennett. Nor did Quinn. Neither man pvc a 
re:lSon. hut It may relote to Dennett'. complaint 
tim! treMed him unfairly ill 2n uricle in the 
July/A,'gUSI J 994 ilsue of The lI",erittlll £AWl"' 
1"ha articl •• ·0". Client Ton Mony,· contended 
that he It.d f.1i1ed to coh,ult adequately with Ros
tenkowskl bcf'orc ",king on the .... ula Jon .. ""' ...... 

TIll COUNTRY tAMms 
Meanwhile, Oaniel naylor, Jones's Uttle Rock 

L'wyc:r. b.-III OOInC ro rcol\7,e d~" he needed .... ,ne ro:ol 
lirit::ltOI'J to mOunt a reol bwsuit. But he h;d rrouble 
findinll ~ny who would take on the cue. Traylor 
... 1""llU'ound 1.lulo Rock; tolkcd fa some big pbin. 
tiffs tirms; and w~s'put in rouch-by Patrick Ma
honey, .n Anll~bortlon activist, uddly CRoysb
with ~rricia Ireland. head of the pro-choi~, ulrn 
lil1m! Natiollill Organiudon for Women. 

All I" voIn. Finoll» in lAm April. lb. coht:e",.rive 
le&-,I 8r.tpcvine rUt Tr:>.ylor in touch with two scl~ 
dcscrib<..:I "country lawye"- with ."b.r.o.nclailitiS"" 
tion experience. Gilbert Oavb and Joseph Cam· 
mor~laof Fairr.,~. Virginia. They Agreed to take a 
look At the '-"\je, a.nd Joan discoven;:d rhu tht!)' 
would h.ve to work f~t; The lBO-day statute of 
limitlltions for a ;uit under ndc VII or tbe 1964 
Civil Ri~ts Act hlld expired. And the statute of 
limimion; for most other camCl of AGtlon was 
aboUI to expi.re. on MAy B. 

DAVil ~nd Canlmlrata worked furio\t51y dlrough 

, 
i 
I 
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the fitst few days ~nd niSht5 of May (0 beat the 
"atute of limitations. They ulkc:d to Jones ~nd 
Traylor by phon. ,nd ""I .. !'ted ,tid .... I""'ded "r.,.,._ 
lot', 'kiOlpy drnft cOOlplaint while running lCro~ 
the lIree, pc'i,'dioolly [0 Set eoffee •• a 7·E/even 
IIOtC. TIL1(S whe"', in the woe h<.><"., of M3Y .c, they 
allO picked up :1/1 early edition of rh~ Wlllhlllt1bll 
I'nst. The !>oJt. I'fUtn('rod hy the now. <hot ,I ... p ... i
denl had ret.1ined Bob Bennen, h.d finally g"ne 
.~<.d .... i,h 'w<> 10118 a .. ldot by Michael Islko" 
(who ~h.rcd a bylinc on one of the lIones with rwo 
other Post rq>orrm). The ,fI'lies, s13mnS on p-'se 1 
and lillinll up sn en,i", indd. r's', eon .. hut< ,h. 
mOlt complele account of the evidence con~min8 
1~""~ .U.s.lI<>no ,1,.1 has bttn published untU 
now, II "'.d arrived ju~ in time fo, Davis and c.,,,,, 
muat:l to add to die eMljllain! a1lctedly derumrory 
mtemcnrc (.hout IMe.) m.d. by Be""ett onel 
WIJit<; House o/lida/s to rhe ","I. Lat., that mO'R' 
in6.1nn .. ~ .ttonlC)" O<'W 10 LIttle I\odt; CO do whot 
Davi. c.,I(, ·our due dilii"nQC.· 

They Olellh;t day with Traylor, Jones, her hu.~· 
b:Uld •• nd ,heir wien ...... A"d moel •• u,.. ."a. Jon .. 
hlld ·the fortitude,· and her atory the pI3u~it.i1i1)l to 
whl .. ,.nd Ihe prCl<SlIfCl of a (:Qptcnrioul I~Wlllit 
afl'll,,,, the p~idcnt.1I:\YS D3Vls. who (ound]nllel: 10 

bc "a Wann and sincete human being.· U$i,1S Thy-
10,0, om .... th..')' oontillued to rnvork the ct>1J1!,loinc, 
leI an ~peel2nt throng of n:putter& know that it 
would be tiled the nOlt d.'I}I And got a Utdc .deep. 

Tltdr {oUl'<Ount complainr induclttl kd ... 1 "",. 
uaI hU"""ltlcPt claims ph.1nillCd on two IWconstrue
don-.... elvll tis"e. otntu..,. (".mi"s trooper Pc'llU
IOn as a co-consl'it:ltol under one of them), Md l13te 
law d,im, filr inrmtion.1 ;"flktion of dhotilln.'1l dis-
1m! and dcf~lll.rion. ConI" ..... '" "")'$ thry h.d .,."" 
fUlly con&idercd addinG .nomer def.un.ti .. n claim. 
"6"in .. Th. A,Ncrjo"" Sp«la"", BUI ther dc:dded II 
WOtdd Ollt "p:l.!S the legal laugh rC$t", The magazine 
had metdy quoted w/ .. t trooper I'c:rcu!On, whom it 
h.d no QI'(\:II'Cnt =,,,,1 '" hdicve wu Iyine. h .. 1 .. id 
chout a wonl.'In idcntili«l only:lS "Paul •• " 

THf PRESIDENT IS "IN TIlE OOOM" 
Davi •• nd C.mln ... ", 'l'<:~11 rI,,~ "at cUy" 

eleventh·hour ncgoriallofll with Bennett il\ :I joint 
inlerview ln tI,c c ...... ped coureronco room ,,(the 
modest Fairfilx. Virginia, Law OIl"I<X& ofCilbcn K. 
Davis ~nd As.oci ..... Tlte big. bccly,lovi.ll>.tvis, 
who s.ys h,,', tried CIS .. • 11 over Virsinia ftftd i" 
lome 20 slates. chuckle. when ~.~cd what h's like 
li,l,odnS 0s';n" ,"perlnwrcr Bob ncllllen M4 his 
mesa.lirln. Citing .. new. report rhAt Bennett 
dlarscs S4S0 (not $175) an hour, o..i, quips, ·We 
ch'ra.ld. th." h.lf .h .... nd Iii"" ... chlhk wo'" 
Mlf:ll good 11.' they arc.' 

Ilo,r, I,wron s.y d,a, polldc:alllnlmuf ,&,\Insl 
Clinton was not their rC2Son rOt takin!! the Coale. 
D.vl" who is seeking the 1997 Republ,c.'11 nomi· 
n2tion for attorney 8ene~' Q(Virsinill. dc::.crH~~, 
himself as A ·conmvativc libcrtori:tn populin R,e.. 
put.1i .... "; Comm.ra", says he I",,", 10 the Rcpubll· 
an side, but once workc:d for Jimmy C;tta'. prcsi
dcnthl "mpaign and I, "not jusl .. Republican 
p:utluft here. It In :addition to beln; of C()UI'I.$c! to 
Davil, in the spring of 1994 c.mmora~ had been 
wo,kinS .. ,rI.J counsel wlrh Daoul. G.vin OC 
Cr;ven, a Cllnlon-wnnected W~hinllton, D.C .. 
law firm, which would soon thereofter dismiss 
a.m.,..,t. forr.kina Jo_ .. a c1i.n~ 

On the mornins of M~ S. D:!vis r=lls he ClII<x1 
Bob Ilcnnctt In re:<pon!C to R phone rnc.~~ th.t 
Bcanttc had IcIt for TrayjoL D..VQ inrormod BcnhClt 

that he and c.,mm .. "a we.o nnw t,kins n •• r Ih. 
C:tle (while keeping Thylor as 1nc.,1 o;:ounsel). and 
w.", p'anning.o Ille .he cumplalo, by , 11M. th~1 
day. Rcctlls D1vis: ·IDcnnerr] "'id some,hlllJ: 10 the 
c:trCCI dlOt. 'Yollr diem It., no ca..Co 1\.(0 tIIkcd In til( 
Pl'Cllidcn. fnr 0 Ions tinl'. onu h. eOll'pl.",ly deni .. 
thaI ~ny of this hal'l><'~. I've grUl«l him for hoo .. 
IIIllcJ houra. and thb didn't h .. ~n, ' •••• 

Oovi, continuer. "And he .. id, 'Are you aware 
there are nUde pictulC$ of he./I've ontl!«n thcth,' 
And I .. ,id. ·w.n, no. if ,h .... 'N. I'd Ilk. 10 ... 
them.' So dley had IOOle knowledge of tb.t 
altc;t(,ly, •.• 

"And I ""id, 'Weill", me tell Y.!'" tht.: My dicnt 
contend, [rh3t] "Ie can identify dblillllllishins 
ch:lr1.ctcrbticl in Id, seniml _1'\1; eo when YO"' 
elien ... yr thar he ">lII't even there, th3l'~ In tbe 
""""toy.' •.. 1\".1 when 1 tuld binI Ihot, that qUiet· 
ed him down A little bit .••• And Bob Benllt1t Slid 
IOnlelhil'g like, 'Well, it sure is dilTctCnt mIl'! a res
ul .. nld I"'",,'ISI inJury "".0.' " 

The conversation. snd several other. thaI day, 
,urnod rrom wbat Camrnar.l!:t onlls • Bet",et!'s blus
ter· to an intcllsive, lasr·ditcb cfforr to work out A 

A 
R.KANSAS S'rA:rETROOPI'Jt DANNY 
I..cc Fcrg\lson-:l crllcial wimc:l.' In .IIY 
trial ofl':llli. Jona~ lawsuil .~inst Pr~ 
ident Clinron-h .. alI'C3dy ,"ld .om. 
mnglL-d trIes of Clinton d.m~ colII ... 1 
J(oru Oft th~ kmnlc from. ~rs\uon 
_ olle of four fllrme' memher. uf 

Clinton', .ecurlty detail who provid .. -d delailed 
aecoun.., to WiliiaOl R.empelnf rho lA, A'>gtf" 
Timft, Sl':1ninS in AusuS! 1993, of how Clinton 
hnd ",cd Ih4 IMnpc:CV to r.dlitau; f;Xtrnm~rh:1I 
acrivltiC$ and eonc .. 1 them from hi' wife and 
dIe public. Thc same troopers lalet ,poke to 
David Brock of Tht A,,,,rI'4', ,'Yom"'''' Till< "'" 
count b b:\$cd on repolt$ in the 771tUS. 

8.ro", tI,~ !.rooper! h.d .S ...... d (0 .peak (",. 
the record in 1993, I'residel\! Clinton GOI wind 
of what W:IS goillJ; on. He .,ked R..,ymond 
l"Buddy"l Vouni_ Clinton I",,"lin .n,' (0 •• 
m.r head o(dle .ecurlty dcr~il whll had bcc:n 
.eworded wi,h a rcdcral job in T"" •• -.bou[ 
the Olatter; Young in rurn c:Jl1cd Ferguson .nd 
tlOOper Rnget Pr:n:y. accordin8 to Ywng. Perry 
It'Ild the rtmd. RCII'I,eI th.t "he fol, ,h .... ~ned 
when Young wamc:d hiOl th.t he and the otller 
"<>open would..., their <cpu",.ion. 'totally de
nroycd' ;r tI.ey sooke out.· 

Young. who dcnic:d making 'l.IIy threat, told 
~nlpd ,h.1 he 10"" me, with th~ p",.id"ol' i" 
W:yhinsron ro report Whll he'd I .. rncd. Clin· 
.,," th.a telephoned Fc'S,,,on ... ho ",er luld 
the 771/1l1" Rernl!d th~t "he rcc:c:ivod • IICric:s of 
te/ephonc coU, from rhe ptL'iident seeking to 
',hut d<lWn' the story by per<u,di"B the .. "",,. 
et; not to alk. During those rclq)hune CURver· 
.. "I,m" "rauson ... 1.1, CUnron oITered him « 
cholc. of federal jobs.· as well as dAngling ""' ... 
.ible join for Perry. 

'The '11",,, ",,,,,rred .n Ihi. in'. I<>ns .rlid. 
by Renlpel ahd Douglas PO\n~ on Decem!'el 
21,1993, quoting l'crry 2nd ,moper L.vry P~t· 
te~on by name and Ferguson and • fourth 
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.. 
.cttl.men ••• I.c linchpin or which would be some 
killd of ,tareOlellt b)' the praident to reh~bilitarc 
Jon~'1 reputation. "Sire mnrod an Ql'oloS)'," rlX;lll, 
c.'mm3.~t:ll. ·She ~nlt:d hat n;\n\«:S d.cI\Nd. So ~ 
w.=rcll't looking (IIr My money." 10n." her hw
b.nd. and Troylor WO'< wlch o.vls and Crulllh:lrntl 
during these Davis-Bennett pholle calls. 

Aller rome prelimi ... ,ry ncgotia\ioru, Dc,llIell Aid 
he n"""ed '" <Xl1I.ul, wi.h I'it di"", ber" .. pro-.!
ing fUrther. For hi, part, Davis wanted an :tI1t'ranoc 
.1.01 any p,cllmllJ"'1' "6r .. 'nent worked out by the 
IAwycn would h.ve the ApptOY;lI of the I>rqid<nt. 
1'."ly in rhr .fternoon. Ihen: w.IS OJ1()tl.e. ph(lne con· 
vr:tl;~ti"n. "I'm nil the tckpllnnc .. Ikina l'O 8ab &:.n
nett," D1Vd ~Ib, "and I ",id, ·I-r.~ ytlu been Able 
.n /lnd rour di~nl!' and he .. Id. 'y .. , he" In Ibe 
mom.' And I looked at die othm, and (lUI my band 
over the phone, and "'id, 'He" in the room.' " 

"When he .. id tho.,· ,..Jdo C •• nm • .,,1I\, "j, &,vo 

Ole "lime chal" b=usc: hem we ate. net<ltL1Iing cli· 
recll, wilh tho prcr;ldc:n1 of 'he United Sr."cs." 

Minutalater. when Bennerr '"l\1:<.'Stcd th~t .ny 
~.Upollitatement be read by 4 White Hou,. 
f1rns Jpo~Jn~l\, D2yit Atld ClUl\m~mf1\ ~q('rrcd 

"''''per anOIl)'1nQt.81y. The .rticle aho quoled ; 
te'pnnse by Bruce Ulldsey, rrcsident Ointoni 
elllsest White HOIISe aide. Oismi,sing the ~cr 
5t1tWll;OIU It ",ldicufou8,tI he a:rrc$nc..-d ,bar -any 
lur;g~ti,," tI.at the plC$ldent offered ~nytlnc a ,or. -In ro(urn rnr sllenee II a lie." Dut Lindsey 
conceded tl.at Clinton h.d called I'c:l'/luson
out of concern ~bout "1:,I$e Itorics beinS 
.r .... d· -And did not ",,(,Iicltly dcny char lob 
~ibilities had hetn di~I!!od. 

The C>ccc'llbcr 21 Arliele ill the TIM", and 
DlVCk's in TIu Am-r;rllll Sptttdl.r. which h.d 
stAtlL..) circul~ring « row days be(Olc,-"rompted 
• new nurry of ddm~S" <o>nlrol, .'poci'''l by 
Iktrcy Wrighr •• dOle Qinron I$.ociate from 
Arlrons.'$ wTio was (and u) working:lS a Wash· 
ingron lohby~t. She flew to Arlcon .... and 
helped publici." ttl/oper r3tlCrsol\'s and Perry'. 
f.I •• ""ro'" about A 1 !)!)O ineielen, ;n wlUc:h 
P:lttmon had wrccW I .mre police car and It>
rlnu&ly Injured Perry, ~ftcr they h.d been OUt 
drinkin!: tOlledlcr. 

Wrishl .1'0 viii ted Felgu,on and his wire. 
wit ....... b.>ch .. ill mamba. or <h. occuri.,. <k
tail, serving then-governor 1im Guy Tucker. 
An., Intense diSCUSSion" ferguson il$ucd • 
cm(ully wonlcd st.1.tement through his I.wyo,. 
nn Oecember 22, '19'3: ·PmsiJent Clinton 
nowr clTcrcd 0' ind.ic.uod n willin~Il"JIi to 8i~ 
.ny trooper a job ;n =hanse ror ,iknoc or hdp 
In d.aplng dldr uoriCl." 1.:It., milt day, hCIWCY
cr. l'c:!J:uwn told Relllpclite .tood hy hb c"1i,,, 
accounr that Clinton h.d :ukcd if he w~ntcd 
,pe.ilie fed.ral job •. The nfl'" ",,,,,rood: 
·M«l if (Jillion expressly s:lid d,~t jobs would 
~ u(l'eKd if the troopers rem2incd ~ilent, Fer· 
e"son s:lid: 'He didn'. $0)' thDle word • .' • 

~tgltSOn did not retum my phone onlls. 'TWo 
PC<>1,lc who h.ve: di;IGu.,.".J .1.. mmcr wl,h him 
lay they Corne away srronsly .u~ting that he 
Md I'«ordcd 'he Oincon cill •• ~nd i, holding !he 
t1flC' in n:sd\'C in co.'" ~ ...,. """'" <hom--S: T. 
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o"d i .. i,tc:<l th •• i. be publiely reci.ed by th. presi. 
dent hitn.'clf. "Bob <:Ii<l, ') don't know, huld on,' • 
D:lvb =,11 •• ".lId ,hen m.ybe five or ten accond, 
Arter rh~t. he ~~id. 'All righI, ,h.t's Acccpr.ble. ' • 
Davisllld C.mmllr.110 rook this to mean thaI Ben
natt hsul jUlt den,ed it with HLa pl'ell:idc'it. 

A
T DENNE'IT'S REQ.UEST, JONl'.S 
held off /ilill suil thAt da ue" to the 
f,u!trotion of .he horde o~ rcportetl 
..,.iriftB ""p .. "",dy •• rho courthouoo. k
cordins to DaviJ and Cammarata. Ben
lieu'. molt specific propolOl, which ClIniC 

lucr Ih.,. doy.lncluded ' .. lcmenB to be is· 
.lIed by the pfcsident and Jones, which Bennett 
"".I DI.i. h.<I worl .. d 0\11 I>r ""\Inti •• 0.""', ..... 
lIuelt, Bennen had the Italements typed up Rnd 
l':I~ed to O.vil in tltlle Rnck th.t evening. Davl. 
And C.nlmar.1I rel ... ~ed the I .. temellls. to\:elhcr 
with I rncsimile transmission sheel on Sk.,dden', 
lc((~rhC4d bCllrins ~nn~tt. nlUnC, 00 O~bot I, 
1994. with I prm rclcMC d~ailil1G the ntgotl~
lions. Benncu bas never CjUationed the Quthen!!cl
ty or the docllm<nt! or oontmdictcd the '(I<'<ilies of 
the OavW~In~ .. tI :!CCtJunL 

n,c prQldcn, .... ro Ay: "I ha", tJQ """,11""lio,, 
of meeting P1ul~ Jones on Mil)' 8, 1991, in , room 
At the Excelsior Hotd. Howcvcr, I do nOI dl:illcn&c 
her cl.im .h .. we """ .her. And I m.y wry well 
h.ve met her in the ~. She did not con in any 
Improper or sexual conduct. ) !CS'"' any unrrue ... 
mtiQIU which luvc been made Ilbout hc:t conduct 
which mar have adver&ely ch.llenged her chm.cter 
,,,,d go.rxI mime. r h!t.w ftO 'hlther comment on my 
prcvfow srdtCmcnts about my own conducr. Nei· 
thor I nor my ,,,,IT wtll h.ve any lim"er commont 
on d,i, m:ttter." 

IkMCU had also rued a proposed $I:tlemenl by 
lonesl -13m s .. :ue(ul tlt:.t till.'!! .rrt!~idl!ftt hu :ac. 
knowledged the po!$lhiliry Ihat he and I mil)' have 
met at the bcehior Hotel on May II, '"I, Rnd h .. 
acknowledged my good n.me and dl!~grecs with 
lLlSerrions to the contrary. However, I stllnd by my 
prior st:a.tc:nlcnt or the evena.-

D:lvia and Qlmm.1 .... h:td :lSkcd for a prov~iun 
lollins the !tutlle oflimlt:ltlons Cor ,Ix mont1~, so . 
Ib.t Jones could slill sue if the pl't;$itlcnt or his St1lf' 
YiolMed Ihe 2gtccment. Davi$ P)'$ Bennett h2d 
Ilflnly r.j«red any tullins "sre.mcnt .. "A deo!. 
bre2ker: And while it arpcored 10 Davis that Ibe 
I'"guage f:IXed by Ben nctt was -acceptable 10 Mr. 
Clinton." o.~l, "')'S it"w:ls nol coln.r.Ic.e1y accept· 
ahle to Mra. Jones." Still, he $ayt, Ilholight we 
wm: (;urlr <I ..... " ",d mlsh' be ."Ie to .... d. .s-
ment the nelt cUy. 

Then, that night, CNN bl«l<l<:asl doims by un
n.mcd Wlti .. House sources th.t the re:lSon Jones 
h.d not filed tbat d.y .... u th1t she rC\l1i7.ed .he 
did,,'\ !I.ve • cos •• nd 11« £.mily opp" .. d the law. 
suit. "II vru a lie." "'yt O.vls; the White House 
knew that the r""OR for the lIc.Iay wu Iknncn', /Co 

9".,.t ror mnre lime to wo.k out • settlement. 
(04vls doC5 not blame thl~ on Dennett, whom he 
prop;f ;q: 44. tettifi.c II.v.,..:r who kec'('C' MA Wbrd.'') 

The CNN report (and others) prompted Davil 
to bruk off negotiatiolll the ntxt morning, in a 
h ... dwrirren. 13xed "De.t IIob" letter •• ying: dlat 
"the complaint will be med today" beaus< "further 
etrort:, to rc:solve these mattero K4;Otn ( .. uhICSJ." 
Davis', Ictltr cited the news repora IS evidence 
"th,1t Ihe 'no comment' provllions III'C very diffiwlt 
to rely upon'" w:tlumt Il tollins Asrretnenr. He 
added: "Other probklJl4 cxl$t, In~ludins your 
client', .. (u,altO m.ke • dlre<:t .oknowl<dSlncI\, 
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that h~ \WI j" the. h(}t~l &\lite with Paula. nnd thAt 

he ddinitcly knows hcr." 
Oavl$ ond Cammar.r.llSued .helr October I, 

19904. p_ rel",,1C dcuilil\g Ih .... ne&a.I~.ion« (hur 
not Bennett's statemenl about the president bcing 
-Ih th~ n)um") In talHmllc:l to wl"lt tiler viCWC!c.I .. 
inaccurale comments by Bellnect to Rporter RUlh 
Sh.Il" Writing ror TIN: N<IIJ York nil", MngtU;in •• 
on why the n~tlations had ruled. B~nnctt h3d 
.. id III.t Jnlles~ I,wren "would hoi .grcc tn .nr 
1."8"'11" ,h •• indudocl." .eI"",.nt deni>l" by tho 
pRSident "that thi. incidellt occurred." In (act. Re
cordln; '0 O.vl., 'he llcnne,,-C1lnran settlemen. 
propoSIti included no slieh "ad.m:ult dcni:ll. " The 
i/lm.meIlU ICCOII to ben, him ou'. 

11 .. , .. me dny, Oct6bar I, Benner. told CNNI "T 
Milt to m.kc It c1e2r Ihu thc.IC were di.lcrwions I» 
cwccn lawyers. The president didn't 3grcc or not 
ag:rcc to mYlhin\l. 1 W21n\ g.oinll'O pre&en' .nytltinK 
to the prelidcnl of ti,e Uniled SI~tes ulllc.u il tir~1 
P'UII'M my re$t.· CJ~ICI)' ~. tHnncfl'lI IICIotcment 

does not con.ndict any or the specifics. of the 
Davis/Cammarah account of dIe nf~tiMions. 
Oms never d:limed th.t dIe president had "al:"-""'" 
in any fin.'ll. le&,lIy bindinG sen,c. (Bennen Ind 
White; HO\..., <;Qunod Jock Q,uinn have no ..... pond. 
cd to letters In which I asked them to point out any 
inaccunties in the CoRg'ling (hv;'-C:unln2t:1t2 ac
munt or d,e M.y 5. 1994. ,cule,nen" .. Ib.) 

Davis and Cammarah filed the c;oml,Mn' 
agalmt Clinton --.nd Pctgu~(1'h on M.2ir G. in the 
U.S. courthouse in Litde Roc1c. amid. o;ru$h or re
.)'Orten '0 ch.otic th.t bOlh men ~lilll.llgh when 
they r<C.,1I the scel\e. "Thi. CIBC i •• hout the power
f'uI takinS adv.nl'lle of Ihe weak.· Jones said ill a 
p,..;~n;d lU~tcnh~nl:. Later ,hat da.y B<nm:tt entct~ 
.. ined another throns of 1'!:~'tel1 or • prc.u conre ... 
ence, dismissing the L,w$ull with Wh21 instantly be!
c.me hi. In"" f.,mou •• ound bite: "!:Ibloid tra.h 
with ~ ~I CIIrrion on it." 

Sill SAID: TIlE PROPIITION 
'I'.bloid "".h or no. 1'it.,,1. Jondo OO"'I,bi'" «.n-

12in.c a del.iled narrative (\«Ount of he •• l1cs .. ion~. 
which IIlC Int<:npencd l>cIQw with ... ;bbl. cvid.n<"C 
suWOrling ;l1d d~1~II\G from her claims. 

Pint, _ wotd ~bout who Paula Cor bill Jun .. 
(Ih." 1' ... 1. Corbin) .... on Moy 8, '991. Sl,e W!I' 
24 Ye2rs old, and hailed (rQIn the h2mlel of 
Lonoke. '0 mila (rom Unl. Rock. where .he h.d 
barely m.de it through high school. After cOllllng 
10 the , .. Ie e2pital •• he h.d bClllnccd Ihrough sev· 
enl om ••• "d .. I •• Job. b.l'oro t."di"s. $(,.35· 
per· hour clerical position al .he Arkonl2~ Indw· 
trl~ Oevc\opmenr Commb,lon woe), I,.oded 
by a Clinlon 1ppoilltee. She wos eng.gcd to an 
mlrline ticket .gent and ASpiring actor n.med 
Steph.n 10n ... 

She was abo a curv:lCCt'lD. •• big-h~ircd, outlloing. 
eye-catching wom.n who wme!lm.. dr.",cd 
provoc.1tivcly. was regarded I>r mony :IS R flirt, ruld 
had posed almost nude about four years carlier for. 
boyfriend who cold the photo. In P~nfhlJUlI in. 
1!)94, Af'rcr Jones h.'Id bccotne f..mous. 

The May 8 cncounter beg.n In Ihe confcrcn,'C 
room ~Cl of Little Rock'e 1 !I-story Excelsior Hotel, 
where the AIDC w2S hosting the "Governot's 
Qunlity MIII\~scmClnt Confcll'enQC." 11u~ recnrd it 
cle", thai Clinton $topped in 2nd m.dc a spee~h. 
Jones was at the legisu',ulon de.k, handing our 
name 12(;1 .nd Ihcl'3ture with her co-wnrkcr .nd 
dose friend I'amd:l BIoc;k:.,d. 

]one> cM"", thot .he And 1l1.~kon.I bo.h no,ked 

Clinlon ,,""ring intC:I",I, At JQne, wbile he wu 
Il'3nding nC3rby. /ieldlng qu~tlon, from television 
rcpurtert. (BI;,,-ltard <:lId Ibe J"me to me In an Imer
view.) A rew IOinu.alater. accordin\: to the pub
lished reforl of JOIICS', 1 !l94 :tccount to Mi~h.d 
l,lk,,/T 0 TIN W4l1,;",.." 1'0", troop .. Oonor Loa 
I'crguson-who h.d prcviou.1y Introduced him~l{ 
by n.me " a member o( the govcfDor'slCCIIrlo/ de
uil_ppro~ehed Jones and sRld, "'rhe governol 
.. id Y'''' m.1cc hif knees knoclL" -

keordinB t" JonOl', complAin •• Porau."n ..... 
Itltned 10 the resi51ration 1:\61e laler, about 2:30 
P.M., h.lUled Jones a plcce ofr.per with a Cou,.dlslt 
suicc nttmbcr written on it. and l:lid the governor 
wuuld like lo.mcct with her tllerc. "A Ihree·w.y 
coIIV<l ... tinn r"n"""od b.""""n l'c'ButtJft. Bl.elwd. 
and Jones about what rhe governor could wanE,· 
Ihe complalnl say,. "Ferguson arnted durll1g Ihe 
COllvetutlon, 'Jr', ok:ty. we do thi' all .he dnle for 
rhe governor.' " Blackard told me she scneraUy re
coli. ",~h Q conv .... tiOB. Th. ,,"', '1"ot«1 he. i" 
1994 as h.vinS told 15ilcolT: "I did 'ay 10 her. _ • 
'find oul what he W3nlS and cnme rlglu b3ck •••• 
'f ~1I'rc thar curiOtL'. ao ahM' • 

TIle comrlalnt s:I)IJ thaI fetstl$On CkDlted Jnnes 
Co dlC \'l~tzUo OWl' \lIld puinlll:cd our Ointoft', NifG 
to bet. (J1crgUMln's answer to Jonds compl:1int con· 
firms mis.) Jones says she kn~:IIId enlCrerI, .ne! 
Cound hcnclf .Iolle with the governor. 

Why did she go? "I was very Cltcited the ~Ilr 
want~d to IIICe:: mQ," JOhm ,,;d In An ;nt\1"I~ whh 
S:u\\ DonAldson that wauil'cd on June 16. 1994. on 
A8C. l'ri",<linlt UVl_ "(W)hcn me and my friend 
ID!~ck.,rdJ had !:lIked about I •• we thought we 
millht-dluld get I Job. ••• That's the only rcoson 
why I _uld rhink thot he woukl _n. "'. up the ... 
.•• I did not know him or :Illy oEhis P;UI bcfon: !hilt 
d~y." l':I",cl~ Blacktrd 2150 appClIrcd brleny on the 
pmcram confinning Jones's atCOUllt of the 2PI,m:lch. 

Trooper Fergllson', nno", 2CCOllna of these 
even_to o..i<l Brode. '" Willi"", ~mpd or .h. 
I.QS AlIgJlft Timlft. to fellow troopen, and in hI! ~n
lWer .0 the ~mplainl-Icnd SIrMg lupporl to 
Jnn~'s allcg:ationl .. to how she ended up alone in a 
room with Clinloll. while su&&~ting tbal.he h.d 
""0",,1, .... uttod .nd w.lcom.a-.... y ... ".1 ad .. n..,. 
by the governor. Here's what rcrSU$on lold Ihe till 
A''ltln Tima in 1993, a~,«,rditlG 10 ~rrielcs pub. 
li,h"'/ on M.y l3 ohd June 11. 1994. in interviews 
dlo1t were initi.11y oIFthe record: 

"Porgu,an CCQllc:<I th~\ Cllnton had d'rected 
him to approach ~ wo.non who was working behind 
dIe rq;i.<trnclon desk QI Q semin.'Ir of the ArlcinS:IS In
dumi>l Devdopmmt C'.ttrp .•• rhe Excelsior Hotd 
in Utrle Rock. I'crguson said the governor told him 
,h •• eta. wom.n had 'th •• come-hi,hor 1001.' and 
th.t he w:tlllcd to meet her p"""tdy. 

-kting on eli!!'ton', orders, PcrgulOo r;rid, he 
/lrst «<:cured. room by telling the hotel mana;er 
that thc governor w:lS expecting an importnnt c211 
("'''' tl,c White Howe and nccJ..I • pri ..... ",om. 
••• 'He saw \IJ II room nnd Clinron sent me down' 
10 invite Jona 10 Ihe room, Pcrsttson lCIid." Fctgu· 
lIOn .1 .... old rhe Timtl th.t :Utcrw.t.u Clinton Iiad 
$:lId, • 'We onlr, tIIked.' • 

Ir is possib c thaI F<fS',~on in (.er .ought o .. t 
Jones and delivered her to C1lnlnn on his own ini
ci1cive. Cor his own pUlflo~cs, and was lying to the 
rq><>rt"' •. I'",-,;hl •• but not lilccl". 

Ferguson told what ~uI.erfici.lly seemed a very 
dlll'crcn, OIury In hi. gyp';., can;r~Uy l,wT • ...,d, 
June 10. 1994. ~nswer to the campl:tlnt, which 
«ula $700.000 in toto' d.'m~gcsfrom him And 
Clinton. lIy rh.r "me (T""su$On h .. raid "'.orr ..... ). 
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he h.d been Ic.\ned on by Clinton npeT~dvCt Md 
hAd cotten ac::vcr.1 phone c.o.lla from the: ",.caidcnt 
hinllidr •• 11 in 1993. 

I"ct'};n~nn's :UI$W('f made no n\cnti,~n of wi!:" he: 
h~d uitllo .11111 ... "' what Clilltoll h,d •• id '" Ilion. 
U .. ,ther, he cbimoo tl"'l borun: (ullowillg r'ergu~1I 
"pin .. lit' nlm", lone:" h~d I\\~Jc: -l'Cv,,, .. 1 c.:mnn'C'''gI 
10 ••• roerg".,"n ablll'\ how she found (;nvcrnor 
<,;Iinton rnlle ·g"nd.IO(.~ing· and abour how she 
111U .. ~ht hi. hair woo ""y.' .".1 1.,,1 ",,~«I hi", to 
reby rh~ cnnuuell!S tU the govcmnr. (Jnll~ dOllio 
thb.) Our CIOKly reol"t, Ft·tpu~mtll "~r mid nod ... 
h'll in~"I"isrenr with hi • .roICllleU!" to n:eorrns 
Ihot ·Clinlun had direc:red hinl ro "I'llIll.clt Jt)IIC11 
bcfn .. ]on .. h .. 1 .. i.1 .nythinc '" "."S"",n. A."llt 
C<lnflrmed a 'criric.1 dClllent or JI,III(II" account b'lr 
nc.imiul(1S MUllvcling in :an clC:VillUr wid. plalnd 
P:I .. I" Jllm .. and pointing our R p.rticul., rotllll or 
che hOlc:l." 

AU ,hi" :.mUlInf!t 1'0 deAf :md ~nt1Vihdng JU'Ool' 

of J ... nc.<~\ aIlL'!;,,(ion-·which h:u never been ~pecir.. 
caUy denied by tl.c 1"c>ld<ul personany or by hi. 
lawyer nennrt I-tlt.l lh~n·g()vcrnor Clinton, rhe 
boss of Jone!'! bo~, !Of" • statc trO{lp~ to inI'Crrupl 
tile' 24~~r..old lt~tO ompl~'. pCI'Mattnnnoa orl,~ 
job .",1 brinlllt.T to hb hotel room. 

Por wh:!1 P"'l''''cr .r-:u JOIICl dalms she naive· 
Iy hoped ar rhe ti,ne-wh .. Clinton Itad h.d in 
n.in~ h~d bccn gerting her. belter job at !oll1e' 
thit18 like tllRt, the" p.-c'lid(Rt could have SAid IIO},y 
now.11.e evidence-,",t! thc ~bscn~ of any other 
plausible C1(pl~nntlon_trnnsly sUI'pnrt, Jona', :d. 
l'V'Iinn thatthc rurpose of Ihis exen:ile ~. rnllivc 
Clhllon an opportonity to Inake some killd of_
U4I oV4ffura. And thAt teetno; prct'Y s),abby IJQ milt
tcr wbM, eucrly. h~ppened In Ihot hotel raorn. 
Sh.bbie'th,UI anything Omnce Thom:tS ms ever 
even accusee! of doing by the Rot.el.etly-unim. 
".,...,hable Anil;i !:-!ill. 

Hill .. :.1 tIt.t 'n.o," .... he< t.o.. h .... p< .. i.tcn~ 
I, pestered her in I.tc 1981 and 1982 to c.l3tc him 
~na \:Ilk<XI di rry co her :tbour pornnsraphic movie! 
Involving big·bre'"tcd women :md anim.ls, his 
own sexual plOW.!!, "Long OonS Silver," ·pubic 
h.i, 00 my Coke,' and tlte like. Hill did no, '"",.oe 
Thom.! or. 'incle overt «<IUCIIC for rex or a sintle 
Wlwclcome couching. Indeed. she Initi.lly .lol>llCd 
shott ofollq;in\l thot.he Iud been A viCTim of· ...... 
u41 h2t:tSSmCnt Qt all. And while Hill m:.Ued ob.. 
j«ting to this conduct, she .... , not If><> hon-ill..! 10 

IVllowThomas's rlling setr, ~ the allegedly ofTen
,ive con~uc:t 11.1<1 setrr.:d (:IIId, she cl2imed, 'lOpped 
litr :>while), r,om the li.luCltion o.,p.rtment 10 the 
1!q1l1l Employ,".nr Opl>Ortuniry Com.ni$Sion 
(EEOC), Nor ~ IliIl '00 horrifi.d '" keep In 
touch with Thom~s in .ubseqllent yeu_getting 
him ro write a letter of tcwmmendation thac 
heir<" her !.nel • low .. 0<1.i"810\:o .. 0 •• 1 Robe", 
Universiry in 1983, phoning him repe.redly arter 
,he went there. inviting him [0 m .. kc Rn ap~r.ul(e 
there, Md more, 

Indulgins ror the moment the M3l1mpdon thac 
I'oul. Jon ... i, Iyln& .hout ",".t ".rt-..J in.ide d>e 
b.td room, lind the furrher AS$IImplion tIt.t Ani!:!. 
Hill W~fi tclUng tile wtlt;tlc nur.h, whlc:l. would be 
worse: Wh~t Hill S2j'S Thom:u did? Or wh.t then
gCMrnur ainton almost <crllIinly did in h.ving his 
ll'06ptt (eta. h.", t 2.d: .. yellr.ald. Itaro .. ,truek. row .. 
level s!:tte worker whom he Iud never mer? 

bn:ak.s omitted-and witlt A Qution rh~t tI.i! /leu ron's &('11110\ ~ eIl.t were obvioll! It> Junco. 
pretty raunchy: ]ana bec:tme horrified,jllmllCd liP Ito", rhe 

Ointon fihookJonc.'s ll2nd. invilm IK:r in. Ind l'Out'h, I(AI('~ th.a~ .hl!' "'4t hOt rll~t lUnd of sir I' 
dosed the door. " few mjn~rcs or Im.!1 141k eno 4nd •• id: 'Look, I've gol 10 II'!,' She altcmplcd 10 
.lKd. whid. InL"ludal "akins Jon~ abom her Job. "'''JJI:lIn th:n &he: wOllid Bet In Iroubll; fOf bt:tnS 
Clinton told Jones Ih.\ D.ve Horrington i. 'my away (rom tho regi"",lio" d .. k. Clinton, while 
go(l(! rrlend,' [II.) WI.! [the Clinlun o 'I'l'oinlcdJ fondling hl& penis, 1lI1e!: 'Wdl, I do"'1 wont to 
directorord,e AIDe [and) Janet'r ulri,n"re $Upe- '''!lke ynu do any thins ynu dQf\\ ""JonI' ro do.' 
rIor within dlC AIDe. elincon then *loud up and pulled up his pan" 

Clinton ,hon \OOkJonn\ h.nd and pulled her and .. Id, 'If)'Ou s .. ln trouble (or I .. vlns work, 
law:ud him, 10 thot their bod," were in close It.ve Oavc call me Immedi .. dy and 111 ",It< core 
p,oKlmity. Joncs n:m .... d her hand r",". hi •• nd <In,,' As Jones !ell tit. room Clinlan looked stem-
rr:t~:lfed level'2l rtl'r. J.lowcY~r. CHnton d.p- I" 5t Juna 2nd uid~ lYnn .~ ,m,,". l«'c k~ chit 
plO>ehcd Jones .s.in. He uid: 'I love .he way bcl..cen 0"""' ... : ... 
)'Our h:dr n ..... down TOur book' ."d 'II""" your Jones 1./\ Ihe hOlel ,uI ... nd come Inro the 
(\ltv.,,' Whil. saying lhese thinS", Clinton pllt hi. r ..... ncc of troop.r I'trgUlOn In tho b.llway .... 
hand on rl.i.titre leg ~nd SWted stiding illaw"'" Jon .... id nod.ing '0 I'trgucon .nd he ,aid noth-
dte hem nt pl~inltW'. c .. lntt~~. l'.:linrnn !lleo &.tn.\' il\& to Ilvt dutln8 herr d~PQrtu..., from th~ .lIittl. 
clown ro auompt 10 kilt Jones on Ih. neck. Jnn .. w'" visibly shaken and UrfCl when she te-

10 .... """blnl<d, 'Whot are you dolugr and 0" tumed to !h. rqs\str:odan dcok. 
"I,,:d rrum Clinton\ phYliCllrlOximiry by "",II.. FerSl'son, in hi3 answer !O me eotnplainr, h~, 
Ing :IW:ly rrom him. Jon .... tlied to dim:,,:. ainlon pointed a very dHTen:nt picture of Jones's dcmCMor 
by cbo.tli"S 'With him. ~bout.ltis: wira. ",han he &.'\w lu:t 'ollie 20 to 30 uli"vtCItl Jtcr Ihv 
A.ked by reportm in 1994 why she hd nor had entered Ointon', mom: She"d", hot Oi'I'''''' to 

.imply lefe tit. room .. rh., poltl!, Jones .. Id $I.e be up", In .ny w'y," .n~ ·:t$ked It rhe governor 
h.d .!WoIf' been intimidated by important people h.d • girlfriene! ane! Danny Per8u!on ",Mered 
Ane! hae! no, W2RCed to do Anylhing th.t might n~'S"tivdy, and .he then ICSr?ndcd rhar ~he woule! 
upset the sovcrnor. She aI~o not'~ (1l.::c:()rdif\8 In hu the SDY4,!rnQ", Sirlr,.;t:nd. In thil '"peet, fcrSU· 
71" Wmhir.gtDn I'mJ): "I will never rorg.t the 100ft son's answer W:I,t corui!tent with his 1993 wm-
on his r.ee. liis face w .. JuS! rcd, beet rcd." ·n.. ntenlS to reporttts and orher Iroopers. (Ie w:u In-
CIOmpl,il\! continua: cnn5i~ellt In ."oclte' tCl\ .. e~: Per~"$On n:I'ortedly 

Jon .... I".r took. """I 01 ihe end or Ihe sora told Davie! Drode in 1!l93 th1t he had ".tuod by in 
",",fete- tho doo,. CI~ntol'l •• k~ Jone'l IArt' )"(tU tho hnU- while Jona WRt with CIi."ton, in hi. JU"' 
mmicdl' She I'C$rond<XI.h21 she h.d a te£ubr 1994 :answer, he d.nled this, $~y1l\g he h.d soae 
boyfriend. back duwlI$t,11'l ~nd h.d next rccn ]oncs there.) 

I 111t'10[ TIlr IIOfll ROOM Oincon then op"",.chcd cho ",fa .nd .. he .. I PCrll:"~bn ~Iso el.lmcd in hi, •• swet that when i 111) [ down he lowered hiJ trOllSOI'l and underwCll' ct· h. eneount.red Jones 4 week or twO later, ,he ... ked 
H~rc'l wl\~r 'on~c !llle~, in. her eorn.pb.int- ))O.i1'l8 hi, OI'OC"t penir lind .,ked Jonel fo Ilci_. it,- irctinto" h«d Rid "rJ.ytbi."S "bout her. a.nd wroco I ..... W.i.m .. p.aT.a.g.r.~p~h .. n.u.m.bc .. rs .. :In.e! .. s.o.n.le .. p ••• ' •• 8.r •• l.,h ...... ~ ..... we .. rc .. d.il.liO.g.U.il.h.in.s.ch.~ .. ~.e.t~b.UQ .. i.n~(.li.n ....... d.O.W.' ••• h.e' .. h.o.tl\.e.I>.I.tO.n.e~n\.'.m.~ .. r.fu.r.h.i.m .. to .. g.w.e ..... 
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Clinton. "She s2icl to tell him th~t she w:I.! IivinS 
wid, her boyfriend." F<r~II .. .,n ~dd.,tf. "Gnd rh.t if 
rhe boyfriend aruwercd, G(Wernor Ointon .bould 
either h.,ng up Qr ~y ,1I:u: he J~d a wronS numhc:r.N 

jooo, on the od,er h.nd, says in her c:onlrl1int m.t 
while she was delivering lomc documcna from dIe 
AIDC to the suvet"",', 6mee. r:~rsuson s(lotted 
her Gnd nid, "Bill w2nts YOW' phone number. 
Hill"I' OUI or town or'en ."d DiU wowd like to 
ICC you. "lona: ",id .he rcJWed. On bte. oce:alons, 
the wmp .inr s=ys, Fcrgw.Ion ;l>ked, "How's Sta'cl" 
P,11Q n\l\do a. comm.ent =-,bout the Jonel's new b:lhy. 
which "frightened [her] ~d made het' feci Ih'l her 
actlvltla were being monlt" .. d." 

The co,nflillint s~y$ jone3 w~~ .ccoSlcd by Oin· 
ton sometime after the M=y 8, 1991, incident, 
whoa k. 'rutted h.r in tb. lWtund. of tho 
ArI<'/u~1 St.te C.pitol: ·Clinton dr.ped bis arm 
ovel pl.inrif'f, pulled her clo"" and t1shtly to hi. 
bod>" And nid: 'Oon'1 we mAke Q be.utirul cou
ple-beauty and the beut?' Clinton directed Ibis 
",mork to hi, b .. dysu...l. troop .. Lu.y P~tte"O".· 
Trooper l':.I!trson con!lm.ed this in an interview 
with Tht Washjn~~ Post 

"I KNOW III CMRRID 11m" 
The moll impl'I:ssivc evidence sUI'p?ning 1',1111. 

Jones·s o.llegAtionlJ coomes from six wltnc.,ucs-ln
eluding r.me!. nr.ck.rd and Oebrt Ballentine, 
whom I inter~lewed ser~r .. cly on October 1. by 
phvnc-who h.v •• OQl1rn,.d <h.t ,h. told eo"" of 
them !h3! some day (or soon thereafter, In three 
ClSCS) Ihat she had rebuffed sexual .dv:tnccs by 
Ointon. TIt .... wirn ... .se.' indude Joncs's twO sisten. 
her husband, and her mo,her. All 'ix-includiIlS l 
~i~tc( who hu impugn.;d. JoneiJ', MOtlvGI-hnvc 
$Oid ,hey bdi~e her CIQCOunt orOillcon's conduct. 

Nunc of lhese witne,,.-u hu yet tO$tified, due !O 

the presidenr's success.!n blocklnll dll<mvc:ry. All .Ix 
c.ve Iheir first media intervicws In Ilcbruary 199" 
under the exdusivc-.cC('~ ~greement Jone,'. bwycr 
Traylor had modc ... i.h Micho.t J.ikoll' .,r 7'1.1- WdIh
inll,,. POll. Since then, as F"r a, I know, neilher 
BL,ckntd nor DaUelltille h.d 'I'"'ken 1'0 Qny odler ~. 
porter in much delOil1lllo1 they spoke with me. 

BL1ekard. now Q homem.ker, II married, wilh I 
'~ytar .. ol.:l Ion. She livc:a in lAnok<h Ark,u"" •• 
wbere ,he 2nd Jone, hQd been friend. ·,illce we 
wcre 2,· forging what she 'a~ i$ 0Q ~pcelal bond." 
AI. "" cycwitn= to some of the events in the Itotel. 
BJa~k'u·d provide, efpccialJy SlrOIlS corroboration, 
She no.: only C'onn.cJn$ tNcry impornmt ~I'flct or 
Jonef's a=unt or Ihe Fergwon aPP,t)lIch, hur gi_ 
l vivid doscript1on-mo~ dct.,ilcd Ih~n In her am· 
d.vit Or "ny previously published artidc--·or wlta! 
JonO$ !<lid on her relllln from C1intoll~ hotel room, 

-, wvld ICC her sh"k;,.S-· .1\ dhe CAme wallcing 
back to Ihe regiltration dc.dc, Bllehr:d say •. ·1 
could sec rC3l ht away $OnlCthing was wrons- .•. 'I 
,,,,,k her. whil. to lell me .bout it. She wa.< upset, 
kind of sh.ky, Qlld had to gel her h~3rh" Arter 
"fIve Of ten mimua," BI~dtard "~\lb, Jop~ rcdated 
""ha! had h.'''l'cned. Bbckard saYSlhe h:..~ difficulty 
rcmcnlbcring the dCl:liis om'2nd now-more th.n 
/lv. y .... Ioter-hlll ,h .. "' know he 'Grohbed her, 
She said he ju" kepI on movinG close 10 her and 
putdng hhi h~d QU h"", ~IlC~. and l;Yt;ry til11C1 41,0 

at0l'!>cd him h" did lomelhins cl"e.· 1 sukcd 
BI~c""td if she rec.ned JonO$ d"'CI'ibing ~'nethins 
d,,,,,,,,ic I'.r!",ning ju" befi,rc '<>ftc., hod I.rl Clill' 
ton. ·Hcdroppcd his pantS,· 'he rc.<pand.d, ".nd I 
dnn·[ remember his CX3C( words, bIJc )'QU knew 
whlt be wanted." She seemed ha:lt.1I1 to clQbo~le, 
Had Jon.,. IndicQled th.t Clillton h.d w~lIled 
comethins th~t Jon~ (.ould do without lIndr~~in~ 
nr~ckard ~:ud y~. 

IlI.d<.1fd .d«d, -It', true. I helicvc b"". If .... me· 
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nne ~~ up, And coma bAck ill c~n min .. uCl, and i. 
,h.killll'-1Ihe ditln\ h:IV" time '0 moke all Ih.t ",ufT 
"I" And I'm like her ben Il'lcnd lar rhe tlmcl, Why 
wuuld .be tell me ~Q"'cthill" lik. tl",.I ..• Alld Ihe 
.. ,i,l, 'I ,Iun\ w.1I1 you ever tn tcll anybody.' "Why 
'U'f" Ilukcrd.. -I Ie"" d &ovarno,," DI"c:knrd ''''p<UHJ. 
ed. "l'le', powerful. AIl<l we both h.d Ilate iul,.. I 
wa~ I'rtsn~,nt. I W:llt 211. We wefC, like, two ytlllhg 

lIirl •.••• We tli,ln'l 101111'" what we cot.ld dn. ~n 
wr'!<, like-we'l'\' ntll re!ling Itllybody.o lIIilc1l.11d !lid 
.he h"," 'rok,n 10 no tcpor~r6 in <ic-Inil nlhC'r Illftn 

l.ikufT alld m~. "I'm MI ..... n:d "rthe I'~t, that they 
wIHdd tlltn Ihing.~ around ... and lWi~t n.y wmds 
4round." she ""1,L,i ncd. 

O 
HnRA nAl.I.IlNTINE SWORIlIN H1(I\ 
r'C:bruary 1,}94 affid.vit thot JUlies h.d 
.UIIIC til het offia:--.1lar8e IAttiC Rock en
j\ineerinB firll' wholll a"l1elltine w .. , (,uul i.) 
Ihe marl«-ting coordinator-.mund 4 l'.M. 
Ihal da),. Arler Jdcrib&n& dllc r-('fjt.ll,on 81'
p~" QI\<I utl.er plIlli",in"i"", the nffid.vil 

"'Y', "M •. J"n~. ~t:lted rh:1t " • she rel'lIfTed tI"..., 
'"'1"""< IIl1wdcon,ed .!CXual :adv.nces by the gnver
nnr. Ms. Jon., dCllcribl..t in dellil the n:\lUIll of Ih~ 
M:Auo.1 aJ,van<:C'8 which r will not nnw n:COUht," 

8.Uenrine, nllW 34 (JOIl~ i, !!O), save Q fuller ~
({Iuntir'll'" me 01' o':«>her I. Whik }Ollt< w:I" line 
IIr her close .. friends, ahe .. id. it h",1 been highly 
unusual fur jones to ,Itup in un.nno\t~ced at work 
"1'111,,; lun.1 thot .1.IY. A"d ChQf "I <=(1111,1 tell jmll "'y 
lookinG.1 her rhal wmethiuJ;I w"' wrllllg." Jones 
h.d .tarred, Ballentine rec..n •• by uying, -y(,"'rc 
IInl .8..,ln8 fO bdicvl: wh:t.t ju~r h!l(')J,c:ned to mc." 
Illd had then sone Ihrough the whole encoulltcr. 

8:dlcl1d",: h:u conS(D\~ Jonc.."" C&1cnrii1l dieS"
tlnns! "Sbe 13id he Wall pUllins his hand. on lier 
legs and he W.R tryillS to put hi. h~nd$ lip her 
d"" ..... _ She .. ld, 'D.bbie, he pulied hi. p.nlS 
dnwn to his kneel and he a.kl.tf me 10 (perform 
nml.ClCl rl&lu !he ... ' ..• Dd"'" sh. kI\. he tol.II"", 
'I don'r wallt to make you do anythina you don't 
wanl to do.' • B:IIlenrine add., "H" IIlso IOld her he 
knew .he was a • .m~rt Sirl ~Hd her boss--wh:u', hIt 
n.me1 D2ve HuringlOnl-'ja I good friend of 
mIne," Rnd he wId hcr, 'I know Y",,'n;. omart Sirl 
and YOII're p>ing 10 do thc .isht thing.' • 

1l.lIeMtne ~1I. thaI Joncs 11110 lold ber thor . cb,. .bout the mY'tcr/<>w ..,·""Ild "diSlincuishing 
/112fk· d.:II Jonet" wm"l.i"l ~ys she s:\w on ain
IOn, Illd on which Jonei. lawyen •• y thcr .... rely
ing 10 corroborate her leeOl<nt. She ndded!"1 said 
[to Jon~I, 'You need to Btl co your boss riaht .vn.y: 
Sh ... ie!, 'Ico,,',-.hcy' ... food 'rioll,I • .' t l2id. 'Yuu 
need to &0 to !he police, She ~id, 'I con'_they 
look me up Ihote.' Sbe Ju,t rclt there woo n"thih6 
rllC could do. ; •• 1'col,1e JU$t don\ undcntand wily 
she waited 10 IOhg. She wouldn't ever h1ve done 
onylbi"s if , ... , ... p (t_reF ""'lI" .... ,,] h.dn·t told 
that nory [to Tht: k",:ri_ Spttfltllrj,· 

BalJe/llloc .1.0 r=lls th.t Jon"" w •• ""tremely 
worried dla! day About how StCl,llCn Joncs, tben her 
Il~nc.! And now her hu~and, would rcoer Ifhe ever 
1'0"",", .. ", tho lurid d ... il ... r wlut h...d lup!",""". 

.. it possible that Jones did somedling in Ih.t 
ho!el room Ih~. ,he rC2led wo\lld sct OUt to Steve 
Jones or others, Gnd lied to her friends A.I a cover 
story thaI d.yl Or tllat d,cy ~I! ctlncocled a big lie 
in JO"u0'Y 1 1l?4 .fter Ooyid Brock', .rtiele "-,,ne 
oUI11r', possible, But Ill.clmrd .nd Ballentine don't 
come aenm os f.l~e ICClllet\!. Neither h .. , eOlltted 
l",hUdry. iUld bOlh-Blackard in p.rticuht-At 
Ilrsr evinced reluctance to c..lk to me. Moreover, 
BI .. k.rd'. h ... bone! .eiU worked for the Aloe. 
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lones'c former employer, wh.en Blnck.rd.I1r.n ';sn~ 
!h •• ffid,vit in I'ebru.,ry 1 !l?4. 

Some other evidence: huth "1~ck:1rd ~nd B.,lIcQ
tine told m. that they h~d IIlvel1 .imil.r. J>Crho,," 
morc det.ilcd ,ccountl to Mich.ellsikoff of rhe 
Ani in l"-4-t.f 4. time when thdr mCI11(,J{ig 'M:I'C 

fresher. when Jonels detailed eompblnt (which 
Ihelr rtcollcctions crock 90 _It) had not been drm
ed. And when these wi,n ...... 1, .. 1 h.d 10 .. rill,. '0 
be colClled by 1:\W)'t1t chan they h.ve now, 

IoilwfF ",nfin". Ihl>. He WlL< quo"," In a book by 
(.'Ilry S"bato M<I S. Roh"rt Lichter. WhtII SI-'A rht 
Wt/ftllll"tl RIlr1tf. CIS AyinS of Dlockord md B.tRen· 
tinc ·lThey) !ttt! enormou.1y imrteQ;~ (and inllu
cnaxI me ~CIY In """,il1l1 ~r this •••• n,"1 WIld! 
m ... Msr.lr c:rcdibl •• OJ pea"le who did not hove 
... cs to srind in Ihi,. Thcy m:re spanl:1l1COllS, mey 
W<!re hishly dct.tiled. and Ihey were very up..ftont. 
And they're nnt oul ""dUne puhlid.,.. Yo" """ ...,..... 
JORd or mat. but not ch~ two. ••• To the elI\ellt die 
IIC9rr QOUId be dK..!.'" out. i, did d,ed< eN,," 

'rhi. hardly comes acto" in Ihe M.y 4. 1!l?4. 
4I'ticle Ih.t the /'ost /in.lly publi$hed.lt noced Ih'l 
Bt.d<.1rd ."d R.1I""rine h.d "S".,J .mc.l4vi .. ",up
paning Jones's ~ca"u't after conrerences in the ot 
fice or Jun,",'o "uurnq. 'naylor,· and Blackard"s :u:
counc of tlte P~'1;uson Appro,ch ~nd Jones's 
dcpucUI'C to nlcct WIth ainton. Bur all ti,e P,1I rc
J>orld.Mu, BI.~""..d·. "",,count orJon .... teturn 
w;u Ihis: "Jones wu 'wallUng fast' And 'ah.king.' 
She .ald th.IJoncs h.d told her Ihar Clinton IIad 
m.de unwanl.d ~dv~llccs and 10nn implored het 
10 tell no one. 'We were both kind of .c~rcd. We 
",.,en·, Ihinkio, ....... sft;. I tlKI"Shll could 10 .. mr 
job. She tbnllght .hc could lose her job.' " 

And 'Ill dl2t th. l'oJt reported (rom BoIlcntinc" 
dccolled interviews widl bilmfT w., thot <he h,d ob
lCI'Yed Jones "breathing rmly bw" when .he came 
to ~ec Rnllc:,\tinc mGt: clar. " .. d thRt -BaJknanc ~:d 
Jones 'couldn't believe she wa.s so «tupid (Of going 
upnal,..· • Wh.n I ",.d thi. to D~lIenllne, die of. 
fered • cur~tion: 'That " whO! , •• id II> hw.I..,Id. 
'1 couldn't belkve you were so 1llIl,id. You know 
how~. [Clinton) I ... But .h. dido', know. ""d ",e 
pmb:lbly didll't think it W1'l srupid thm.· 

raulaJoncs .Iso &:,ve dctailed accoun" ofClin· 
IOn'. conduct to her tw() older riSlC". Accordl"l1 to 
the .lne .... l.ydi. Cathey. who Is ~bout IWO years 
o14et.. coutinns m4t: ahe ha.cl.~crcd hc:r a;~tc;r into 
Mr bedroom. shUI tile door •• nd oomfortcd her .b
let ~ she aled on d'e bcd.· as reporlt'd by the f'urt. 

In .n October 9 tclel,hone interview. ('Ath.y 
Idded !h~: "She c:une ovcr here. She wanted to alIc 
10 m •. She w .. ""'Y up •••• She w .. b."Jj"II' She 
W~ sll.klng. And I'm 100 percent ror her. (1',;11 
rruc." H~ Jones dco:ribed what Clinton h.d dond 
"Down to the very I.tt dOL,il." r.Y" C.,h.,.. 
• Dropped hi$ drawers and tell [sic] her to 'kiSf il.' " 
COlher added: "I Irkd 10 comfor< her. She fel. 
ash~mcd. even IhOllgh ~he hadn't done AnYlhing 
wrong. She felt awful •••• She w.! Qfraid she W:lS 

80ini to 1o,,", .... r job. Ih •• he WAS S"'nS rn 8'" "", 
!ired, bcc:twc she run OUI of lOin IOn'S hOld room]. 
II, Wot.1 the guvc:cnor. Every day at WQrk, ,1~ wno: on 
pins :ute! ncedl",," 

I could not reQch Jo",,', hu.band-co whum 
Jona did no, •• 11 ,"'e lurid d<l.II .. at ,h. rime r". 
fe2r ofwn:clung tbcir rel.tionship •• """rding to her 
complaint. N'or h;f.~ Ilx:c:n .. bl~ to reach her moth
er: or her sister Q~rlotte Drown. 

Here', what the Polt published rrum their inrer. 
viewc wirh hikoFT: Stcphen Jon .. "id P."I. told 
him at the time rhat Clinton had made I P:lSS at 
her. D\Olma.r Corbin, JonC:~'6 clCuC'mcly religious. 

churchll"lns mOlhce. said Ih.I Jnnes told her wilhin 
Q c»uple of <b~ Ih.t Clinton h~d ·w.n,ed 10 PUI 
his h,nd. on her 211d kilt her," bur she "didn~ rell 
me nen ~ tnveh :II .ha roJd llfJr -=btcrl r rt-j"k bc:
c:.'~$e she know. how much il would hurt me." 
Ch.rI"n" Dmwn. who II abour "X Y'''''' ulder th3n 
Jones. a"id she hod ~tid in a " ·m2r1er·al'-r.L1' way 
mac OlnlO"lwI Pl'OJlMiliolll:d "e," mar day. 
B_ h .. drown mo", pu!.llcil)' tb.n _II or tl,c 

other live Janca wicnnscs com billed. b«ause she 
har ~ssresslvely tr:uhcd loncs's m""i..,. in goinS 
pu"'i~nd ~uscd Il m.jor rift in rho r.n,i!y-b)/ 
ancrtins eh.t Jones did noe seeln "PSCI on M~r 8. 
11191, Gnd ,h.don .. hod •• id in .. ,IT 1??1 thaI 
"whichever mr It Mnt. II .melkd money." Her 
husb:utd. Marl\.Brown, h3 ... id chat he rhink~ 
Jones made the wl,,,le thin; up: Co,rly un. I,e lOughe 
out tile Oillton del'cluc teOm 10 volunteer his 1",1". 

Noncth.I ..... In • p,,('ruorr 199-4 I""",,;ew wirh 
lsikofF. Ch:ulol\e Brown provided nlher .crong 
oonRnnaclon for dlc essence of Jon.s'. stoty. Mose 
or ir WlI& lcE't OUI or his M.y " >rtide. Mote wos 
mentioned in hl$ Mar 6 arridc tqlOrting on a M3Y 
, tc:lc:yi.ion "ppOIIrancc in which Ch:lr.onc Orvwl1 
tn.dled het si~ter and :l3id Jones It~d been "tbrilled" 
on May 8. 11I91. "ikull'noted thAr In his inccrviI'W 
with BlOWn in Pcbruary 1991 Brown h.d ~id 11,01 
on dIe day of Jones's ancgcd harassment, Jonc.lloltl 
h.t, " "",if '\larel ....... up to I) .... ",,) "".I told her 
thar Bill Clinton wanted 10 $(( l,er. She told me 
when 5he nlcc hlln, he asked her 10 h.ve oral sex 
and.he reru«rl.' •.. Med iF .he b"liov.,J I'ef .i,ter·, 
Itory, she gid cbe did ~usc she h:ld ncvcr Iuoown 
]011<::1 to U~ ~ . 

T
AKEN TOGETHER. TI·IIl.~F. SIX WIT. 
n('II:Se.t. all fjf wh(u'n h!1vC' nid Jon,,, rnl,t 
clt.m Col)temporaneou.dy ~h""1 <.:linton·s 
unwelcome :adVRflCCJr provide f.n nrnngt"f 
corroboration dun h:u ever beell mu,cercd 
on beh.lf of Anie. Hm. Whilt· f<Jur wir· 
nes." te<,il1ed 11,., Hill h~d ,,,Id ,I,"", In 

'l2gue. gener.! lerms of being sexllally hmssed. 
""ly one of Ihem (Hill', frlend Susan Iloerchner) 
",id Hill had idenlirtcd Thomu as the hmsser. 'n1C 
otber ducc .aid Hill had conlllJ.in«1 (much laler) 
of haf':2S!:m~nt by !1ft u"rtl",ed lIIIeupotvt<nr." And 
dlerc fa QI least lOme evidence ~lIgs""ting th., 11m 
wuld have been rcrc"lng to .omeone "Iher Ih.n 
Thomas in her complainrs 10 .11 ("ur witncms. 

I-Iocrchncr-wfio bad prcued Hill after 
Thomas'. ftftmin!flr:oh to SO pubiie with har 
ch"'&C$-Q)nfidently ~s~rted in her initbl medi~ 
iDtervlcW6 and Sen.te re.ll'del",.III..,n tftat HUI', 
eompl31nts of having been sexu.lly hM .. ~ed by 
her boss h3d cotn. in phone calls lufott Hoorcll· 
no. h.d moved ...... m W.rl'insto" to _h. We .. 
Com In September 1981. Rut Hill claimed 
Thohl~s's off'c",'ve beh.vlor h:ld sruled sOllle 
d,ree months afrer th:lt. When this eonr .. dicrlnll 
Wil.~ painted OUt. Hoerehner revi~ hcr cestimony, 
uyina. IIJ don't L.now (or 'UN" whcr" Hill hr.t 

-rokC of sexual hU2osment. In ~ddition. when 
.. ked by • SenMe Republic.n whether rhe had 
cv;:r flied •• ex"a1 har.usmcnr eh2rge hcr&clr. Ho
crchner sait! no: wl,ell co1\frorlted with Q record 
,"owl"S thGr I" 1'0.,. "h. h.d llIed .uch •• h.,S" 
28.1n~1 a fellow workm.n's COII,pen •• tion judge, 
she rc.'I"'ndcd. "I <;:tnnot say rll.r I didn·t.· 

Despite the r.blive wc.'~ncu of HiII's cnrroho· 
"ling witncoscs, every scinrill. of sa,rning e<>rrob. 
o~don ch;n bib bee" ofTcrcd for 1-1;)1', atnty h"" 
been cogerly scool>CCi up by, among orhers. Th~ 
Vtra[hi .. gr~n /'o/r. even while it W"f deep-swng the 
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• 
fIlr more compelling 4C<lOllnU ofPomcl~ Ill.ekatd 
.nd Doh .. n.llenlin •• Th. 1 •• .1;"11 ... mpl. w .. 
Ihe I'ott'. October 9.1994, scory r.h .. ,hi"g three
year old a11"li",ti,,", by rOrm" ·l1lom ... "hofdJl\a~ 
Angela Wright. AI over G.OOO word •• ir w:u 101lj:ef 
Ihan alll'Qlt .tticle. focu.ling on the evidence in 
tl1C::l Paula. Jon~i c:!tte combin(ld. -Her Tadmony 
Might Have Changed Histury,"lhe he.dlincan
nouncc:d. "An&<1a Wrlgh. cemembers rhlllking: I 
believe her bec.u.e '" JUI II/() Int." dIe nut pa .. • 
gr"ph <lcdmel. 

1')1<1 wh.t1·I1l. punchU"",. deep in .h. utide, 
we« • bit suopr.u: "CI.'U'CIICC Thon"" did consisccnl
I, prCS5un: me to d.te 111m," Wright cold Ihe p,,,, 
Md h:td Once showed up Ufl2l1n\IUn~ AI ber op.n· . 
men!. Once, dl( artide said. he h"d "c»mmenrcd on 
the c.I ..... I W3S wooring" ond ..... "" h.t b""",t .; ..... 
And: "I reh,ember him Sl,ccl/ially R)'iuB thaI aile 
worn.n had • big aso.· Bur Iort In rhe d.pd .. of thil 
ottio:le wore Ihe f.te" tbal Wright h.d bcc:n /ired by 
Thonl'" (""d at leMr twO other CfflI'Ioycrs) for 1_' 
job perform.n"". Incl~din8 b.i"S rude Alld d .. ",P': 
live co collCllSucs: th2t Ihree witncsscs said d,cy h:od 
heard her YQW to S"CThom:l$ b"dt:i QI\d that Writ"t 
did not even cl.lm th~t 'rho mas's alleged condua 
IIIftnunrcd to KlIuaI hiU'il.lSnlc"t. 

Tho Pan'. I.k.out on At.sol. Wright pr~ 00 

be only the opel,ing salvo in a hug. ""'ve of public
hy In the litl! of 1~94 revisiting the HiIl·ThonHIII 
epi~rx!c--most of ie p.I".bly slanted to (Welllate 
the qt'Qlity of the evidence AS'li",t Thomu. The 
~nterv;~ wu Stm"# /utt:&t, R {;.gr·,dlct by Jane 
M3yct .ud JIU Abrrunson of TIn: WIlD Str«tJ~Urlllll 
which publilhed ~ long excerpt lcodillg wilh a claim 
by. woman of extremc!y doubtful credibility (who 
h3 ,ince suggested thar Maya" ond Ab",mron dis
~Qncd her AC~OU.,t) thRt in thl!: 3umnlcr or 1982, 
Tholn""', aparuncnt h2d in it "a h(,pc. compubivc
Iy ot'&3nlzcd 'tock of I'III,~ m'S .... 'n"" " Qnd walls 
".durned with nude centerfold • ." "he .nloolhly 
rendentiou. M3yer.A!mmson book WDS sreet.d 
with un~rhicw.J ),oCllAnncu: by new.l- o"Sano: Rosins 
(rom Tht Nt/v ~tkrr 10 N,wswfflt CO ABC'. Night
lillt. n.tnirrg Point, Qnd CiDM Morning ","etie". 
Meanwhile. all of tI", .. ,me news ofi.,n. were illnor_ 
iug 1':",1. Jonca and her f:ar ""onJ;Cr, far more cu ... 
rent ClYjdollco or rmr more odIow alrc&cd c::.OlUJuet hr 
4 for rn()O'C powerful man-Ihe ineumbent Presi· 
·denl orme United SIOtcs. 

III SAID: NONOENIAl DlNIALS 
WlIQt Ay! the .ccuscd1 
Prc.\idenl Clinton's only puhlic wmment aboue 

lanes's allca;JtioN (unless I've ml<..ed anc) """,e .t .. 
phoro scSl:ion tlte day her suil W2S flied: "Il<,b Ben
nelt .pol.. tor m"l ••• I',n n,,' sv;ns to d;gnily thi. 
by cot\'tI1endng on it." Th~I'! It. Clinln" h .. OMr 
pmlJnally conll rmed or denied 11"1 of rhe p2ttieu· 
1, .. of her "'Ie, .. inn •. Bennett h .. persll.ded ,r;., 
courr. to Icc him defer even A fornt.1 ~1I._r to chc 
compbin'; And the n":Ji,, h.", ".rely noticed th.t 
Oin!lIn has taken the moral equivalent of the Futh 
Amcndln('llt. 

Meanwhile. Ihe Clinton lee.1 on.! I'"hlie r~I._ 
dOhl teams seem long Ogtl CO Ii.ve abandoned ch. 
IIt"t4:'.m.CllC thar: Cllnl()n "W~ ot;yg a.tune in Q hotel 
wilh hcr,"lmled by then-White HOllse c:ommuni· 
.. rions dlreclor M.,k Gcaran Ihe d'yInn.,. went 
public. On. indiclion thot Iloi,li"o or de';"'", h. 

. become inopcr.tive was the allced M.y 5. 1994, 
c.:linton·Bcnnett 1"0".,"-.1 to .«tI. the m."er by 
offering to havc the president tc:1d in public a smc
nl.nl conceding the possibility IhAt he had mel 
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wltb Janca -in" t'OOrn at the ~lo.ior "occ!,· and 
IISscrting duc "she did 1101 eng.ge In any impral'" 
or sexuiJ conducl. - Now, the operative defense 
kom.I 10 be BcnIlCII~ os.lCItion th.1 ainlon h.'IS "no 
~lIeclinn· of n.cering 10n<:$. It remind! me of 
wh.t Pre,iden. Ni~on .... Id (on "'I,e) <0 .hrcc lOp 

aides on March 21, 197': "I'crjlll)" is:lll mul h:ud 
np to prove, , , , Be damned sure: you sa". 'J don't 
tt'mtfnbcr, .•• I cs.n't ft'~n.· • 

Camp.,e aorence Th""' .... He anGrily dOflied 
Anita Hill', 2I1cg.rion. under o.th In Sen.", Judl
dary Comminee teslimony. 0( course, h., unlilu! 
Oinlon, really diMe havc the_ ~tion of'imiJatly 
du<~inil by .... r ... lns ... "dI8nlty' Hill' •• 1I"6-,,16n. 
Ind havinS·2ides and la~n itcue nondonial de
nl.la--not If he .. anted to SCI to d,. Supreme 
Court. 

Defender~ of I'CCfidont ainlOn (like d,oM; of 
a .. """" ,",,,mo.., ftr .... ""ith """. ""8"nc:y th •• the 
conduct of which he mnds accu.<ed by ~ub 10nes 
Is so for ouc of tlt ... tter Ih., the worn ... muO! be 
lying. "What she !Iones} :alleges is siml'ly inCOllociv
able II CIi"I!')n bel ••• ior,· WWI the 1m rc:.tdon of 
8.",0)' Wr;81 ... ",ho had beet. aln","', ... ." of_IF 
in Amnm and helped his 1992 amp:dgn comb~1 
allegations or eXlrunatllal arr.,lrs-"bln.bo erup
lions,· in Wri;ht', now-(.,mollll "h",c. The &:Ime 
B<rsey WriSI.t h'1.~ ruso ",id, hnwevcr, rh~r she w:IS 

cnlwlnt'cd -thAt 'lACC croopcn in Clinton'. lecurity 
derail were soliciting women (Ot him and h. far 
them, as four of thrnl have alJ\'S'=d. WriGht s:\ld M! 
helh In l~te 199.5, to D.vid Gergcn. dlen I ror 
Wllite Hou!e offidal (according 10 James Stcwnru 
19% b<>ok, BIHJ S~rt), .nd ill inl<",ic:wl! wi.h re
potter Davill Mamnl~ of TIl' WttJh;lIgt.If PMt (ac
cording 10 his 1995 Clinron biograp"r, First in Hil 
Ckm). 

Afl" reccivinS' phunc .. 11 frMI the!.rcsidenl 
in whic:h th~ M.1I'l1niss book W'a5 dixu.s:lC: ,Wri~c. 
who now is cxecutive vicc-p,"ident of the We.ler 
Group, • Wa,hil'SI(In lobbyins firon, i""ed t II!:\tCo 
menr Ihmush h.r I.wyer denying Mar:lniss', ao
counr of these intcrviCW1, Mmni$l reapondal th.t 
h. hAd double-ehe.""'" every dc",11 wl.h WriSh', 
and she hnd conlirmal them til, before publica-
tion. (Neither Wrighl nor Ge'S ... n:lllrncd my 
phone ""lis scdcing ""mmelll heM ... pr ..... time.) 

Allin .11, tbe ... is sltong evidence that alnton 
had R P;lUall and PCiK'ti" Q( wil'S litah;; lmetpet"' co 
hllSde women. That .Ionc ~ not sexu.1 hal\\l.fment 
(Iho\l&h wht,. d.e gnvcrnor d_ so with rc:l$on to 
knnw th:tt the wnm3ft i •• cbte emrloyec: IlltSy 
dnlng her job, it'l getting clolC). But In tlte end iI 
cnm .. down to !h"': P.hher Clinron h.r ... ed raul. 
Jona on M~y 8, 19!)4, In A f2shion that see~ alit 
of character, 01 she Iicd most compellingly 10 h.r 
(riellcU BI:\cbrd o.nd B:1IJ.:ntin.c: imme<U .. tt!ly I1Ht!t

WIIl'ds, or they an: ~l1lying MW. 
LeI'o not forge< dm JUIK as nQI .. ..ty bUI Jones I. .. 

publicly accIIKd CHnton of $C1CU~J hAmsment or 
similarly rcckku =u:tl ~dv:tnecs. nobody ,bm Anila 
H;(l h ... rubl'dy .ccuccd d ..... "" 11",,,, •• of .. IIt
Ing II.! dirty as Hill .. ,Id he !:Ilkai. Indeed. the 
Cl.«nce l1'Qm •• bc1l>vlor :tIlcgcd by ludl. Hili 
"(m.d :It inconceivable ro m~ny ofhb IHclld.~ and 
(01Ie:tgues :IS docs the BiD CHnlon beh.vior :tIlegai 
by ,,"ul. Jon ... A p."'" or r.m.l. cu,ron, And for
mer colle:tgucs and lI.bordi".les of Thomas Ql\le 
forw.lrd as dm"'L1 ... witl1~ for him In 1991. 'I'hc:y 
"'d th.1 he unr.iling!y trc:\lcd women with ~1lCa, 
nurrur<d dicir =110 a,,11 WI! proper to the poinl of 
pntd;") • ....,, ;n M. dcm""""" itt rJ.. wo'~pl.tc. 

Sume ~clIlI~lnmnccs of qucsrioMble ercdihilil}' 
(such as Ansell Wrisht) did $tIllS"! thot Thomas 
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totne-cimCi .poke- cruddy, 01" pcn;mptorily an .. 
nlXln\'Cd thinp like "you'", JOing to be dating me.· 
Others havc rCClllcd, more credibly, that Thomas 
h.d A tII,lc ror porn"e .. "hy. alld fot tolkil1B .nd 
laughins ~bout it, allcosc while he was .c Yale Low 
SC;hO\ll, "c:;atl bcrun; rn«dus Hill, Mnor '·hQIDQI 
IOcs cook this :IS conllrmOtlll" 11,,1 he n.uol h.Y< 
ulked about potn<lgl':lphy to I-lill. Ilur .ny Intcw;t 
Thom .. mOl' onoe ..."" ~.d In •• llriftS .hour diny 
pictu..,. wid. people who did not objcc;t Is no beller 
proof th.t h. har.saccI 1·liII II .. ,n CIIII"''''' widely 
reported intcrtsl in c:xttMluiul adventures Is pmnf 
!hathe~~J~ 

A olla If CllAMCTER 
Prob3bly Jones's biggest problem is chmt she is 

gmer:tlly ",s.rtled U a loose: won •• n u nwol1 hy IIf 
he".r. Indeed. mony renl,I......,.".d.ny h"'l"''' .nd 
others of the intellectual and monied d:lZC5-ntcd 
ollly .... nCW>l'.ptr plKllOSml''' ofJo ...... , whl.l.er 
big h.it allll ovenlo". /lmke\lp, In discounl hcr 
d.irn.. m'~1 _I my Ilr.. """cllon, at IC:I~t.) 
-rdloid tr.1Ch--BeMec" phr!u~ reeon:\kf. 

And Ihen Ihere on: Ihe .llnult-nllllc·l,hUlao nr 
Junes frolicking In heel mOl were !:Ikcn by. f.llthlas 
fornler lover in .bout 1987. sold by him to Pm,
hOUIt in 1994, and fublishcd in 1"1ann •• y I !>!>5 
m.:ue, "rter Jouo. f,tI,l uhll:u~,rtllly tuod t4') enjoin 
pnblic.rlnn. The cxi~lCnce of such photos ot}one. 
Wl.~. 11.1 noted above, one of the Om ching, Ih .. 
Bennett menlioned, in hi, /lnl "C1nYC~Allnn with 
hcr ~,W}'Cr Gilhctt 03vL., Acconling to DIVis. 

Th. cl ... bi ••• hor help< axplain wi.), Ani<. 
Hill received SO muth warmer. recol'liun in dile 
eirel", th.n !':tut. Jon~ m.y be Q healthy ching, to 
the ClClent th~1 il evidences the (rc:I~livcly) dc(:lin
ing .isnilie_nec of roeo RJ • louree nF prcjudice 
and ntctCotyt .. ;hg. Duc Ie h:'A no'C yoc been proVC'R 

Ihu un~ophi!tiCllted, big-hnin-d, makcllp-e~k.d 
women from small h~m'e" in Ark.n •• s-even 
ones who "me 10l'1"" ror ,1=eb~1 boyfriends
arc any less likely 10 tdl the truth Ih:m Y.le-alu
C4(C<i taw prorcJoo~ likQ AnitA Hill. To ,he con
t .. '1, I.wyc .. :uc Itdintti in devising clever w:I)'S of 
disl"rting the Inuh. 

It'. true •• nd rdeV:lIl1. thAI lones's brother-in-law 
M.ck Brown hiS .. lied her a kasc:r alld m.nilllll.
cor of men who WQuld do anylhihS (hr monoy or 
fame, and. ,exu.1 exhibillolliu who had prolldly 
dio •• byed nllde photos of herself 10 r.,mily 1I •• m
b ..... Bu. Brow_hom Jon.,. .lId het ~i$tcr l¥dia 
have bOlh di,miucd:u ·crat.y"-may nOI him$df 
~ dtf,; 1tIu.~t Gn:diblc: or chN'nd~". ~rtlinK to .ho 
1'011. In his bome of Cabot, M~II~:IS, ·he was led 
OUI of a cown to\lneil mcetillglln 111'nl for shoul
ins: vul~ritil'll :It the n':l)'ftr. - who "s:l)'S the ••• Ma· 
rine Corpt dropout i. known arnulld town for 
'blowins vB'" in "",;.f.otutanu.'" 

Prientls like Debra Ballentine h.vc described 
Jnn ... :IS friendly, open, hOIlO$t. n.ive, alld tOTally 
apoli.ic.1. And Jone>. ulIlOlt. Hill. h3S not been 
C3uShl in .ny ~ignifie.nllics of mudl t" ... nce 10 
the alkgcd hilr.r.:JJrnl!;p". (In (;Jc:;t, In;;.- lilwT~ra. lik,; 
Hill'" el.im Ihat .he h .. ~ pused Q polygraph lem 
the c •• miner, J.mes Wilt, of Vienna, Viii;ini., I'ro
vid"" "'. wlth • ~(\ry or A Idter he sent n.vlt $I~t
ins thot ·III~ my opinion Mn. Jone' w:u; trulhful 
In ncr rc.t;ponsc,- to quC'st.h.1na .. hom wh~(h~r l'Ih~ 
had lied in describing her nlo~r 8r~phie a1lcgMion, 
~&'ill!1 ~Iillton duritlg m Mar 24, I ?!l-l, polYG",ph 
~l'nfn4"It)n.) 

While Hill's $peeific """sotion$ about Thoma. 
Qnnot deOlllrlvdy be proved or d41'nlvcd, '''" .. nr 
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hn other Itntcmcnu a(1j>Ql co have been dcl1bct~ . 
aruty. midC\ldinll' In .worn lestimony one morning, 
for =ruple, Hill deilled-fill< I;",..-.ny recollcc
tiftn or.1t:lVinS been told chat she n'isht hl' !lhle to 
spurThom:lS 10 withdnow merdyby making I con
fldcD'CiaJ ":ltemcnc de[ailing her :ltl~:"lol1l. wid, .. 
aliI ever goinG public. But tb~t uternoon, After 
canfctring wilh her 1~W}'C/lI, Hill correct"'" herself, 
vnlunr~rin8 rI,!tr ·t"~U 'Wff; (tune I"<liat;u,, [by :l 
key Dcmocrari, st.~tl'crJ that (Thom:tS) mighr nOI 
wl,h '0 wnllnue d.e ptOQ; .. " If con(ronlcd with 
Iter ImIrement. 

Hill', ClIplanarions of some olher m.tters were 
p:ttendy i"U("(libfe. ".d, !I, he .. I\'SG"tjonc tb,,,c the 
m~iri reason she h(d followed her :tIlegai h~r:I$.~cr 
rrum the Educatlun DCI'~rnncnt to the; EEOC w;q 

tim she futed she migtu ornerwlselilld herself job
I .... Th. ovcr~1I pattern, de!-,ilal by S\17.,O"C G:u
menr In "Why Ani •• Hill to .. " In rho 1411 ... '1 
1992 Cfmmenflll'}, W3.11 "disquic:ting quality Ihal 
~h. dl."I'Y"d ..... [beIIlS] more ./llbidou •• nd 
ellL'lIl.rlng than ,he let on. Her testimoll), on this 
subjccllccmed co show AlAck of cmndor, IIIId Ihi.! 
(~ct :alone mny h;ave bc:~.n _ b::l!l:i. ro .. mi~trust1ItB 
het.· 5Ile AI~ had far SllOnger ideological dis~grcc
mems with Thorn., th'-lIl .he Itl on. 

In ~ddition, whil. Hill w:I& pl':li~ed by m~nl' 
frieRd$ and co"cacu~, albers, like former EEOC 
calle'SUI I'hylli. Be •• ), (who ",d b<'<'l1 Iln:<! by 
Thom~.), told the SeROIe that Hill \ws 'untrusc
wl1nhy, selfish, And cxm:moly bitter," after Thorn .. 
had givcn someone elK a promotion t-Im h.d 
wanled. 

Much ofth. d .. .,.,,,.rwith which JOl\es h .. lxen 
received i.! auributable to ber reputalion (OJ of 
1991) fur flIrt'IIOIISnc .. , proV0t2!1vc dress, And 
h.willll &Iellt ~l'Ound, II.! dct1i1ed in public.,tions in
cluding I't~pk ~nd Ptnth~rut. II', re.ron"b1., .nd 
Ie-gnlly 'elov"nt, to gpc!t:ull1tc th.4.11: Jonol'. a.ppeu
IlIce. dcmconor, mnd witljngn~ ro meet with ain
ron .Ione for no app:tJ'em purpo8C may h.ve. em
boldened him to think that $cxu:tl overtures would 
he wtlcome. But "that doesn't me~1l thaI ,he h.d 
b.d ch.raeter or .hool .. Ix CQl1,;dcred • "''8.' For 
Jome pr~d~tor,· In Ihe words of her lawyer Gilbe" 
Davis. And It's odd 10 hear .\ldllt:ll" hdd 'g.,III" 
JOIICll by f<.",inisu who would oroiniU'iIy GO ballbrie 
At any S\lllSc~tion that a nashy-lookillg WOm.n WlI$ 

. " .. ki"S EOrit.· 
Wlitn Anlt:l Hill c:une IOrwnrd wilh lecolly du

bious, rcn-ycar-old clal"" lunG _ncr .ny and 011 rcl
evanl ... tlltes of limlt.don~ had run, you didn't 
hc.r m.IlY ofdlcm dismbsing her tt.im~:II IC8'llly 
frlvoloUl.,Joncs, .it 8eems, tt dilTorcnt. '" r~~d the 
C\,Impl~int,· lI:Iid Lynne Bernabei, a plaintiffit stXu~1 
h.~nICllt l:twyer In Washlnglon, on • CNN tolk 
show. "lIIId (rol]! a leg.1 pct$pcctlV<!, it seems like 
Ihe WOIII .he ileseribc.s i. wom.ni,ins. UllWe!
GOmcd abXuo.l a.d.va.ncc" whic;h mny btl mora.Uy or 
olherwise politically rcl'"8112nl to people, but i, 
simply nat iIIeg:ll." 

Wow. This is A fcminiltl 
It's we th~t Pal,l. Jond~ leg:tl claims hmvc their 

we«ku~q. c.~pod.llr her rAmer V(t.S'It; ... "d ;rnplau
.;r.le .Ueg.\rlons th.t her supcrvi. ... " .1 die Ark.,I\!.'IS 
Industrial Devclopmcnl Conlll\i~slon dlmlmln,,
cd 'I:ainsr her on tI.e job in ret~li.tion for havln; 
di$pl=d the GOYttllor by ... fu.<ing to submit 10 hil 
.dvo,.....,.. I)u' her 1<s>Jlhcorica II<; h.,.ll)' (,;vol ....... 
A ,illgle. cxrremdy outr.scous .ct of SC'IIu:U h.r:us
ment. WiTho\ll mudltnorc. CM nrguably support • 
-hostile working ~nvironmcnt'" cI:lim, both under 
·11t1. VII .lId under the older civil rights Sl.tutes 
gtcdbyJon ... 
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"TIlE TROTII WIll DOT II(8E" 
The pr~idel1l~ d".iee of a kt.l.tl'lllcgy is hord

Iy wb~1 olle mij:hr eXJ,ccl from a fAl,ely ~ccused 
ptrwn victin,i7.(!d by II e't"JI'nI,It'tC' flbrje4dnn. U 
"nothiug h'l'pened in thot horel." At Bc~ncrl q~. 
wl,y noc ,tilll"l, "~31 ::In rclc:vam: F.tCf!I, roopcrare 
In tI;'covery, $Cck "'ntnl~ry Judgment. and a<:t rid 
of the C1I<C/ Why spend $2 n,illion In I.wye.ing. 
dapcr:ncJy It.-eking to rr~~nt tlse nidcneo r,om 
(",,,i,,S OUl! Alld if nothing reolly I"!,pened. why 
did ,hen···W!,i", IIClu", 'I~.I cow,sd lloyd (.-UI' 
Ie. go on television on M~y 2~. I !)!)4, and .... n: 
"The <nlire pre,idenL'Y could IU", nn Ihe occur
renel! nr, trb' lik. th;.", 

J~nC$', l:iwyc" have yisloll.' of pUllins the rroi
d<", I"" ... <n d,e rock or d .. n.'gl"s .dml~"'ons and 
me h~rd 1'1.('( of possibl< IlCrjury; of tronPCfll IQitj. 
fying about. patCern and practice of Clintoni.n 
I'mr.,tion, nr g,jlli .. S .tt.S.d ro" .... lov ... or.I,. 
pIC,iuenc to ask rhen, if chey noticed. "di$\illS"ish
ing lIIark", or compelllng.physicial ClOIlninatiolt of 
Ihe pre,ident and lIeu;nll his medic.I records 
(much IIO\'Shl af,er hy ,he Dole cantraiSn) 10 lind 
Gny cud. ml\rK, or any cvitfcl1QC thRt one h3.A hcc: .. 
removed. [\'" Iknn(tl h. shUI them Ollt, so liar. by 
lo~lng on rhelltcsidential inlmUnlty CI.irn in Ihe 
di,trict ~-ollrt and 'flr>< .. lin~ •• nd Ihen In<lng in the 
EiSI.th <":ircuit and arpcalinS 'C.in, firsl for en 
oan; review, then FOr SUptC;lnC Court .. c::view. 
Mr,"whil~, there h~ ),cen no f.,ctual M$WCr for 
Clinton tn file. No del'O~itlolU. No inrcrfOg;\lorics. 
No di~covclY inro whe,her there is, in foct •• di,,;n
gui,hinS mark. No rri:tl. 

Assotnins Clinton', rcclc:cdon. tnQ(llt hand.i.Qp
pen think Ih.1 the Supreme Court will ",jecl at 
le.sc che bro~de!t ''-'£loot! of Clinton's cl:tlm ~nd 
IIOnd the cose bock to lo ... r ctllJ". (or fUrther pro. 
I;Ccding.l. Bennell h:l$ a wave of olher motion. to 
cU,lni", uf hb ,J«vc-rOt r .. ;Ju~ tv ft~tc a cb.im on 
which rel,d C,'" be grnmed ~nd for CXCC$llivc delay 
befolc filing ~uit. at le:l5l. But there could well be 
di,covery, :md po,.ll>Iy even • tri.l. durins 0 aih_ 
Ion second telrn. "The truth will ouC here," sa)'! 
Jon~3 &tr:orncy on O.-vb, optimi"dcal1y. -({,he', 
not cdling the truth. well •• hame on het· 

Bur given Ih~t Paula JonO$'$ dabns ag~insr Dill 
Clinrnn ",e bo.h more .. rlou. by r .. II."" Anito 
HW's .golnst Cbn:nce Thom .... And $lIl,portcd t.,. 
mu .. h ,cronger <;ocrolmradng ~Jdcnc:c, whr have 
the media and a lot of other people a\:CCd as though 
die orposl~ were ttuc1 

SeVCf!l' rc~'Wn •• Mon ahviouJ'y. Ani.ta. Hill', 
charges were Ip=d befo", the public prec:i.dy It 
11.< ,im< wben Thom .. w;t$ .. ndcr che Wlliec-bot 
srotlight of. Supreme Courl confirmation plO
«eding. She W'-I 11 superficlally impressive :l«uscr, 
far More 10 til:.n Jone!!. Thl.'! !luh,coqucnt televicod 
hcarin~ thot tr:m.fiYCd the narlon nude it impo.!3i
bk '0 isnore her d •• rs"". Iwd mony peopla-nor 
iun Iiber3ls-hAd Qlrc~dy been so puc off by 
'rhom:u's "" •• ive petformanee 1I\d lack oF;c.,ndor 
.hout hi. views on I~,,, ... I" ... , ini,,'" hootinS. ""', 
dlCY welt harilly prcpucd rn give him the boOdle of 
the doubt when he swon: pu.don:alety dl2t not One! 
~de of HilI'£ dc:tllilcd •• count was true. 

Jooes's allcg.tlons, on the othel band, were so 
le~my. tmd c:h:lpged Clin.(oft with tuch lhcrcd.i1>1y 
depraved conduel, and first c:une to light In IUch 
• $U'PCCI W'y, d .. 1 • 101 o( people didn't wanllO 

think .bout them. One re •• nn wu .canda! fa· 
tigue: With so m,ny ,lIcsations of mud, perjury, 
Gihd otlu:r wronsdo)ns twirling aro\lnd. mo eli*,
tons. mo.t people had Ii"I. interest in thinking 

about wh.t many news org:1ni • .olions diSDlis!cd 1.1 
just another ",.,. tcand.I"-ospecblly one in 
which thete C':ln novtlt I:.a di~pl.>,itiyo proof"r ex
actly wh2t hoppened. And rhey didn'c h~ve co 
<hlnk about It. p.rrly because nci,her P.ul, JOlles 
nor Dill Clinton W2S rc"ifyill~ at ~ny tclevl!ed 
heAring, And ponly because rhe media didn't ruh. 
lid. the cv.d.n"". 

The disparate UC2!mCht of d,e two ePLIade< .1,., 
h .. somclrJlng (0 do wIth the dilTerenee between 
justices ~nd "reoidenes. ICwe don·tlike. Sup.eme 
Court nominee, can we .lwars hope th~1 ir he', do
feated, ~~ JiJcc tho neKt OhC rn::U('Ci if Clinton'., dc:
bled. We know who we'lI gtl: Dub Oolc. Mote
over. we ClefICC' our ju.~tices 10 be wiSe. pun:. honc:;t, 
Ino .. l. reflective oracles In bl.ek rob",. Ihinkina 
deep dlOUghtt In their marble tcntple 2nd .. ving ,,. 
1M ... ou_bucrodv ... I'rcs'den",,,, dilT.",n •• lfD.1I 
Cinron's politicd SUClCCS$ h:lS tIlIIshr u.~ onytl.ing. it 
" that A president can win strons pllblic approy21 
despite bro.cI and deep public doubts ... tu hi. 
moral chmctcr ~nd ttuthfitll1css. There :1lso ~."u 
tb be " W;d"prcAd uI'Umpt~()h tl, ... t whM~cr ic 
rakes 10 cl~mbot chac high on the sllrpery »Ole of 
polldcal ~u=, :Itld then Co do rhe messier "~I\eC'" 
of d,c job. can only be found in a person driven hy 
an IlImoS[ superhuman lust for powel .nd utlter 
8"'S"ntullft .ppc ....... 

Buc uldm~t~ly •• n in=I'.lole parI of tbe dis. 
p .. ~re cr""l.ncnt of"lnomas and (;Iilllon ;. .iml'l~ 
political orientation. One of tbe mn" mikillg 
tltinl;! about the HiII·Thomas lronde W3S bow many 
..... pI. _mcd ..,nAd.n, dt.lt they knew tI .. , ho; (or 
mel W1Ilening the truth, before Ihe cvidencc w~s 
in. and how almost everyone who believed her h'll
pencd 10 be on the Iibe,,1 okk .• nd .Imost <ve"", .. 
who believed him on the con,eMII.e .ide. Now, 
with PD.uIIiJonca, dlcn;'. lK.;n wmc:ching or:1I\ ide
olO(;ical invenion. 

H 
OWTOIlXPLAIN'I'HEMAINSTIlllAM 
media', m~nircsr di,d.;n ror Pallia Jones 
""d C.",n"" 'rhom .. , ... d admir.don for 
Anita Hill? Pm of II ;, elm bias R&~in~1 
wb.t ono Washington bute.u chief c:tllcd 
-lome SI":l7o)' wum:m with beS h!t;r totnins 
OUI of Ihe t~lIcr parkr." But that's nOI .11 

of i,. No,. <hot i" unl .... you believe that Iho pr= 
would have given ,imil.1 coverage to g simil.r .r;
eu.or, m.~inB similar :IIlcgariol1l. ""pporced by sim· 
ilAr ev;dcnce, I",inn N~ C\nsrich, or Jec~ 
I-ldms. or George 81osh, or Steve Porbcl. 

'I'hau DOC v;Iu, r believe. I dllnk WI the politlcd 
oriehuti0n3 of most tqJOrrct'S. a1ilO<5, aoo prodU<lCtS 
. an: at work hete. It" no accident that In a survey by 
Th. Freedom Porum o .. d .1.. Ito",,_ Center or Ill!' 
Wasblngton. D.C.. burcou chief, and congt'C.Uion:d 
"',,,,,,>o • ..Io:qlo. 89 ~=n' of r""POndenco .. Id !hey 
had vorcd for DiU Clinton in 1992 and 7 ~nt for 
."en-l'residenl Bush. Mickey K:tu&, then of 771t Ntw 
Rt)tlbl1t •..... _'" honest th.'II1 mo,,, ofltl. ooIl""S"" 
wilen he: WIGle after Jona'~ Feb"'nry 19!)4 press con· 
ec"'rtCC; "I .I."u~'" it wosn't a big .. ory. bu, 001 b .. 
cause I didn\ bel,CV( it. ••• How an reporrcl1!U$ti!y 
ignurins Jones whil. p..yinS 10 much attentfon to 
Ani'" Hill or <he .caI .... ..rSen •• o. P.dr.woodl ... 
Qinton is ••• the ,,"t pmidenr we've h...d in a Ions 
ti""o;, n..t is tbc u",['<,[icn n:oaon ch.'1 dIC .... cIu'S'" 
haven't received as much pl~y as you mighc ClCpcct • 
• , • T\:w Journ.li ... wont to sec rhc ptc"idcnt aif'plcd.· 

Not tlti' p""id." .. *hYW:OY. 
If nothing else, those twO episodes Ulwtntc how 

h:ud i, b (or o .. y or w 10 sec dearly throuGh the fog 
of prcconcqltion in wbid. we dllive rn A BfCIter or 
le\SCr dcs.c:e. r would 'U/IIl""C' however. th21 those 
who h!J.ve m:\de Anim Hm A hetoioo. Ciuc:nce 
Thoma.! ~ S02t, .nd l'al,laJones Q p2li~h. need to 
try harder 10 overcome their preJudices. They need 
to look ri,e filets in the nee. • 

I~----------------------------------~ 



E X E C UT I V E OFF ICE o F 

TO: 
TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

24-Sep-1996 11:09am 

Jack M. Quinn 
Kathleen M. Wallman 

Elena Kagan 
Office of the Counsel 

jones reply brief 

THE PRE SID E N T 

Our reply brief in the Jones case is due on October 9. I have been in touch 
with Geof, David, and Amy on the substance, and I am happy with the direction 
they seem to be taking. But of course it's hard to tell much about a brief 
without reading it -- so we need to get a copy of the brief in time for us to 
comment meaningfully on it. 

Amy, who (under Bob's direction) is still in control of timing and mechanics, 
has said she is "aiming" to get us a draft on Oct. 2, but cannot promise to do 
so. I think Oct. 2 would be fine, but anything later is too near the weekend to 
give us reasonable time to comment. I have told this to Amy quite emphatically. 

I think it might make sense for you, Jack, to call up Bob and reiterate this 
message. In the end, Amy does what Bob says, and the only way we can be sure to 
get the brief on Oct. 2 is to make Bob commit to it. 

Let me know if you decide to call and what response you get. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH INGTON 

September 21, 1996 

MEMORANDUM FOR JACK QUINN 
BRUCE LINDSEY 
KATHY WALLMAN 

FROM: ELENA KAGAN ~ 

SUBJECT: PAULA JONES CASE 

Contrary to my last memo on this subject, a group of 
scholars has filed a brief on behalf of Paula Jones (though a bit 
late). Let me know if you want to see it or any other brief 
filed in the case. 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

OCTOBER TERM, ~995 

NO. 95-1853 

WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON, PETITIONER 

v. 

PAULA CORBIN JONES 

ON WRIT OF CERTIORARI 
TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT 

MOTION OF THE UNITED STATES AS AMICUS CURIAE 
FOR DIVIDED ARGUMENT AND TO PARTICIPATE IN ORAL ARGUMEN'I' 

Pursuant to Rules 28.4 and 28.7 of the Rules of this Court, 

the Solicitor General, on behalf of the United States, respectfully 

moves for leave to participate in the oral argument in this case as 

amicus curiae supporting petitioner. *e further request that the 

United States be allowed 15 minutes of argument time. Petitioner 

wishes to cede ~5 minutes of argument time to the United Statee and 

the:r:efore joins in this motion. Granting this motion accordingly 

would not require' t.he Court. t.o enlarge the overall time for 

argument. 

This is a private civil act.:i.on for 
) 

damages against the 

President of the United States based on conduct that is alleged to 

have occurred before the President took office. A divided panel of 

the Eighth Circuit rejected the contention, advanced by the 

President and by the United States as amicus curiae, that private 

civil actions for damages against a sitting President should be 

deferred until the conclusion of the President's service in office. 
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The court of app~al;;; held tha.t both di:;;covery and t;t;"ia.l could 

proceed during the President's term. 

In the view of the United States, to require that the 

President defend against private civil lawsuits in state and 

federal courts during his term of office would intrude 

impe~issiblY upon the President's performance of his 

constitutional duties. A sitting President cannot defend himself 

against private litigation seeking to impose personal financial 

liability, and bear the substantial burdens that such an 

undertaking entails r without diverting his ene;t;"gy and attention 

from the exercise of the "executive Power" of the United States. 

A judicial order requiring the President to do so would place the 

court in the position of impairing a coordinate Branch of the 

government in the performance of its constitutional functions, and 

would therefore violate the separation of powers under the 

constitution. The United States has accordingly filed. a brief 

amicus curiae arguing that this litigation should be stayed during 

the pendency of the President's service in off~ce. 

The United States has a substantial institutional interest in 

protecting the office of the President and the powers and duties 

vested in that office by Article II of the Constitution. The 

United States is therefore directly interested in whether, and 

under. what circumstances, a sitting President may be compelled to 

take part in judicial proceedings in state or federal court. As we 

note in our brief in this case (see U.s. Br. 2 n.l), the United 

States has participated in several other cases that have presented 
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related issues of Presidential participation in judicial pro-

ceedings. We therefore believe that oral presentation of the views 

of the United States would be of material assistance to the Court. 

Respectfully submitted. 

WALTER DELLINGER 
Acting solicitor G@n@ral 

SEPTEMBER 1996 
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The SoliciLOr General 

September 24, 1996 

MEMORANDUM TO: 

FROM: 

FYI. 

OSG/DOJ 

U.S. Department of J\lSUce 
Office of the Solicitor General 

W/lShineton, D. C. 20~30 

Jack Quinn 
Counsel to the President 

Walter Dellinger ~ 
Acting Solicitor General 
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THE WHITE.HOUSE 

WASH INGTON 
D 

September 22, 1996 

C~o~L-r_. __ E_dw __ ar_d __ F_. __ R_y_a_n ________ ~ 
'oJ ~ PS/(b)(S) 

Dear Mr. Ryan: 

Thank you for your letter, which Leon Panetta forwarded to 
me. 

Though I appreciate your views, you should know that the 
President has never claimed relief from suit under the Soldiers' 
and Sailors' Act and has no intention of ever doing so. The 
President has argued that he is entitled to a stay of litigation 
because of important constitutional 'principles involving the 
separation of powers. 

The Soldiers' 'and Sailors' Act came into the President's 
brief as -a simple example. The President's lawyers were trying 
to show that stays of litigation are not uncommon -- that courts' 
often grant stays for important public reasons. In that context, 
the lawyers offered five examples -- of ,which the Soldiers' and 
Sailors' Act was but one -- of situations in which courts 
postpone litigation. 

I hope this alleviates your concerns. Thank you again for 
writing. 

the President 



Q & A ON JONES BRIEF AND SOLDIERS' AND SAILORS' ACT 

Q: How could you have claimed that the Soldiers' and Sailors' 
Act entitles you to a stay of a sexual harassment suit brought 
against you? Don't you understand that even as Commander-in
Chief, you are a civilian and not entitled to the protections 
given to those on active military service? 

A: As I understand what my lawyers wrote, they never claimed 
relief under the Soldiers' and Sailors' Act. They said that I am 
entitled to a stay of the lawsuit not because of that piece of 
legislation, but because of important constitutional principles, 
involving the separation of powers. 

The way the Soldiers' and Sailors' Act came into the brief was as 
a simple example. My lawyers were trying to show that stays of 
lawsuits are not uncommon -- that courts often grant stays for 
important public reasons. In that context, my lawyers offered 
five examples -- of which the Soldiers' and Sailors' Act was but 
one -- of situations in which courts postpone litigation. 

My lawyers have explained this many times by now. The continued 
accusations that I claimed relief under the Soldiers' and 
Sailors' Act are the result of real distortion. Let me say 
again: .1 didn't claim relief under the Soldiers' and Sailors' Act 
and I have no intention of ever doing so. 

Q: Were you aware of the references to the Soldiers' and 
Sailors' Act in either the recent petition to the Supreme Court 
or in prior legal papers. 

A: I didn't read the recent petition prior to its being filed. 
Some time ago, I had a general discussion with my lawyers about 
my argument that there should be a stay in this case. But we did 
not discuss any specifics relating to particular cases or 
statutes. We talked only about the basic constitutional 
principles. 

Q: If you didn't rely on the Soldiers' and Sailors' Act as a 
basis for relief, why did your lawyer think it necessary to file 
a separate legal pleading a few days later retracting this claim. 

A: My lawyer didn't retract the argument, because there was no 
argument to retract. Again, I have never argued that I should 
get a stay of this lawsuit under the Soldiers' and Sailors' Act. 
What my lawyer did, in a routine reply brief that would have been 
filed in any event, was to make clear what the original petition 
had argued and what it had not argued. That was necessary 
because of the distortion and the misstatements surrounding the 
original petition. 



TALKING POINTS/FACT SHEET ON SUPREME COURT'S DECISION TO GRANT 
THE PRESIDENT'S PETITION IN THE PAULA JONES CASE 

The President and his attorneys are gratified by the Supreme 
Court's decision to review the Court of Appeals' decision ("grant 
cert") in the Paula Jones case. 

The Court will consider the President's claim, wrongly rejected 
by the Court of Appeals, that as a matter of constitutional 
principle, private civil damages actions against a sitting 
President should be deferred until the President leaves office. 
This claim presents an issue of importance to both the Presidency 
and nation -- precisely the kind of issue the Supreme Court 
should address. 

No President has ever had to cope with the distractions of 
defending a lawsuit while in office, and the President and his 
attorneys -- as well as the Department of Justice, which 
supported the President's request for a stay of the litigation 
believe that the Constitution entitles any President to a simple 
postponement of litigation so that he can fulfill his 
constitutional responsibilities. The deferral of litigation for 
a specified, limited period is quite common in our legal system 
?ls a way to protect such important interests. 

The Court's decision to consider the case, as is almost always 
true in Supreme Court practice, is a simple one-sentence order. 
There is no reasoning given. 

Briefing in the case will occur during the summer and early fall. 
Argument has not yet been scheduled, but is likely to occur in 
the first few months of the next Supreme Court Term, which begins 
in" October. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

September 16, 1996 

MEMORANDUM FOR JACK QUINN 
BRUCE LINDSEY 
KATHY WALLMAN 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

ELENA KAGAN @V 

PAULA JONES CASE 

I just received a complete set of the amicus briefs filed in 
the Paula Jones case. On our side: the SG and our group of law 
professors. On their side: the ACLU and the Coalition of 
American Veterans (CAV). They no longer have a law professors' 
brief. 

The brief of the CAV concedes that the reference to the 
Soldiers and Sailors Act is an analogy, but argues that "the 
power to analogize laws is the power to create laws." I kid you 
not. 

Please let me know if you would like copies of any or all of 
these briefs. 
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CAPITAL DIARY 

Immigrants 
And Strange 
Animosities 

<~Vets May Resurrectr .. ,:~ ;f,~ 

I~ttack On White Honse 
ti 

~Paula Jones Defense' 
/1 

BY LLEWELLYN KING j! BY TONY CAPACCIO 

Peter Jennings, who reads the ~ A veterans' group is considering filing an amicus curiae brief with the 
news on ABC-TV in an avuncular ~preme ,Court in .order to press its opposition to what has been widely 
and concerned way, is, one seen as a claim by President Clinton that, as the nation's commander·iti-
presumes, rolling in money. This 'chief, he is on "active·duty" status. 
is just as well, because the ; The group spearheaded a Memorial Day weekend auack on the president 
welfare reform bill, which is about for purportedly using such a claim in an alleged attempt to delay .the progress 
to leave Capitol Hill for 1600 " '.urthe Paula Jones sexual harassment case. The controversy neatly captured 
Pennsylvania Avenue, is aimed at 'lhe fact that, although the Cold War is over and his Pentagon team is. credited 
people like Jennings, among iJith good management credentials. Clinton remains vulnerable on the "com-
others. mander-in·chieP' issue. 

Jennings is a Canadian citizen "'!: A Supreme Court filing by the Coalition of American Veterans could tap 
who has not changed his national· . .tbat vulnerability-and might in the process elevate national, defense; now 
ity. He once said that his mother ~fairly dormant in the presidential campaign, as a campaign issue.CLirrently, 
would never forgive him if he lllie coalition is assessing whether to bring its fight to the nation~s highest 
became an American, although he court; seven attorneys are scheduled to meet on either Thursday or Friday to 

~~~i~~:~ ~;~:/~~~!~~.years and ,~) ;::~:~~;:3·Ar:nr"·c.~ ~ ~1f~ ...... 'i~ ,::r;·i;t !~';,.Jl)t'·(C()tiffl)l! ~ .. __ :-.~?~I 
The Republican welfare bill 1 1 A J.,# t 'E t ..,: _., 

censures people like Jennings. srae mong lY.l.OS X ensl~l!. . 
!~~~hCe~~~~!I~;:~ c~~If~~ed~~?ee~ it In Economic Espionage-CIA. 
school lunches. The bill implies' 
that there is some sort of moral 
failure in people who do not 
become citizens; that they have. 
an overriding loyalty to some 
other power and are here for no 
better purpose than to rip off our 
social services. 

It is one more unpleasant 
aspect of this unpleasant piece of 
legislation, this bill designed-like 
three strikes, you're out-to 
produce a crueller, harsher 
America. 

This bill, which is supposed to. 
turn layabouts into productive 
citizens imbued with a work ethic, 
has at its heart a desire not only 
to make the poor, the stupid and 

(Continued on page 2) 

. ;, 

BY TONY CAPACCIO 
. ........ 

For the first time on the public record, the CIA has identified'ih~ 
governments of France and Israel as among a handful of nations it;: 
says are "extensively engaged in economic espionage" against the
United States, White House Weekly has learned. 

In contrast. the CIA concluded in the just-released testimony that 
Japan-an ally viewed by some as among the most unscrupulous In 
trying to steal U.S. technology-engages in "mostly legal" collection 
efforts. 

"We have only identified about a half-dozen governments that we 
believe have 'extensively engaged in economic espionage as we 
define it: said the CIA in May 10 written material provided to the 
Senate. Select Committee on Intelligence. 

.' "These governments incliJde France, Israel, China, ':Iussia, Iran 
and Cuba. Japan and a number of other countries engage In economic 

(Continued on page 5) 
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Vets May Attack Agairi ... (Continued 'rampage one)' 

discuss the group's legal ·options. 
Retired Marine Corps Col. 

William "Lucky" Luchsinger, the 
coalition's chairman, this week 
acknowledged the organization's 
hope that a filing might influence 
both general 'public opinion and the 
court's verdict, 

In attacking the White House,' . 
veterans' groups, GOP-lawmakers 
and New York Times columnist 
Maureen Dowd interpreted 
Clinton's legal defense, as offered 
in a May 15 Supreme Court brief, 
as resting ·Iargely on purported 

uactive service" 
even if that 
filing missed 
prescribed legal 
deadlines. 

"We are 
processing it 

. now. We are 
looking at 
people who 
would take the 
case pro bono," 
Luchsinger said. 
"It's a question 
of timing. We 
may do it 
anyway because 
if we don't, who 
will?" 
Luchsinger said 
his coalition, 
unlike most 

'It's a 
question of 
timing; We 
may do it 
anyway 

because if 
we.don't, 

who will?' 

status as commander
in-chief. 

According to this 
view, Clinton was 

. claiming to be 
eligible under the 
Soldiers' and Sailors' 

. Civil Relief Act of 
1940 for a delay of 
the sordid civil case. 

.' Critics and reporters 
failed to mention, 
however,.that as far 
back as August 1994 
Clinton legal briefs 
maintained that he 
was 1I0t relying on 
the act. 

veterans' organiza
tions, gets actively 
involved in politi
cal and even legal 
issues. . 

Time appears to 
be on the coalition's side. The 
Jupreme Court on June 24 agreed 
to hear the case, effectively . 
delaying Jones' high-profile 
lawsuit until after Election Day. 
Clinton's attorneys have 45 days 
from June 24 to file a "brief on the 
merits." The document's prepara
tion is on schedule, the president's 
attorneys confirmed yesterday. 

Interested parties then have 30 
days in which to file amicus curiae 
or "friend of the courl" briefs 
supporting Jones or Clinton, the 
court clerk's office said. "I think 
public opinion is important. ... They 
are cognizant of public opinion," 
Luchsinger said of the Supreme 
Court. 

Luchsinger also acknowledged 
that his organization, once nearly 
bankrupt. has leveraged its Memo
rial Day roll for fund-raising 
purposes. 

Instead, according 
to Clinton attorneys, 

. the act has been 
referenced to illustrate a defense 
theory: If the act grants soldiers 
temporary legal relief while on 
active service, then the president, 
by dini of his greater responsibili
ties, should enjoy similar status. 

"It is, arguable that the Act 
expressly applies to the President 
as Commander-in-Chief but we do 
not press the argument here," said 
an ,Aug. 10,1994, filing. 

Who is right can be debated on 
Ceraldo. What is evident is that 
the issue is not as clear,cut as the 
Memorial Day. firestorm suggested. 

For its part, the coalition spent 
$144,300-nearly its entire 
budget-placing, in 24 major and 
regional papers, full- and quarter
page ads featuring a May 27 letter 
of criticism signed by five Con
gressional Medal of Honor win
ners. 

The papers included the Wash
illgton Times, the Orange' County 
Register, the Philadelphia in
quirer, Stars and Stripes, the St. 
Petersburg Times and the Detroit 
News. Luchsinger said the coali'tion 
wanted to '''straighten the"record" 

over what he claimed was the 
Clinton legal team's continued 
reliance on the Soldiers' and 
Sailors' Act. 

"I understood Clinton's attor
neys ain't giving up," said Vietnam 
War veteran Elliot Williams, past 
president of the Congressional 
Medal of Honor Society. "They are 
dropping the issue of the 1940 
Sailors' Act. It's new words, but 
it's going to be the same claims." 

Williams said the letter re
flected one step aimed at politi
cally energizing veterans' groups
not on behalf of anyone candidate, 
but simply to get more involved. 
"There are 18 chartered groups out 
there and they are not getting 
together. They are guardi ng their 
turf for membership. They won't 
admit that, but it's the truth," 
Williams said, adding that he-
hopes the coalition's past and 
future involvement will bring the 
groups together. 

Williams said the May 27 letter, 
to which he is a signatory, re
flected language he and another 
Vietnam medal winner and former 
Army Public Affairs chief, Maj. 
Gen. Patrick Brady, had drafted. 
Adding some confusion, however, 
Brady said in an interview that he 
never talked to Williams and can't 
remember who called him asking 
him to sign the letter. 

"I drafted the leller, but a lot of 
stuff was drafted by Brady," 
Williams said. "Then collectively 
we came out with one leller. The 
coalition got some things in there, 
too. They wcre full partners. Let's 
put it that way." 

"To retreat from the call to arms 
and then later enibrace its code 
when it is convenient is an outrage 
to all who served," said the letter 
in recounting Clinton's 1 960s draft 
history. 

"It· is a distasteful irony that you 
would invoke the Act at a time 
when we remember those who gave 
their lives while wearing the 
uniform of the American military 
you once professed to loathe," the 
letter added. 

The phrase about "loathing the 
(Continued on next page) 
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'Extensive'Ih Economic Espionage .. ~· (Continued from page one) 

collection, but we believe their efforts are mostly legal 
and involve seeking openly available.material or hiring 
well-placed consultants," .the. CIA said in itstesti
mony. 

The new material was released without fanfare • 
yesterday as part of a declassified hearing volume 
on "Current and Projected National Security 
Threats to The United States." -

Until the new CIA statement, the U.S. govern
ment had never publicly confirmed that Israel has 
engaged in clandestine attempts to gain U.S. 
technology. 

Israel Embassy spokesman Gadi Baltiansky said 
yesterday he was not aware of the CIA material, 
but he stated: "Israel is not engaged in any form of 
espionage in or against the United States." 

Economic espionage has been a hotly debated 
topic in national security and defense industry 
circles. 

So concerned was the Clinton administration 
that, in 1994, it set up a National Counterintelli
gence Center (NACIC) to pool FBI, CIA, Defense 
Intelligence Agency, State Department and National 
Security Agency.resources. 

It was NACIC~s research that led to a listing of 
the governments, according to the material. "The 
Center has narrowly defined economic espionage 
to include a government-directed or orchestrated 
clandestine effort to collect U.S. economic secrets 
or proprietary information," the testimony said;' 

"The Counterintelligence Center has examined a 
~; .~ 

. number of countries from the standpoint of thair 
willingness to conduct economic espionage against . 
U.S. interests," said the CIA in the material re
leased yesterday. 

"We see government-orchestrated theft of ·U.S. 
corporate science and technology data as the type 
of espionage that poses the greatest threat to U.S. 
economic competitiveness." " 

News of the CIA characterization of Israel comes 
as 'that nation is reacting with anger to the Clinton 
administration's denial of a pardon for convicted 
spy Jonathan Pollard. 

A widely publicized-and equally criticized
Defense Investigative Service (DIS) "Counterintelli
gence Profile" on Israel, disclosed in February, 
recounted public-record examples of industrial 
espionage. 

"Israel aggressively collects military and indus
trial technology. The United States is a high-priority 
collection target," said the profile, which also 
implied that U.S. citizens with ethnic ties to Israel 
are prone to betray U;S: technology. 

CIA Director John Deutch in Feb. 22 testimony 
hit the DIS profile as "a terrible document." 

In a Feb. 28 report, the General Accounting 
Office, without explicitly naming Israel-which it 
identified only as "Country A-said it "conducts the 
most aggressive espionage operation against the 
United States of any U.S. ally." 

.. ,The new CIA material tends ,to corroborate rather 
than to debunk the DIS and GAO assessments. 

' .. - . ·' ... ··j·~·~~rf'!.~: ... -. 

Vets May Attack Again ... (From previous page) 

military" was in Clinton's now infamous Dec. 3, 1969, 
letter to Arkansas ROTC official Col. Eugene Holmes. 
Three years earlier. then-Boatswain's Mate First Class 
Williams won his Medal of Honor for taking on 10 . 
Viet Cong junks and sampans in a savage river 
firefight. ' 

"Mr. President .... withdraw your use of the Soldiers' 
and Sailors' Civil Relief Act." the letter said. 

Clinton's attorney. Robert Bennett. acknowledged 
in an interview the conclusions of a May 22 Congres
sional Research Service opinion relied on by Republi
cans to attack Clinlon: that the commander-in:chief 
title does not imply "active duty." 

"I agree. but we've never argued that. We are not 
saying he is on active duty." Bennett said. 

"Everybody has been over the papers." said an 
exasperated Bennett when asked why the issue had not 
surfaced two years ago. when the 1940 Act was first 
brought up in his legal briefs. "At no time did any-

body raise a question. no print or television reporter. 
The point was never made an issue." 

Just one excerpt illuslrates thc casc's complexity: . 
In a'June 5. 1995. reply brief. for example. lawyers 

for Clinton wrote: "The President docs not rcly 
directly on the Act. choosing instead to invoke the 
constitutional protection due the presidency. Nonethc
less. we feel compelled to address certain statements 
about the Act [madel in the opposing briefs .... 

"Although the Act docs not expressly include the 
commander-in-chief. a review of the legislative 
history reveals no intent to exclude him and it would 
be consistent with the overall purpose of the Act to 
extend its coverage to the commander of the armed 
forces .... 

"In any event. the Act provides a useful example of 
another instance in which our legal system subordi
nates the interests of individual litigants to overriding 
national interests when circumstances require." 

For Conference Information See 

WORLD WIDE WEB SITE: http://www2.dgsys.com/-kingcomm 
EMAIL ADDRESS:kingcomm@dgs.dgsys.com 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 26, 1996 

MEMORANDUM FOR JACK QUINN 
BRUCE LINDSEY 
KATHY WALLMAN 

FROM: ELENA KAGAN~ 

SUBJECT: JONES LITIGATION 

1. Our merits brief is due on August 8. 

2. David Strauss is putting together an outline for the 
brief, which he will fax to Jack, as well as to Bennett, within 
the next few days. 

3. We should think (quickly) about whether we want any 
amicus briefs other than one from legal scholars. David 
suggested, for our consideration only: (1) a brief from members 
of Congress, making the case that our position is in the interest 
not just of the ·President, but of effective national government; 
(2) a brief from members of the defense bar, emphasizing how (and 
how often) litigation can be used to harass those in the public 
eye; and/or (3) a brief from some conservative think tank 
committed to a strong executive, demonstrating that this is not. a 
partisan issue. 

A problem with (1) is that if only Democrats joined, the 
brief would increase the partisan feel of the case. A problem 
with (2) and (3) is that getting such a brief might be difficult 
-- and our efforts to do so might become public. 
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141002 
05/10/96 08:31 '6'312 702 0730 UC Law School _ -----.-

Amy, Geof, and Elena-

. Here is my work. In the "reasons" part I end.ed up typing things over 
instead of working on Amy's draft, principruly because I could get a better 
sense of the overall document that way. 

I concentrated on making the petition shorter. I know I succeeded at 
that. Whether it's better is another matter. I'm sure that in addition to 
various infelicities that r introduced, the:r.$ are things I left out that should 
be put back in. 

. It may make sense for Geof and Elena to wait until Amy gets another 
copy produced before trying to make sense of this. 

c 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 10, 1996 

MEMORANDUM FOR JACK QUINN 
BRUCE LINDSEY 
KATHY WALLMAN 

FROM: ELENA KAGAN ~r-

SUBJECT: JONES LITIGATION 

As you know, the cert petition must be filed by this coming 
Thursday; according to Amy Sabrin, that means it should be given 
to the printer-s on Monday. Sabrin is currently incorporating 
Strauss's and Stone's comments. She hopes to have a new draft by 
very late tonight or (more likely) tomorrow morning. She would 
like any comments we have by Saturday afternoon. 

We should figure out how we want to handle this process: 
How involved should we be in the editorial process? And if we do 
want to get involved, how should we coordinate in such short 
order our own thoughts and comments? 

\ 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH INGTON 

May la, 1996 

MEMORANDUM FOR JACK QUINN 

FROM: ELENA KAGAN £/~ 

. SUBJECT: JONES LITIGATION 

Amy Sabrin called to ask whether you had spoken with Bruce 
about taking the names of the Arkansas attorneys (Kathy Graves 
from Bruce's-old firm and Stephen Engstrom) off the pleadings. I 
believe we all agreed that we should do so, assuming Bruce 
agrees. 
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I 'Jones 
suit on 
''1Ta~' 4-~,iW'·~:.' 
l'l'1 ';J ru" 

top ooti[t 
By Frank J. Murray 

, THE WJ.SHINGTON TIMES . 

A chesslike Supreine Court The final se-cret "session it 
gambit began yesterday after the which justices discuss new cases 
8th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals has long been schedul~,fQr June 
denied President Clinton's second 21. They also routinely' hold an
plea to delay Paula Corbin Jones' other conference on the court's fi
sex-harassment suit until he nal day. . ,', , 
leaves the White House. If the case is put on the docket, 

A·panel of the St. Louis appeals arguments probably would· be 
court yesterday set the maneuvers heard in December with a deCision 
in motion by refusing to give Mr. in 1997. Granting Mr. Clinton im
Clinton's attorneys additional time munity on a civil suit -related,. to 

. to submit the case to the Supreme , events that occurred before he be-
Court. . 'I' came president would allowc a 

Attorneys for Mrs. Jones say if claim that eluded Presidents.·Keit
variables fall their Way and Mr. nedy, 'lhmIan and Theodore Roo. 
Clinton doesn't use delaying tac- I sevelt. " ". ",j"YL 
tics open to him, they could take "Witnesses may die. Documents 
evidence under oath this summer may be lost. Memories may fade:' 
and certainly before ElectlonDay. - Mr. Davis said as he issUed a sta~ 

".If he has time to cam~gn" ment in whi~h Mrs. Jones .called 
which is not a necessary fuv-Otion for early action. . ' 
o.f the pre.sidency, he certaiIqy has "i am ~ted. Itlooks like my 
tune to gIve a depositiont an.op- case can finally move forward 
timistic Gilbert K. Davis sailf after ~ long an effort by Mr. Clin-

A member of' the president's ton to avoid it," she,said. ,.', 
private legal team saidhlJ wID peti- . If the court denies Mr. Clinton's : 
tion the high court by next'Thurs· ,petition, District, Judge Susan 
day's deadline to review his immu- Webber Wright would· overs~: a . i 
nity claims, and expects the court process of legal responses: They" 
will hear novel issues involving include motions to dismiss Mrs. 
postponement of the matter until Jones' suit, oppositioit'tO written 
his presidency ends, which could or oral questioning, prodtlction of 
be as late as Jan. 20, 2001. evidence and sched~g::... . 

Mrs. Jone,~' attorneys plan to an- . Depositions could start With Mr. 
swer shortly after Mr. Clinton's Clinton's co-defendant Danny Fer
brief reaches the clerk's office, guson, the Arkansas state trooper 
and not wait the 30 days available Mrs. Jones accuses of directing 
to them. They expect the court to her to a h~tel room where .she 
act before summer recess and maintains Mr. Clinton exposed 
deny a full hearing on Mr. Clinton's himself after she refused his over
claim that official duties keep him tures. 
too busy to respond. "If the Supreme Court denies 

Mr. Clinton's attorneys said they their petition, we would be in de
will not request extra tiIhe from positions and discovery this sum- ; . 
the high court, although such re- mer:' said Mr. Davis, whp :be.~e 

, quests often are granted. In this; a. ~epublican candidateJor,:~-
. case it would be filed first before I guua attorneygeneral:after,:his 
Justice Clarence Thomas, who firm took Mrs. Jones' case. 
handles all 8th Circuit emergency . 
matters. He could rule on it or re-
fer it to the full court. 

Simply filing their petition on 
time will invoke an automatic ex
tension of a lower court stay until 
the -Supreme Court finishes the 
case. That would include any re- . 
quest for rehearing. While rarely 
granted, it could not be disposed of "
until the fall term begins Oct. 7. 

,Under new rules, the justices do . 
not consider a case until at least 10 
days after the opposition brief is 
filed, givin,.g a' petitioner time to 
respond. The most likely deadline 
for papel1VOrk to be considered . 
this term would be June 5: 
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RNC yeady to begin airing first TV ad for Dole cainpaign, 
By Ralph Z. Hallow 
THE WASHINGTON TIMES 

The Republican National Com
mittee yesterday unveiled its first 
major ,advertising effort in behalf 
of Bob Dole's presidential cam
paign, a 30-second television spot 
that blasts President Clinton's tax 
increases. 

The ad, produced by media con
sultant Mike Murphy, focuses on 
the 4.3-cent gasoline tax that Mr. 
Clinton and Congress, then con
trolled by Democrats, pushed 
through in 1993. _ 

"Three years ago," it begins, 
"Bill Clinton gave us the largest 
tax increase in history, including a 
4-cent-a-gallon increase on gas
oline. Bill Clinton said he felt bad 
about it:' 

A video of Mr.. Clinton then 
shows the the president saying, 
"People in this room [are] still mad 
at me over the budget becaue you 
think I raised your taxes too much. 
It might surprise you to know I 
think I raised them too much, too." 

"OK, Mr. President:' the an
nouncer says. "We were surprised. 
So now, surprise us again:' 

Mr. Dole's face then appears, 
and the announcer says, "Support 
Senator Dole's plan to repeal your 
gas tax, and learn that actions do 
speak louder than words:' 

The spot will be broadcast, be
ginning today, nationally on CNN 
and in undisclosed local markets. 
It will run for at least two weeks. 

Mr. Clinton yesterday offered to 
sign a gas-tax repeal if Republi
cans do not attach amendments 
unoalatable to the administration. 
They aren't likely to, and the ad is 

aimed to pressure the president 
while reminding voters of his tax 
record. 

At a news conference where the 
GOP spot was unveiled, Republi
can National Chairman Haley Ba:r
bour said the party will spend 
about 5300,000 on this ad and esca
late the air war against Mr. Clinton 
with more-specific issue ads all 
the way through the Republican 
National Convention in August. 

The Dole cam~aign is virtually 
out of money and bumping up 
against federal pr'imary spending 
limits, and the RNC finds itself 
with only about a third of the cash 
that ·the Democratic National 
Corqrnittee, the cash-rich Clinton 
campaign and allied labor unions 
have to spend on advertising 
through August. 

At the news conference, Mr. 
Barbour was peppered with ques
tions about why so many Repub
licans have been attacking each 
other instead of Mr. Clinton and 
the Democrats. 

Reporters tried in vain to get 
Mr. Barbour to comnient on why 
Ohio Gov. George V. Voinovich, a 
Dole friend who has been touted as 
a pOtential running mate for the 
senator, said last week that re

i scinding the gas tax wa!l less im
. portant than deficit reduction and 

that, besides, gas prices aren't too 
high. 

Nor would Mr. Barbour discuss 
Sen. Alfonse M. D'Amato of New 
York, Mr. Dole's national cam
paign chairman, and his public 
criticism of House Speaker Newt 
Gingrich. 

Reporters also asked Mr. Bar
bour about Rep. Peter H. King, 

New York Republican, who' this 
week criticized Mr. Gingrich and 
House Majority Leader Dick Ar
mey of Thxas by name - and, by 
implication, Mr. Dole and Mr. Bar
bour. Mr. King accused them of 
adopting a "Southern, anti-union 
Attitude that appea:ls to the mental
ity of hillbillies at revival meet
ings:' 

Mr. King made his remark after 
all four GOP leaders criticized the 
Democrats' proposal to raise the 
minimum wage and the labor 
unions for using members' dues 
for a 535 million political fund to 
help re-elect Mr. Clinton. 

Asked if he planned to send 
these and subsequent RNC ads to 
MI.'. Voinovich and Mr. King s<tthey 
would be sure tQ. understand the 
party's, message, Mr. Barbour 
shook his head Said .... We were all 
brought up to praise in public and 
cJjticize in private!' 

The amount of money that the 
RNC is dedicating to the ad 
campaign is relatively small but. 
follows the Democrats' strategy, 
conceived by strategist James 
Carville, of targeting only key dis
tricts likely to yield a large payoff. 

"The battle is not national this 
f'lBr:' said GOP media consul~nt 
Alex Castellanos. "That amount of 
money can be e~ectively used in 
key districts in battleground 
states over two weeks!' 
• He noted that people who watch 

CNN are mor.e likely to vote and to 
be paying attention to the pres
idential contest six months before 
the election. 

"This is a battle for the hearts 
and minds of the most politically 
active people at this point:' 

Clinton blames time constraints for inace-urate ad \ 
; • \ i 

-B-y-P-a-u-I-B-ed-a-rd------- don't have enou~h ti~e to tell the care or Medicaid cut ... &, when ;' 
THE WASHINOTONT1MCS complete story, he saId. you hear all this businesslabout 

. "If you have 27 seconds to talk cuts, let me caution you that is 
When it comes to re-election to the American people, how long not what is going on. We are ~10-

advertising blasting Senate Ma- does it take to say 'A proposed cut ing to have increases in Medica~ 
jority Leader Bob Dole, Presi- in the rate of increase but a real and Medicaid, and reduction in 
dent Clinton says he's trying to be cut if it is less than the rate of the rate of growth:' the president 
truthful and accurate, but it's increase plus growth'?" the pres- explained then. 
tough to do in 27 seconds of air ident asked reporters. Thny Blankley, spokesman for 
time. . And I!nyway, he added, Amer- House Speaker Newt Gingrich, 

The issue: a Clinton television . IcanS think the two are the same. . welcomed the president's crit-
ad that attacks the Republicans White House spokesman Mi- icism orthe Democratic National 
for trying to cut Medicaid and chael McCurry said "using the Committee ad attacking the Re-
Medicare when in fact they only nomenclature that's available, a publicans. 
proposed slowing the rate of cut's a cut, and if you're an el- "I was glad to hear him COrt-
spending growth. - something derly persQn who is fadng what cede we are in fact not cutting 
the Clintons proposed in their the impact of those premium in- Medicare:' he said. 
own hea:lth reform plan. creases or reductions in services Mr. Blankley also poked fun at 

When he wall asked at a press W,Ould be, it's going to feel like a Mr. Clinton's excuse that his ads 
. conference yesterday if he would tot:' aren't accurate because his re-
match his bipartisan rhetoric by . Of course, . the White House election team is simply following 
changing the ad to make it more didn't always feel that way. The the standard political practice of 
accurate, the president angrily president and first lady Hillary using shorthand when describ-
denounced the press, claiming Rodham Clinton, for example, ing spending proposals. 
the media have taught hini to forcefully foug.ht off charges "I thought that was the single 
equate reductions in proposed they were cutting health care most humorous line in American 
spending growth with a cut. . spending in their failed health re- politics since Nixon· said, 'I am . 

"We all learned to lise it from form package. The cuts were ac- not a crook: " said Mr. Blankley .. 
the press:' Mr. Clinton said. tualIy a reduction in the rate of Meanwhile, Republican Na-' 

Mr. Clinton claimed· he was increase.. tional Committee spokesman Ed 
':amazed" when he came to Wash- I.n a· October 1993 speech to Gillespie rapped the president's 
ington and found that politicians ~etirees! for example, the pres- portrayal of his briefing room 
and the media sometimes use iden! SBld cuts were not equal to . press conference as bipartisan. 
shorthand to describe spending slowmg growth - exactly what Th forswear politics at the 
reductions. the Republicans have proposed. same time Democrats are run-

"I'm just trying to be straight ":Ibday, ~edicaid and Medi- ning ads attacking Republicans 
with the American people:' he care are gomg up at three times on Medicare "even for Bill Clin
said. But he acknowledged that the rate ofinfiation. We proposed ton was a stretch:' Mr. Gillespie 
his attack ads aren't entirely ac- to l!"t it g? up at two times the rate said. He accused the president of ! 
curate because the ad makers of mflation. That is not a Medi- going "one spin too far." 

--
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ITED STATES COURT OF APpEALs 
FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT : 

NOS. 95-1050 and 95-1167' 

PAULA CORBIN J NES, 

Appellee/ ross-Appellant 

v. 
Cross:-App als from the United 
State~ Di trict Court for the 
East~n D atrict of Arkansas 

WILLIAM ON CL:I:NTON, 

Appellant Cross-Appellee 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPOaT OF 
PRES ID M .A TA 

I : 
Pursuant to Federal Rule 41(b) of A~pel 

President William Jefferson Clinton hereby moves 

the Court's mandatifor 30 days pending his petit 

United States Supr e Court for a writ of certior 

warranted because intereats the ~reeident 

by his petition to the Supreme Court would b~ 

if the manaate i6 t stayed, and because th~ 

ATE 

ate procedure, 

a stay of 

to the 

A stay is 
I preserve 

irreparably 

Court :i.n 

all probability 

and pOSSibly to 

agree to consider the P~esid nt's appeal, 

This is 

!n1;roduction 

extraordinary case rais~ng 

issues of profound consequence to the Presid~ncy nd the 

Judiciary. The Pr sident will ask the Supreme Co rt to consider 

two issues: First, whether the Constitution requ'res that 

private civil dama es claims against a sitting sident be 

Olom7~.01·D.C. Son .. 2a 



,. 

deferred until he 

Constitution does 

litigation in the 

discretion. 

,., .. _'.' 'r' 

rl aves office, and second, even 

t require it, whether a dourt 

P~liC interest and as a ~tter 

Permitti this litigation to 

obliterate the ve right the President 

if the 

may defer such 

of judicial 

through appeal e public's right to resident's full 

time, attention an energy devoted to the ex~cuti his unique 
, 

constitutional dutI~' s. The petition would b; reD 

and this interest irretrievably damaged if the st 

issued. For this aeon, in cases such as this, 

defendant asserts immunity from the 

courts have recognized repeatedly that the 

stayed of all appeals. 

Fitzgerald, 457 U.S. 800, 818 (1982); 

25 F.3d ~7, ~8 (1st Cir. 1994). 

nugatory 

litigatton, 

should be 

Harlow y 

Moreover, the Court in this case made n w law regarding 

ths presidency and separation of powers. 

ruling, no court hI ever compelled a sittin~ Pre ident tb stand 

trial in a private civil damages Buit. appeal 

raises novel and s rioue questions of law which 

have not been, but should be, settled e Court, makes 

it a likely candid 

Court Rule 10.1{c). 

for Supreme Court review. suprt:me 

The unpr cedented nature of the panel's holding~ a6 

well as the Court' own difficult meditation~ on hese issues 

OI00373.Dl·D.C. SCfYor :z.a 2 

---~--.-.--~-"--~-"-' .... 
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" 

as evidenced by th opinions d, the forceful 

dissents, and the ourt's lengthy consideration 0 the Petition 

for Rehearing further that the erne court quite 

possibly would dis ree with the panel. Th1~ 

precisely that justifies a sea United 

States v. Holland, F.3d 454, 456 {7th Cir.1993 (quoting 

~~~y-~~~.w~~, 449 u.s. ~lOG,'~l09 (1980) (rennan, J. in 

chambers» . 

round and Procedural Hi 

1994, Paula Jones filed ~ 1 damages 

complaint against es1dent Clinton and Arkansas tate Trooper 

Danny Ferguson. complaint contains s against the 

President, two aris'ng under federal acts anal two 

based on Arkansas c Three rest upon an 

alleged incident of harassment that P9rpor edly occurred 

in 1991, while Mr. was s. The'fourth 

claim, sounding efamation, accrued while he s Presi~ent, 

and is premised tatements attributed to phe ite HOU$e Press 

Secretary and the P lawyer denying~. ones' w.ll-

publicized allegati ns against the Pres1dent.: 

The plai iff seeks $400,000 in o~ens tory damageg 

and $300,000 in 'tive damages. n is named as a 

co-defendant in Of the count5. 

complaint was filed, he district 

court resolve the threshold 

immunity before re iring the President to 

OICXl37'.Ol-J).C. ScrI« 2a 3 

; 

i 
~~--....t.-.-,. , 

presidential. 

ke any other 
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h 

burdens of litigat on. Jones V. Clinton, 858 F. 

OLD. Ark. 1994) (~Mitchell v. FOrSyth,: 472 

upp. 902 

U.s. 511, 525 

(1985) ) . promptly thereafter moved to dismiss the 

complaint, without prejudice', on grounds 01: al presidential 

immunity, and to t 11 the statute of limitations ntil he left , , 
office, thereby pr serving the plaintiff's ~ilit to refile at 

i 

that time. alternative, the Presidenti con ended that the 

litigation should e stayed in its entirety 

Chief Executive. ditionally, because the 

Trooper Ferguson w~re so closely intertwined!with 

the President, the ~resident asserted that a~y 

his sel:Vice as 

tiona 

those 

i~volving 

agrainst 

ceedlngs 

against the Troope should be held in abeyanqe as well. 

The tor General filed a Statement of Interest on 

behalf of the States, supporting the Presi ent's p0sition 

that an incumbent C ief Executive should not iDe r qui red to , , 
litigate private ci, il damagee euite of this !kind The Swlicitor 

! 
General also assert d that due to the nature :of t e allegations 

in this particular ase and the factual congruenc between the 

claims against Troo er Ferguson and those against the President, 

staying the claims gainst the Trooper was essent al to ensure 

that the Presidency was fully protected. 

The distr ct court denied the President s motion to , , 
dismiss, and held t at discovery cou1d procee~ i diately, 

including discovery against the president.! The court 

rJiscovery was ubsequently stayed pendin~ 

010037~,OI.t>,C, $mror 2a 4 I 

! ----,.,.,.., ... -,-........- -.. -' ..... _____ ·i···~· 
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I 

found that there w exigency to the plaiqtiff s pursuit of 

damages in thie pa ticular case, however, an4 eta 
I 

The :cour the President's ter.m of office expired. 
I 

such a stay was reIired by the rationale of: ixo 

457 U.S. 731 (1982), and was also an appropr~ate 

trial court's disc .etion pursuant to 

reasoned that 

a 

its Procedure 40 and tt equitable powers of a C1urt 

own docket. Jones .. Clinton, 869 F. Supp. ~90, 99 (B.D. Ark. 

~994). The stay wa~ extended to include triJl of the claims 
I . 

against Trooper Ferguson, which the court found w re insewarable 

from those against Fhe President. Id. : 

presidentl Clinton appealed those pJrts f the lmwer 

court's order denyihg his motion to dismiss abd p rmitting 
I . 

discovery to go forward. The Solicitor General, apresenting the 

:::::~a::::::~ :::P~::::i:~SO::"':~: ::.::i:::y::: ::~A'~' Jones 
I On January 9, 1996, a divided panel: of his Court 

rejected the presidbnt's appeal and granted MS. J 

Holding that "the cbnstitution does not confe~ 
President any lmmunlty from civil actions that 

I 

appeal. 

incumbent 

se from his 

unofficial acts," tte panel opinion affir.med the istricticourt'8 

decision denying th motion to dismiss and al~owi g discovery to 

proceed. Jones v. ~linton, 72 F.3d 1354, 136~ (8 h Cir. 1996). 

The majority went f~rther, reversing the dist~ict court's order 
I ~ 

Btaying trial. In a footnote, the panel held tha because the 

Constitution as conltrued by the majority did not confer ~mmunity 
'. 

OlClO'75.01·Il.C. SGT.., :z.. s DnfI, April 1, 1m - ~:rr pm 
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on a President fro private civil damages cl~1ms, the district 

court 

ing8. 

abused its d'scretion 

72 F.3d at J361 n.9. 

by staying any p~rt 0 

i 
Judge Ross issued a 

dissent, asserting that the demanas of the p~e81d 

these proceed-

constitutional dut'99 and principles of sepa~atio of powers 

justified staying t litigation altogether ~ntil 

office. 1367-~370 (Rosa, J., die~enti 
! 

On Janua 23, 1996, President Cli~ton a timely 

Petition for Suggestion for Re~eari Ba~c with 

this Court. in this petition ~y Solicitor 

General. this court asked Ms. file a 

response, indicatin that the petition merit~d 

consideration by th Court. Nevertheless, o~ Mar 28, 1996, the 
I 

Court announced tha the petition for rehear~g w B denie~. 
, 

According to Fed. R. App. P. 41(a), this Court's 

to issue on April 4 1996. 

sta.yed 

Argument 

TB S CASK MBBTS THB STANllARD I POR 
STAY%NG A ~ATB POUND XN R~ 4 

F' LATE R 

Rule 41(b~ provides 

upon a Showiig "that a petition for certio 

present a substanti 1 question and that there' is 

due 

to be 

woul.d 

cau~e for a 

stay." Good cause xists where, as here, the I app icant can show 
I 

he will suffer irre arable injury if the stay! is 
, 

that there is a rea onable pro~ability that certi be 

6 Dnft April I, 19915· S:77 pm 

~-----.... -.-... ----.. ' .. , .... __ ..... 
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granted and that t e Court of Appeals could ~088i 

United States vo Hdlland, 1 F.3d 454, 456 (7th Ci 

In conSi~ering whether "good cause~ exi 

further re!ined th standard to a tour-part ~est: 

First. it must be established that ther~ is 
"reasonable p babilityn that four Justices 
consider the issue sufficiently meritor~ous 
certiorari or to note probable jurisdiction. 
Second, the a~ licant must pereuade [the Cou 
there is a fai prospect that a majority of 
[Supreme] Cou will conclude that the qecis 
was erroneous. . . . Third, there must ~e a 
demonstration hat irreparable harm is ~ikel 
from the denia of a stay. . . . And fo~rth, 
Case it may bel appropriate to "balance tJhe e 
to explore the relative harms to applicant a 
respondent, as well as the interests of the 
large. 

Roetker v. Goldberg, 448 U.S. 1306, 1308 (1980) 

chambers) (quoted i Holland, ~ F.3d at 456).~ 

TEE PRESIDENT ~ Tlm PRES.IDKNC!Y WOULD tir:rPP I. 
I BAR:M IP THE 'l'A: ' 

• 1993). 

ts, courts have 

to reslillt 
in a cld)QEI 
ities ll 

-

d 
11c at 

rennan, I J., in 

In his pekition to the Supreme Cou~t, P Clinton 

will assert that pu~suant to the Constitution. se of 

powers and the PUbl~C interest, a Chief Execu.~1ve must and Should 

be spared the burdehs of private civil damages 1i igation whils 

in office. The pre~ident and the Presidency'S in erests would 

suffer irreparable arm if the mandate were tb ue in chis 

1 darde in 
t in e~etance.n 

i 

010037l.01eD.C. SenIor 2a 7 
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case, for this woul permit all motions, diBcove and possibly 

even trial to thereby extinguishing the very right 

the President seeks to preserve, before the Supr 

opportunity to rule on the question. When, 

could become moot if the Court's mandate is 

an 

the case 

pending lithe 

review,' issuance of a stay is 

warranted. 82 S. Ct. 675, 676 (:l962) (warren, C.J., 

in chambers); ~ __ ~~O~, Garrison v. Hudson, 468 U S. 1301/ 1302 

(1994) (Eurger, chambers) • 

Court recently explained requiring an 

official ranle immunity claim a Buit: for 

damages before he c uld obtain appellate among 

other things, work he very distraction from :duty that the 

immunity was intend d to avoid. 

PeektR''' . Direct, Incl., 511 U, S. __ , 114 S. C~. 19 2, 1997 (1994) 

(citing v. Fora th, 472 U.S. 511, 5~6 (1 6S)}. tor thie 

reason, courts have held repeatedly that denials 

immunity are subjec to immediate appeal collateral 

order doctrine. • U • S • , 116 S. Ct. 

834 (1996). """Se""e......:.~~ 1;;.0""""" ............... U.S. at 5~5-2 (benefits of 

immuni ty are 
i 
I 

is er,rone pe~itted 

12()3 (5th 

Cir. 1992) (where t e immunity asserted encompass B proteation 

from becoming invol ed in the litigation process, nthe ri~k of 

harm from having to de!end the lawsuit remain~ and is an 

irreparable lOBS"); 

a Draft April I, 19M. 3:%7 pm 

.......... ~-. .-.- - ... ".-' ._-- .. 
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~, 800 F.2d 199, 202 (8th C~r. 1986) (if the d fendant were 

required to go fo 

favor on 

person had to stan 

any subsequent finding 

could not undo the 

in the f1rst place) • 

t that the 

Obviousl , if a President or any p~rty as a right to 

immediate appeal i to prevent irrepardble would 

occur if, litigatio were to. proceed, it foll~ws t 

litigation Should be stayed pending appeal. 

courts also have that immunity appeals constit~te a 

special class of 

appellate review. 

818 (1982) 

discovery should 

F.3d 17, 18 (1st 

require a stay 

threshold 

allowed II) ; 

1994) (lithe stay of 

resolution of , 

is resolved, 

, of 

necessity, ordinari 

court's resolution 

appeal is non-frivo 

must carry over through the agpella;e 

[the immunity] questio~, ao long as the 

(emphasis in origi~~l) l English ,v. 

~, 23 F.3d ~086, ~oe9 (6th Cir. 1994) (n~le he (qualified 

immunity] issue is trial court or the ase is on 

appeal, the trial c should stay discovery. II) • 

9 An exception t this general rule existsi in 
qualified immunity, where limited discovery ibto 
Circumstances surro nding the qualified immun1ty 
appropriate. ~S~~~~, Loyelace y. Delo, 47 F.3 
Cir. ~995), The ex eption is not relevant he~e, 
President's asserti n of temporal immunity ra~ses 
questions that turn on his constitutional sta~us. 

OIO<XlT5.01-D.C. _ 2A 9 

orne casee of 
he factual 
efense may be 

286, 288-89 (8th 
here thEt . 
purely legal 
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i 

The need for a stay here is all th~ mor 
I 

because a sitting resident requests it to p~even 

damage to importanJ constitutional and Publi~ int 

essence of pres1dedt Clinton's appeal is thad 

exigent private CiJil damages claims would 

ability to perform official functions, and 

. ...... "" ... --1 ..•. : 

compelling 

irreversible 

The 

non-

his 

to 

potential constitu ional confrontations between t e Executive and 

the Judiciary. 

Special solicitude is due to clairne ae this, 

v 

alleging a threatened breach of essential preside 

prerogatives under I he separation Of powers. 

Fitzgerald, 457 U.S. 731, 742 (1982). In &A~~~~' the Supreme 

court held that of presidential immu~ity 
i 

immediate appeal. As the high Court latier e lained} this 

was Nixon's appeal presented co elling public 

and constitutional nterescs that would be itretr evably ~arrned 

even if a former P sident were denied an imgedia e revie* to 

vindicate the Chief Executive's asserted rigtit to be tree trom , 

the rigors of trial. Digital Em1ipment, 114 is. 

Here, where litigat'on threatens to distract Ian 

President from his eighty public duties, the inj 

cumbent 

that would 

result to the publi and constitutional inte~ests at stake is all 

the more serious. 

; 
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II. 

Nation's 

trial as 

panel found nOt 

incumbent Chief 

forward; 

ONABLE PROBABILITY TEAT POUR STICES WILL 
CASE SUFFICIBNT~Y MERITORlOUS 0 GRANT 

ruled in this case,1 no the 

ever compelled a sittin~ 1aent to stand 

in a private, civil lawsuit. In fact, the 

that private civil damages a tiona against 

utivee may go forward, but 

t trial courts are withotit 
, 

they must go 

discretionary 

power to stay them. Jones v. C~inton, 72 F.3id 13 4, 1361.n.9 

(8th Cir. 1996). 

tiona~ case thUB presents; two issues of 

profound significan e to both the Judicial and Ex cutive branches 

of government: t, whether the Constitut1cn r quires that 

private civil damag s claims against a sittine Pr sident be 

deferred until he second, ~ven if the 

constitution does t require it, whether a Court can defor such 

litigation in the lie interest, as a matter of judicial 

discretion. imp~icationB Of these is uee andlthe 

Circuit's historic olding virtually assure that he Supreme 
, 

court will grant th President's writ. ~ Supre e Court tRule 

10.1(C) (writ may b granted where Court of "has decided 

an important questi of federal law which has no been, but 

shou~d be, sett~ed [the Supreme] Court."). 

Indeed, a the federal judges who ~ave considered this 

case to date have r cognized that it , important and. 

unresolved question of federal law. The maj6rit opinion 

11 

,,*.,. --~-' 



described this as lInovel question," i2.... at 1356, 1363, and the 

trial court conscious of the fact being 

made" here. 00 (E.n. Ark. 

1994) . 

Likewise, Judge McMillian, dissenting f om this Court's 

refusal to rehear t is case en bane, specifiqally noted his 

eme Court woUld agree to hear this case: 

Although this 
important: case 
the issues of 
the judiciary' 
command the at 
Court. 

ourt has refused to consider 
en bane, I have every confide 
ational Concern in this ~a8e 
relationship to the pre~ideri 

entien of the United Stat!es S 

to 

Jones v. Clintgn, N 95-1050/~167, slip op. at 5 (9th Ci~. Mar. 

28, 1996) (MCMilli ,J., dissenting fram the. den al of the 

ring en bane) . 

The majority's ruling, moreover, re~ect d not only the 

President'S pesit1oh, but that of the solicitbr G neral as well. 

Under these circums anaee. it is highly likely th 
; 

Supreme 

Court will tiorari to review these crit! 

III. ~ IS 1 npA 
WILL 

In review ng this motion for stay, ~he also must 

consider whether th re is a "reasonable possi?ili yll or a ·nfair 

prospect ii that the resident' 8 petition will 

that five members 0 the Supreme Court could vote to reverse this 

Court" decision. ~" F. 3d at 456. In so doing, tjhe 

Court is to set aside the fact that it a~ready expressied its 

views on the presidJnt's position, and "dispa~sio at ely assess 

J.2 Droll AprU I, 1m - ',n pm 
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, , 

the merits of the Case in light of the available vidence and 

deter.mine . . . h01 the Justices will assess the udgrnent (the 

Court has] rendered. 1I Williams y. Chrans, SO F.3 1358, 1360 

(7th C1r. 1995) (pe, curiam). rt muSt oe strOBBed, moreovor, that 

the President's bu den is to show only that ~here is a reasonable 

possibility, not a rObability, that five justice could vote to 

reverss. 

The unyie~d1ng and unprecedented nature of the panel's 

holding -- that inc~ent Presidents must without exceptimn 
I 

submit to the juris6iction of federal courts ito 1 tigate private 
, I ! 

civil dama98s claims - - alone is sufficient t:o es ab11sh that 

there is a "fair prbspect n that the Supreme Court could disagree. 
I , 

The possibility of ~eversal is further heightened by the fact 

that this holding tbuches upon principles of eepa of power 

and inter-branch cokity. 

This courh'8 own experience with ~~~~~~~~~n also 

provides substantiat evidence that there is at 

prospect n that a mafority of justices could 

result than the panel majority did here. The'pan 

one, with the d1ssebt disputing the majority'S de 

almost every materill issue. i 

In ParticJlar, the dissent sharply 

majority's interpreiation of Nixon v. Fitzser~ld, 
Court decision most relevant to this 

that the majOritY'Blr~Bolut1on would not SUfficie 

presidency or preve t breaChes of separation 6f 

0100!1$.OI-D.C. Server Z. i3 

a different 

split two-to-

the 
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The majority's decision leaves as many duest ons unanswered 
as it answers: Must a President seek jJd1ci 1 approval each 
time a sChedul d deposition or trial da~e in erferee with 
the perforrranc of his constitutional d~ties Is it 
appropriate for a court to decide, upon Ithe resident's 
motion, whethe~ the nat1on's interest 1n the unfettered 
performance ofla presidential duty is suffie ently w.ighty 
to delay trial proceedings? Once a con~lict arises ~etween 
the eourt and he President as to the gravit of an 
intrusion on presidential duties, doee ~ cou t have the 
authority to i~nO!e the president'S request 0 delay' 
proceedings? inally, can a court dict~te a Preeident's 
activities as hey relate to national ~ in ernatiortal 
interests of the United States without c~eat ng a separation 
Of powers conflict? 

Jones v. Clinton, 71 F.3d at 1369 (Ross, J., ~iee nting). 
I 

The denial of the suggestion for rehear ng en bane also 

provoked a spirited dissent from Judge MdMill~an, 

Ross expressed concern that the opinion grant~d 

to trial judges: 1 
[N]othing proh bits the trial judge from' ord 
President to appear, testify, provide discov 
numerous interrogatories and requests fo~ a 
the trial judg~'B almost unrestricted d1scre 
Inqeed, figuralivelY, the courts may "bahdy 
pillar to post" If that does not viola~e t 
separation of owers between the Preside~t 
Judiciary, what does? 

Even assuming 1 tri.l judge of re.sonablY go 
judgmenc, jUdi~1al cOntrol over the sitting 
of the United States as a defendant in an on 
lawsuit must constitute a far greater affron 
separation of owers principles than that wh 
stake in the F tzgerald case, where the defe 
not a sitting resident. 

Jones v. Clinton, N . 95-1050/1167, slip 

who like Judge 
I 

cessive 'power 

ring the 
ry, answer 
issionsat 
ion. 
im from 
e 
d the 

(McMillian, J., 

dissenting from den 

NO fa.ir r 

suggestion for rehearin en bane). 

of these dissents 

concerns without si merit or their ing friVolous. 

0I0037S.0I-D.C.~., :lA l.4 Dnft April I; 1m· ':27 ..... 
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I , 

Even Judge Beam in ~oncurrence conceded that the resident and 

his amicus "raise matters of substantial conqern iven the 

constitution.l oblirations of the office." ~ at 1363. 

In these circumstances, this Court ~ust sure~y 
I I 

recognize that there is at least a "reasonable po sibilityll that 

five Justices Of th~ Supreme Court could agree wi h Judge Ross, 

Judge McMillian, thl President and the So~icitor of the 
I ' 

United States, and vote to reverse, notwithstandi 
I I 

belief in the correctness of the panel'B ruli~g. 

, I f h ,. 1 Qu~te apart rom t e const~tut~ona ' 
I 

Ciourt's 

presented, there islalso a fair possibility that 
I . 

majori~y or 

justices would be disturbed by the panel's cu~so 
I . 

holdin~ that 

the district court had no discretion to grant: a s ay on equitable 

grounds. Indeed, t~e majority found that the! tri 1 court Iwas 

prohibited from iSS~ing a stay here, absent titutiortal 

I basis for doing eO'1 Jones, 72 F.3d ae i361 n.9. Additionally, 

Judge Beam's concurring opinion would appear to r cognize a 
I ! 

constitutional righ~ to speedy trial for civil pl anoth-

er legal propositiO~ which is not free from dbubt. ~ at 1365. 

(Beam, J., concurri~g.) 
As the solicitor General forcefully ass rted in its 

Amicus Brief in sup*ort of Suggestion Of Rehe~rin En Bane, these 

findings are debataJle as mattere of law and have troubli~g prac

tical ramificationsjfor all courts and litigahts, not just the 

President. rd. at -8. There 1s therefore a;fai prospec~ thac 

the Supreme Court wJuld be inclined to redress th se parts of the 

DrUI AprU 1, InG· ~:27 pm 
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panel's opinion, of how it views the c nstitutional 

issues presented 

IV. 

We assert that the issuing a stay 

here is so overwhel injury to t e inter~sts of 

the presidency and he public is so clear and! irr 

there is no need to balance the relative ha~ applicant 

and respondent. Rostker, 448 U.S. at 1308 (n~~~~~~~ 

it may be QPpropria e to 'balance the equitie~' -
I 

exp~ore the 

relative harms to a plieant and respondent, as we 1 as tha inter-
I 

ests of the pUblic 

this 

interests 

potential 

t large h
) (emphasis added). 

I 
that the question is a ciose 

lie and the Presidency 

e plaintiff that would 
I 

a :stay. 

ed above, the President ~d t e publiQ would 

be irrepQrably harm d if he were compelled to;def 

pending appeal. Th very right he seeks to vindi 

would be extinguish d. The plaintiff's rightel, b contras't, 

would be preserved; if the petition is denied;or 
, 

Appeals affirmed, s e could still pursue her ~lai s for d~ge8. 
I 

Moreover, as the trial oourt found,inth possib~lity 

that MS. Jones may judgment and damages this matter 

does not appear to e of an urgent nature for her." Jone~i v. 

Clinton" 869 F. 

court and Judge 

at 699. In fact, 

llian observed, the 

as both t 
I 

plain~iff 

years to file suit. She also has promised 

OIOOS?:l.Ol-ll.C. _ :z. 1 G 

distri!ct 

ited three 

any damages 

DnIl AptIIl, 1!/9G • 3:%7 JIll' 
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she receives to Ch rity. Thus, the plaintiff ha no exigent need 

to pursue damages.j Finally, while MS. Jones may e concerned 

about the preserva ion of evidence pending the P ition, her 

inconvenience in regard is no greater 

any other plaintif in cases where claims 

at endured by 

ial immunity 

are appealed. is less, because ident'e: counsel 

have agreed to 

threatens to be 

Thus, 

in preserving any eviden e that 

appeal. 

harm to the plaintiff, if the mandate· is 

stayed, is far less severe than the irrepar~le jury to the 

interests of the 

without a stay. 

favor of a stay. 

sidency and the public t~at uld occmr 

balance of equities the~efor weighs in 

Conclusion 

FOr the reasons stated above, this Cour should'stay 

its mandate for a plriOd of 30 days to allow bhe residentt to 

file a petition forla writ of certiorari withi the Supreme Court, 

and upon nocificati n that the petition has been iled, continue 

OIMl7S.0\.n.c. s..v.r:z.. J.7 
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~he stay until fin 1 disposition by the Supr~e ourt, as 

provided in Rule 4 (b). 

Kathlyn Graves, Esq. 

Respectfully shbmi ted, 

By: 
Robert S. Benn tt, Esq • 

. Carl S. Rauh, J!:sq. 

Alan Kriegel, $sq. 
Amy R. Sabrin, Esq. 
Stephen P. Vaughn, 

SKADDEN I ARPS, SLAT~ I 
1440 New York Avenu , N. 
Washington, D.C. 20 .OS 
(202) 371-7000 . 

Stepl:\en 

sq. 

5: FLOM 

WRIGHT, LINDSE~ 5: JENNINGS 
220 Worthen Ba k Building 
200 West Capit 1 Avenue 
Little Rock, A~kansas 7220~ 
(SOl) 371- 0808 

WILSON, E OSTROM, CORUM, 
DUDLEY COULTER 

809 West hird Stteet 
Litt1~ Ro k, Arkansas 72202 
(50~) i 375 6453 

, 

C unsel to President Willi~ J. Clinton 
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