Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
- Clinton Library
DOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE : DATE RESTRICTION
AND TYPE ‘
001. email James Baker to Rand Beers and Ardenia Hawkins [partial] [CIA Act] 12/10/1996 © P3/b(3)
(1 page) ‘
002. email Alan Kreczko to Julia Moffett re: Forgot to Attach (4 pages) 12/14/1996 PS5
003. email ‘ Kreczko to Baker etal re: TL ‘Ethics [partial] [CIA Act] (6 pages) - 12/15/1996  P3/b(3), PS5
004. email Anthony Blmken to MofTett re: FW Help, Please [partial] [CIA Act] 12/23/1996  P3/b(3), P6/b(6)
' (2 pages)
005. email Baker to Beers et al. re: Draﬂ Lake Qs (7 pages) 01/07/1997 PS5
006. email William Leary to Baker re: Draft Lake Qs (7 pages) 01/08/1997 P5
007. email Moffett to Tara Sonenshine re: Check List (2 pages) 01/08/1997 PS5
008. email Wendy Gray to Moffett re: FW“: CIA [partial] [CIA Act] (2 pages) 01/08/1997 P3/b(3)
COLLECTION:
Clinton Presidential Records
NSC Emails

MSMail-Record (Sept 94-Sept 97) ([Lake and DCI and Nominat...])
OA/Box Number: 590000 ;

FOLDER TITLE:
[12/05/1996101/08/1997)

2006-0680-F
rs434
. RESTRICTION CODES
Presidential Records Act - {44 U.S.C. 2204(a)| i - Freedom of Information Act - |5 U.S.C. 552(b)]
P1 National Security Classified Information |(a)(1) of the PRA| b(1) National security classified information |(b)(1) of the FOIA]
P2 Relating to the appomtment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA| b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
P3 Release would Violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA] - an agency |(b)(2) of the FOIA]
P4 Release would dlsclose trade secrets or confidential commerclal or - b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute {(b)(3) of the FOIA|
financial mformatlon |(a)(4) of the PRA| b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
PS Release would (‘hsclose confidentia) advice between the President information [(b)(4) of the FOIA}
and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA| b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of -
P6 Release would constltute a clearly unwarranted invasion of‘ personal privacy |(b)(6) of the FOIA]
personal prlvacy |(a)(6) of the PRA] : b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
‘ ‘ purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA|
C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
of gift. { financial institutions |(b)(8) of the FOIA]
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 U‘S C. ’ b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
2201(3). ’ concerning wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA]

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request.
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FILE DATE
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'FILE NAME

32D3DE36.FIN o L " Pagelof2
MSMail

DATE-TIME 08 January 97 12 45

FROM - Moftett, Julia .

CLASSIFICATION UNCLASSIFIED “

SUBJECT . Check List [UNCLASSIFIED]

TO Sonenshine, Tara D.

'NO CC's on THI;‘SIMESSAGE -

Tara - ~ 3\.

‘Attached is a draft document we can send to yesterday's group A couple of
~ things:

1) Please reyiew and add information where necessary. I am also happy to
do a "bigger picture" cover memo of you feel that people need 1t I won't
send this out unt11 I hear from you.

2)1 spoke with Brinkley and am moving that ball forward.

3)Bill Danvers and I chatted briefly about the Lake confirmation process.
Bill has really played more of a role in coordinating the other :
nominations He has been under the impression that CIA has been really
running the whole process, i.e., calling the daily meeting or call,

enforcing the check list, etc. If you and/or Tony wanted I think Bill

would be happy to play that role

4) Lastly, I have a 5pm appointment to see TL. I know [ am coming to the
well for-advice qulte a bit these days, but could really benefit from your
thoughts. :

[[ LAKE.DOC : 31?165 in LAK_E.DOC 1]

8 January 97 12:39

} , :
LAKE.DOC ;
OBJECTIVE: To create a chmate within the media before Lake S

confirmation hearlng that shows support for his nomination and
allows no

attacks to go nnanswered Specifi cally, plan needs to:

'[] Make positive ease that TL meets the "criteria" to be next DCI

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY
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. > Identify/conﬁrm group of MoCs ready to appear in the press it

- > Continue to build support to be used pubhcly later

1) Get additional \information on forward-looking agenda to Jeff

'Critlcal ! Washington Post,(Moffett/Schifter)

- Graham, Hamilton] are willing to be referred to press, cited as
‘supportive, or make press calls/appearances (?7)

Page 2 of 2

a Demonstrate growrng momentum -- at the Agency and 1n Congress
0 Hit back on all attacks ‘

HOW DO WE ACCOMPLISH THIS?

Short-term (Present through two weeks before hearing date)
> Shape/generate. select articles
> Generate steady drumbeat of op-eds; letters

necessary and/or to make calls prior to press

Long -term (Two weeks prior to hearing through hearing)
> Put Rudman and others into play

> Backgrounding of reporters

> Orchestrate day. before, day of, day after plan

|

ACTION:

Smith Washington Post (Tenet/Sonenshine) |

2) Generate story on Agency receptivity/internal momentum for Lake S
arrival (Sonenshlne/Moffett w/Tenet) -

3) Ambassador Schifter op.—ed/letter rebuttal to Frank Gaffney,
Washington Times (Moffett/Schifter)

4) Douglas Brinkley op-ed on "Why the Intelligence Community Needs
Tony Lake," New York Tlmes (Moffett) _

5) Kampelman Ot Zumwalt op- ed on "The Pre51dent/DCI Relationship Is

6) Confirm that Members [McCain, Kerry, Kerrey, Lieberman, Robb, |

7) Improve Talking Points [Add importance of nexus issues;
Lott/Armey quotés on congressional consultations; sections on
leadership, integrity, management-(Moffett w/others)'

8) Improve Q & A [Bosnia w/V ershbow Stocks others]
(Moffett/Sonenshlne w/others)

%) Mlscellaneous:P‘ress PrOJects, ie., Aiger Hiss (Sonenshine)

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY
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W 1thdrawal/Redact10n Sheet
v Chnton L1brary
_ DOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE - o "~ DATE - RESTRICTION
. AND TYPE - . . .
001. email Alison E. Bracewell to WBRACEWELL at 12: 00 23.00. Subject Re:  12/05/1996 P6/b(6)
' Good Mornmg (1 page) :
002. email ‘ 4 Richard Hayes ro Robert B. Johnson at 12:30:03.78. Subject: The 1210/ 1996, P2, P6/b(6)
List: Herman Back in the Lead for Labor; Wofford Second. - (1 page) .
003. email Richard Hayes ro Robert B. Johnson at 12:32:56.79. Subject: The™ =~ 12/10/1996 P2, P6/b(6)
List: Herman Back in the Lead fo'r:%abpjr; Wofford Second. (1 page) E
004. email Kyle M. Baker to Remote Addressee at 12:40:53.51. Subject: The” =~ 12/18/1996 P2, P6/b(6)
, List: Torres and Wheat Climb at Labor and Hud ¢! page) L ,
. - 005. email Lau:a K Capps to stacy.parker at 09:41:43.00. Subject Re the plot 03/18/1997  P6/b(6) .
' thickens... (1 page) o .
006. email Benjamin J. Kirby to Katherine S.Cox at 16:37:23.00. Subject: Death 03/20/1997.  P6/b(6)
by Walt. (1 page) ' o 4
007. email Eric S. Rubin to Laura S. Marcus at 08:09:42.31. Subject: Tenet . 03/20/1997 P5
' _ Story (1 page) . . .
008. email ' ‘Patsy L. Thomasson to Sheelah A. Fienberg at 21:03:17.00. Subject . 07/10/1997 P2, P6/b(6)
’ Deputy CIA Director. -(1 page) . S
009. email Phﬂhp Caplan to John Podesta at 16 06:58.00. Subject George 07/11/1997 PS5
Tenet (1 page) ) ‘
* 'COLLECTION;

Clinton Presrdentlal Records

|

- Automated Records Management System [Emarl]

WHO (JCIA, Tenet, Lake])
OA/Box Numb er: 500000
FOLDER TITLE:
[12/05/1996 -|07/29/1997] :
. o . Adam Bergfeld
2006-0680-F :
ab726

. _ : ‘ RESTRICTION CODES ~
Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)] . Freedom of Information Act - [5 U.S. C 552(b)]
P1 National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA] b(1) Natlonal security classified information [(b)(1) of the FOIA]
P2 Relating to the abpdintment to Federal office {(a)(2) of the PRA] b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practlces of
P3 Release would vnolate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA]} o ' an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]
P4 Release would dlsclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute {(b)(3) of the FOIA]

financial mformatlon [(a)(4) of the PRA] . b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or f'nancxal
- P5 Release would dlsclose confidential advice between the Presndent information {(b)(4) of the FOIA]
and his advisors,|or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA] b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
P6 Release would constitite a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA]
* personal privacy|{(a)(6) of the PRA] ) b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
. S . purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA] .
C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed ' b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulatlon of

of gift. financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA]
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance w1th 44 US.C. b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information

2201(3). '

RR. Document wil

‘ " concerning wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA]
I be reviewed upon request. e




ARMS| Email System : B , ' . Pagelofl

. RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (ALL-IN-1 MAIL)
CREATOR: Eric S. Rubin ( RUBIN E ) (NSC)
CREATION DATE/TIME:20-MAR-1997 08:09:42.31

SUBJECT: Tenet Story

* TO: Laura S. Marcus ' ' ( MARCUS_LS ) Autoforward to: Remote Addres
READ: NOT READ . C

CC; Mary Ellen Glynn ‘ , f Mary E. Glynn@eop@LNGTWY@EOPMRX )
READ:NOT READ, _ : , S

CC: April K. Mellody ' I April Mellody@eop@LNGTWY@EOPMRX )
READ:NOT READ. ’ .

TEXT: . o ' R - L
Turns |out this is an old story from the Nuccio-Torricelli case. CIA is faxing '
me their Tenet guidance and.i will pass on as soon as I get it. Thanks.
======‘============== ATTACHMENT l ============;======= '

ATT CREATION TIME/DATE: '19-MAR-1997 19 49:00. 00

ATT.BODYPART TYPE:E
ATT CREATdR: Laura S. Marcus

ATT SUBJECT: RE: Rather inférviéw-'

ATT.:O{‘RUBI&_E N " ( RUBIN_E@Al@CD )

TEXT:
Message Creation Date was-at 19-MAR-1997 19:49:00

Could |you or David please give me a one- llner on the CBS story that Tenant
"gave |secrets" to the NYT? :

The interview is tomorrow (Thurs.) morning. I assume he doesn't comment

.Is that right?
=======_.:—.====_====== END ATTACHMENT l ===========_~"======

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY




" TEXT:

RECORD

TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (NOTES MAIL)

CREATOR: Phillip Caplan ( CN=Phillip Caplan/OU=WHO/O=EOP [ WHO ] )

CREATION DATE/TIME:ll—JUL—1997 16:06:58.00

' SUBJECT: George Tenet

TO: John Podesta ( CN=John Podesta/OU WHO/O ECP @ EOP [ WHO ] )
READ: UNKNOWN

CC: Todd Stern ( CN=Todd Stern/OU WHO/O=EOP @ EOP [ WHO ] )

READ : UNKNOWN

~ Sara M.

Latham { CN= Sara M. Latham/OU WHO/O=EOP [ WHO 1 )

READ : UNKNOWN

As you

know, CIA Director is not a statutory Cabinet- level- post. It takes

‘an order from the President to make someone an’ official member of the

Cabinet who does not otherwise qualify by statute

We usually'know to have an order prepared'by the Clerks based on the

POTUS'

remarks upon nomination, confirmation, etc. As for Tenet, the

. Washlngton Post reported today that he would be in the Cabinet, but the

Pres1dent has not sald 'so, at least publlcly

Deutch

was in the Cabinet by pres1dent1al order. Should Tenet be?

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY




Wlthdrawal/Redactlon Sheet
Clinton Library

DOCUMENT NO. - SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION
AND TYPE . .
001a. letter . ‘William C. Danvers to Taylor Lawrence Staff Dxrector [SSCI] re: 02/25/1997  P5
T ‘ Anthony Lake's Nomination (1 page) o o .
-001b. fax cover From Johnny Chung, re: Fax Service (partial) (1 page) n.d. P.6/b(6) ‘
" sheet N : . L ' |
001c. memo Robert L. Suettinger to Anthony Lake; re: DNC Trustee Johnny 07/31/1995. PS5
‘ Chung & the Harry Wu Case (2 pages) S
'001d. notes re: Handwritten Notes'; re: Charlie Trie (partial) (1 page) nd. P6/b(6)
002. letter ‘Bill Clinton to Gao Yan et al; re: _International Relations (1 page) 12/01/1992 Personal Misfile .
003. letter Bill Clinton to Yah Lin "Charlie" Trie, President; re: Establsihing ©11/10/1992  Personal Misfile }
Business in People's Republic of China (1 page) » )
004. letten = Bill Clinton to Gao Yan et al; re: International Relations (1 page) 12/01/1992  Personal Misfile
OQS. letter Bill Clinton to Yah Lin "Charlie” Trie, President re: Establishing 11/10/1992  Personal Misfile
Busmess in People's Republic of China (1-page) "
006a. list re: White House Event - U.S.-Thailand Businessmen (parual) 2 ~ 10/06/1994  P6/b(6)
pages) ' ' : _
- 006b. list re: White House Event - U S. -Thalland Businessmen (parual) (1 10/06/1994  P6/b(6)
page) ’ '
COLLECTION:

Clinton Presidential Records

National Security Council

Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)]

Pl National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA]

P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA]J
P3 Release would vnolate a Federal statute {(a)(3) of the PRA]
P4 Release would dlsclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or

financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA]
P5 Release would dlsclose confidential advice between the President

and his advxsors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA]
P6 Release would constxtute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
~ personal prlvacy [(a)(6) of the PRA]

"-C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor s deed

of gift.
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance wnlh 44 US.C.
12201(3). .

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request.

James Baker |(Office of Legal Adviser)
_ OA/Box Number: 1954
FOLDER TITLE:
Lake, Tony & SSCI [Senate Select Commlttee on Intelligence] [1] o
Jimmie Purvis
2006-0680-F
ip1819

RESTRICTION CODES
Freedom of Information Act - [5 U.S.C. 552(b)]

b(]) National secunty classified information [(b)}(1) of the FOIA]
: b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of

an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA] - )

b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute {(bX3) of the FOIA]

b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or' financial
information [(b)(4) of the FOIA} .

b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA]

b(7) Release would disclose information complled for law enforcemenl
purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA]} .

b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA}

b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
concerning wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA]




NATIONAL SEC_URITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

February 25, 1997

Dear Mr. Lawrence’

I am wrltlng to supplement the . 1nformatlon prov1ded to you on
‘ February 13, 1997, in answer to the SSCI's questlons regarding .
Mr|. Lake’s nomlnatlon :

‘Attached are notations from Deputy. As51stant to the Pres1dent
Nancy Soderberg s notes which include Charlie Trie’s name, a _
phone number - and the following, “Tension since Lee, left alone,
no| independ ships sending wrong signal. Lost so much face.
Reffugees.” While not specifically~dated, these notations precede =
»anpther unrelated notation that is dated March 20, 1996. It
appears to address the same issue addressed in the letter Mr.

- Trlie faxed to the President on March 20, 1996, regarding tensions
in the Taiwan Straits, which was previously provided to the
Committee. Ms. Soderberg’s phone logs do not reflect any calls
tol or from Mr. Trie and she does not recall taking any action in
response to this information. .Also attached is a copy of an NSC
memorandum, previously produced to this Committee regarding
Johnny Chung and the Harry Wu case, w1th brlef notatlons

In addltlon, an NSC press offlcer met w1th Johnny Chung on
_quember 29, .1994. This officer recalls that Mr. Chung was
promoting a fax service with which. he was associated and belleves
.thle attached “fax cover page” was.provided by ‘Mr. Chung. The NSC
dqd not purchase the fax service. The NSC press officer recalls -
;Mm Chung calling him on several occasions regarding this fax
service. The press official also recalls that on one occasion
Mr. Chung called for information about the travel of a Cabinet
" member to Asia; the NSC press offlcer had no 1nformatlon and so
1dd1cated to Mr. Chung

| Sincerely, o e\

4 é’ﬂww

William C. Danvers- _
. Special Assistant to the Presldent"
and Senior Director
Legislative Affairs

Mr. Taylor Lawrence
Staff Director

Select Committee on Intelligence
Senate Hart Office Bulldlng Room 211
Second and Constitution Avenue, N.E.

Washlngton, D.C. 20510

Enclosures

'CLINTON LIBRARY IPH@TO(%@Y
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, : . NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL - 515 o
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506 ,

: UNCLASSIFIED ; "NCLASS":'r
| | July 31, 1995

INFORMATION ” | '- : R k gsé\r’ Jbv; Vp

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE S 'k%A
|FROM: ROBERT L. SUETTINGE§%¢4~ | vﬂﬂvﬁ§ Af A
SUBJECT: ] DNC Trustee Johnny Chung and theégggry Wu Caseikvuuv/\ -

‘This memorandum also covers alresponse to,package #5908 --
request for a Presidential Credentials letter for_Johnny Chung.

‘Fhe memo from Leon Panetta s office (at Tab A) on DNC Trustee
Johnny Chung’s intent to try and get Harry Wu released is very
Froubllng,_ln part because I was.not able to contact the DNC in -
time to get them to discourage Chung from 1nvolv1ng himself in
~this diplomatically difficult -and high-stakes 'issue. ‘Since he
had already left for China before the memo was even transmltted

no remedlal action was pos51ble

I spoke with Bobby Watson, Chlef of Staff at the DNC, who
indicated that they had sought to minimize the Presidential
‘cachet in the letter and other materials the DNC prov1ded him for
his trip. All we can do 1is hope the Chlnese recognize Chung’s

oredentlals are thin, and that his message should be treated with

oautlon No one in the Administration has any idea of what he
plans to say on the subject of Harry Wu, and I doubt the

Pre51dent dld more than shake hlS hand in a receiving line.

I believe Chung means well But he is somethlng of a self-. :
app01nted ambassador of goodwill between China and the U.S., and
I believe he occasionally may overstate his credentials and the
1mportance of his contacts to both sides. , )

4n most cases, Chung is not in a p081tlon to make much of an
_1mpact or. U.S.-China relations. In the Harry Wu cxsc, however,

he could concelvably do -damage, depending on what he ‘says and how.'
much credibility he carries with Beijing. I recommend .that we be
uery careful about the kinds of political favors he is ‘granted.

In the case of the request in Package #5908, the issue is moot, .
as he has already departed on his travel with a letter from the

DNC.

Concurrences by: Alan KreCzké‘

UNCLASSIFIED

cl on: OADR

" CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY.
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Tab A Memorandum from the Chief of Staff’s Office
Tab B Incoming Correspondence from Package #5908

BUSSFED

ST TIA
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Wlthdrawal/RedacUon Sheet
Clmton L1brary |

- DPOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE ' ’ . - DATE RESTRICTION
AND TYPE ' - o ‘ '
001. memo Robert L. Suettinger to Anthony Lake; re: DNC Trustee Johnny 07/31/1995  P5

1 . Chung & the Harry Wu Case (2 pages) - ' ‘ ’
002. memo Janice Enright to Anthony Lake; re: Harry Woo (1 page) . 07/24/1995 PS5
003. memo | Robert 1. Suettmger to Anthony Lake; re: DNC Trustee Johnny 07/31/1995  P5
Chung & the Harry Wu Case (2 pages) o '
004. memo Janicc Enright to Anthony Lake; re: Harry Woo (1 page) , - 07/24/1995 - PS5
005. calendar | re: Sandra Kristoff (partial) (1 page) ‘ ' » 08/20/1‘996 . P6/b(6)
006. calendar re: Sandra Kristoff (partial) (1 page) : _ 06/27/1996  P6/b(6)

- 007. memo To John Huang;'re: Mr. Dhanin Chearavnont (partial) (1 page) - 06/04/1996  P6/b(6)
008. email " John J. Norris to Robert L. Suettinger; re: Hsing Yun Again (1 page) 04/15/1996  P5
009a. email' Robert L. Suettinger to John J. Norris; re: Hsing Yun Ag\éi_n' (1 page) 04/19/1996 - P5
009b. email John J. Norris to Robert L. Suettinger; re_f Hsing Yun Again (1 page) 04/15/1996 . P5
010a. email Melanie Darby to Roseanne M. Hill et al; re: . Photos? (1 page) . 04/07/ 1995 PS5
010b. email Robert L. Suettingef to Melanie Darby; re: Photos? (1 page) 04/07/1995 PS5
COLLECTION

" Clinton Presidential Records
National Secu,nty Council
James Baker (Ofﬁce of Legal Advxser)
OA/Box Numbér: 1954

FOLDER TITLE: - . .
Lake, Tony &|SSCI [Senate Select Committee on Intelligence] [2] S ]
‘ . Jimmie Purvis
2006-0680-F
ip1820
, _ RESTRICTION CODES
Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)] -Freedom of Information Act - [5 U.S.C. 552(b)]
P1 National Secunt) Classified Information [(a)(l) of the PRA) b(1) National security classified information [(h)(l) of the FOlA) |
P2 Relating to the appomtment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA] . b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA], . an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets.or confidential commercial or b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute [(b)(3).of the FOIA]J
financial mforma‘tlon [(a)(4) of the PRA] * . b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
P5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President information [(b)(4) of the FOIA]
and his advisors, ‘or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA] - b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
P6 Release would constltute a clearly unwarranted invasion of : personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA]
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA] o b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
: : purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA}
C. Closed in accordance wnh restrictions contained in donor's deed - b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
of gift. ‘ financial institutions {(b)(8) of the FOIA]
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 US.C. " - - b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
2201(3). . _ . * concerning wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA]

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request.




- National Secur‘ity Council
James Baker ( Office of Legal Adviser)

W ithdrawal/Redaction Sheet
Chnton L1brary
DOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION
AND TYPE . :
010c. email Melanie Darby to Asian Affairs; re: Photos? (2 pages) 04/07/1995 PS5 .
" COLLECTION:;
Clinton Presidential Records

OA/Box Number 1954
FOLDER TITLE
Lake, Tony & SSCI [Senate Select Commlttee on Inlelhgence] [2] o )
Jimmie Purvis
2006-0680-F
ipl1 820

( ' , ~ RESTRICTION CODES

Presidential Records Act - {44 U.S.C. 2204(a)]

P1 National Secunty! Classmed Information {(a)(1) of the PRA]

P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA]

P3 Release would violate a Federal statute {(a)(3) of the PRA]

P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information {(a)(4) of the PRA]|

P5S Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisors {a)(5) of the PRA] °

P6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA]

C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed
of gift. :
PRM. Personal reco
. 2201(3).
RR. Document will be revnewed upon request

rd misfile defined in accordance with 44 U.S.C.

Freedom of Information Act - [5 U.S.C. 552(b)]

b(1) National security classified information [(b)(1) of the FOIA]

b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA] o

b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute [(b)(3) of the FOIA] -

b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
information [(b)(4) of the FOIA]}

b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA]

b(7) Release would disclose information comp|led for law enforcement
purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA] :

b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
financial institutions {(b)(8) of the FOIA]

b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
concerning wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA]
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HEM PD\,jd tOR ANTHONY L:

ROBERT L. :UETTINGE§%¢$

-~

/ONC Trustee Johnny Chung 5nd_che Harry Wu-Case .

ThlS memorandum also covers a response to paclage #5908

requesc for a Presidential Credentials letter for Johnny Chung

on_ ONC Trustee
released 1s very
the DNC-1n

~The memc from Leon Fanetra S orf ce (at Tab A)
Johnny’CAunq S lntent to try and get Harry Wu
f{roubling, 1n part t..ause [ was not able to contact
Time toc get them to discourage Chung from 1avolving himself 1in
“hls dicliomatically difficult and high-stakes 1ssue. Since he
hacd 'already left for Zhina cefpre the memo was
no remedial action was possibple.

even transmitted,

I spoke with Bobby Watson, Chief of Staff at the DNC, who

indicated that they had sougnt to minimize the Presidential
n the letter and other materials the DNC provided him for

Al1s trip. All we can do is hope the Chinese recognize Chung’s
Credentials are thin, and that his message should be treated with
caution. No:one in the Administration las any idea of what he
plans 75 say on the subiject of Harryv Wu, and I doubt rthe-
Pres:dent did more than shake his hand in a.receiving line.

cachet

an

- . - ¥
[ PR G

SoWEllese JHUNG Means well. SUL e io SOmEThiid Z
pppolnted :mbassador of goodwill between China anc _he U.S., and
I8 bzlieve he occasionally mav overstate his credencials and the
Lnportance of his contacts to both sides. | - ‘

in most cases, Chung is not in a position to make much of an
tmpact on U.S.-China relations. In the Harry Wu case, however,
.Pe could conceivably do damaqe, depending on what he 5:ys and' how
much credibllity he carries with Beljlng. I recommend that we be

granted.

&Dr/ careful about the kinds of political favors he :s
Lssue 1s moot,

In the case of the request in Package #5908, the

és .ne has already departed on -his travel with 4 letter {rom the

DNC . ' ‘ o L

Loncu:réhces by : -Alan”KreCzké”
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URGENT
.A-TH.E.'WHITE HO.USE | ’ |
WASHIINGTON ' _ PLEASE STAFF

24 July 1995 - ‘ ?7; Y_,’L}__-(_‘,'L(J'T*'I(‘U_‘:'

MEMORANDUM TO ~ ANTHONY LAKE

JANICE ENRIIGHT_‘{Q-

FROM
Office of the Chief of-Staff

. RE - HARRY WOO

from Bobby Waﬁson,

I received a telephone call this morning
Committee ("DNC")

the chief of staff at the Democratic NaCLonal
concerning the release cf Harry Woo. : o
Apparencly, Johnny Chung, a DNC Trustee, is traveling with a -
group of people to China and meeting with the President of China
this week. His mission is to negotiate the release of Harry. Woo.
Mr. Watson wanted to alert us that Mr. Chung plans to
represent to the President of China that he. is sanctioned by .
President Clinton 'in his efforts to get Mr. Woo released. He
bases thls representation on the fact that he recently saw the
President during his trip to California and mentioned to him (I

‘believe on a photo'line) what he was doing in.this regard:

Apparently, the President was supportive. To what extent, 1is
unclear but, nevertheless, it is being construed as a validation

and will‘be represented that way to the President of China.

Please et me xnow i[ you n2ed any addiciona; .aformation.

! can be ir'2ached at 6 2459.

cc: 80bby. Watson

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY
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WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

bJul§'3l, 1995 o \
INFORMATTON | | |
MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY ' LAKE. _
FROM: . - ROBERT L. SUETTINGEHGH- .
SUBJECT: ) DNC TruStee‘Jthny Ch@ng andvthe Harry:Wu'Césé

This memorandum also covers a response to package #5308 --
request for a Presidential Credentials letter for Johnny Chung..
The memo from Leon Panetta’s office (at Tab A) on DNC Trustee
gohnny Chung’s intent to try and. get Harry Wu released is very .
troubling, in part because I was not able to céntact the DNC in -
time to get them to discourage Chung from involving ‘himself in
this diplomatically difficult and high-stakes 1ssue.. Since he
had already left ‘for China before the memo was even transmitted,
no remedial action was possible. ' -

I spoke with Bobby Watson, Chief of Staff at the DNC, who
indicated that they had sought to minimize the Presidential
cachet in the letter and other materials the DNC provided him for
his trip. All we can do is hope the Chinese recognize Chung’s
credentials are- thin; and that his message should be treated with
caution. No one in the Administration has any idea of what he

glans to say on the subject of Harry Wu, and I‘d@ubt.the
Fresident did more than shake his hand in a receiving line.

Il believe Chung means well. But he is something of a self-
appointed ‘ambassador of goodwill between China and the U.S., and -
Il believe he occasionally may overstate his credentials and the
importance of his contacts to both sides.

Ip most cases, Chung is not in a position to make much of an
i@pact on U.S.—China relations. In the Harry Wu case, however,

he could conceivably GO‘damage,mdepending on what he says and how
much credibility he carries with - Beijing. I recommend that we be
very careful about the kinds of political favors he is granted.

In the case of the request in.Package #5908, the issue is moot,
'a?'he.has already departed on his travel with a letter from the
DNC. ’ : ‘ : C

"Ccncurrences by: . Alan Kreczk&k

ORI | ”HEMSSEHJR CLINIONMBRARYPHOTOCOP‘}{,

Delcl on: OADR
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Tab A Memorandum from the Chief of Staff’s Offlce
Tab B Incomlng Correspondence from Package #5908 -
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON DT OTE I T T

. ~ - e s

At e s h L

24 J.u-ly isss o @_Bdgjeﬂ—,r%f

MEMORANDUM‘TO | - ANTHONY LAKE

'|FROM T JANICE ENRIGH
' o Office of the-r Chief of Staff

RE - ~ HARRY WOO

: I received a Eeléphone call this morning from Bobby Watson,
the .chief of staff at the Democratic National Committee . ("DNC")
concerning the release of Harry Woo. ' e B

‘Apparently, Johnny Chung, a DNC Trustée, is traVeling wi;h a-
group of people to China and meeting with the President of China
.this week. His mission is to negotiate the release of Harry Woo.

Mr. Watson wanted to alert us that Mr. Chung plans to .
represent to the President of China that he is sanctioned by
qresident Clinton in his efforts to get Mr. Woo released. He
bases this representation on the fact that he recently saw the
President during his trip to California and mentioned to him (I
bFlieve on-a photo line) what he was doing in this regard.
Apparently, the President was supportive. To what ‘extent, is
‘uhclear but, nevertheless, it is being construed as a-validation
and will be represented that way to the President of China.

-

- Please let me. know if you need any additional information.
I/can be reached at 6 2459. ‘

cc: . Bobby Watson

CLIN T@N LIBRARY py OTocory




CLASS: UNCLASSIFIED
DISPOSITION: NON RECORD
Traﬁsmission: 15-Apr-96 01:1t pm
* SENDER: Normis, John J.
SUBJECT: Hsing Yun Again [UNCLASSIFIED]
" TO:|Sueftinger, Robert L. . ' ’ L

CC:[NO CC's on THIS MESSAGE -

Bob —

: Héing Yun has invited the VP to visit the Hsi Lai Temple in LA. Hsing Yun
would host a fundraising lunch for about 150 people in the VP's honor.

Any problems with the VP parﬁcipaﬁng in this evént from the perspective of
U.S.-China relations? The event would take place at the end of June.

John

|/\‘si’>}v§“/““m

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY




CLASS: UNCLASSIFIED
DISPOSITION: NON RECORD

- Transmission: 19-Apr-96 11:51 am
SENDER Suettinger, Robert L.. ‘
SUBJECT RE Hsmg Yun Agaln [UNCLASSIFIED] ' _ _

TO Norms, John J.

CGC: NO CC's on THIS MESSAGE

' JThn -

Tlprs Is terra incognita to me. Certainly from the perspective of
Taiwan/China balanang, this would be clearly a Taiwan event, and would be
"seen-as such. | guess my reaction would be one of great great caution. -

\
Tlhey may have a hidden agenda.

From: Norris, John J.

Td Suettinger, Robert L.

CC /N, NonRecord at At

”Sulbject Hsing Yun Again [UNCLASSIFIED]
Date: Monday, April 15, 1996 04: "pePM -

Bob —-

stpg Yun has invited the VP to visit the Hsi Lai Temple in LA. Hsing Yun
would host a fundraising lunch for about 150 people in the VP's honor.

Any prob(ems with the VP pamcnpanng in this event from the perspecbve of .
u. S -China relations? The event would take place at the ‘end of June.

thw

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY




CLASS: UNCLASSIFIED . L -
" |DISPOSITION: RECORD ' : ' ; - _
‘| Transmission: 07-Apr-95 10:12 am
"|SENDER: Darby, Melanie B.
SUBJECT: Subject: PHOTOS”[UNCLASSIFIED]
"~ |TO: Hill, Roseanne M. ‘
Roth, Stanley O. . » ' B _ B
- Suettinger, Robert L. S _

CC: NO-CC's on THIS MESSAGE

An odd situation on which | need some guidance for the President’s office
asap: ., : ; :

|

A couple of weeks ago, late Friday night, the head.of the DNC asked the
President’s office to inciude several people in the President's Saturday
Radio Address. They did so, not knowing anything about them except that
they were DNC contributors. _ ,

. It tums out they are various Chinese gurus and the POTUS wasn't sure we'd
’ v»'/'ant _Photos of him with these people circulating around. Johany Chung, one
of the people on the list, is coming in to see Nancy Hemreich tomorrow and ‘ .
Nancy needs to know urgently whether or not she can give him the pictures. '
Ci:ould you please review the list asap and give me your advice on whether we -
wlant these photos ﬁoatmg around? (FY!-these people are major DNC
contributors and if we can give them the photos, the Pres:dent‘s office

w‘ouldhketodoso) R o ‘ : S : S

HQNGYE ZHENG
_Chairman, China Council for the Promotion of Int1 Trade (CCP(T)

Chairman, China Chamber of Intt Commerce (CCOIC)

YAN SANZHONG
Presadent China Petro-Chemlcal Corporat:on

JICEHUN HUANG
- Vice President, China Int'| Tmst and investment Com.

' RENZHONG WANG
" Vice Chairman and President, Shangha« AJ Sharehold(ng Corp.

JA!IMES J SUN
Young Entrepeneur of meang se|f~made mutti-millionaire, Urumqr Talhe

Industry Co.. »

JIANIONG YU

Chief, American and Oceanic Affairs DIVISIOFI LJausaon Department CCPIT &
ccolc . . :

JOHINNY CHUNG
Chairman & CEOQ, AlS!

Thanks very much for your help. ’

~ CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY.




CLASS: UNCLASSIFIED
DISPOSITION: RECORD .

Transmission: 07-Apr-9511:24 am

SENDER: Suettinger, Robert L. .

SUBJECT: Subject: RE: PHOTOS? (UNCLASSIFIED]

TIO: -Darby, Melanie B. . )

.CC: Roth, Stanley O.

. T}"le joys of balancing foreign policy considerations against domestic
politics. .. {dontsee any lasting damage to U.S. foreign policy from
gf\‘/ing Johnny Chung the pictures. And to the degree it motivates him to

~ continue contributing to thé ONC, who am | to complain? Neither do | see
‘ an!y unalloyed benefit, either. But as far as the other Chinese on the fist .

are concemed, they all seem to be bona fide (present or former) Chinese

officials, with the possible exception of James Y. Sun, “young entrepreneur
and self-made millionaire.” Got some doubts there. Notwithstanding that,

the:se guys will all hang the pictures on the wall and feel grateful for a

memory, , ) /

But|a caution — a waming of future deja vu. Having recently counselled a -

+ young intem from the First Lady’s office who had been offered a "dream job" ' »

by .{dhnny Chung, [ think he should be treated with a pinch of 3uspc:cion. My - /. ‘

‘ 'impTession is that he's a hustler, and appears to be involved in setting up i '
some kind of consutting operation that will thrive by bnnging Chinese ' .
env?preneum into town for exposure to highHevel U.S. officials. My
concem is that he will continue to make efforts to bring his “friends” int‘o
contact with the POTUS and FLOTUS — to show one and all he.is a big shat, -
thereby enhancing his business. ['d venture a guess that not alt his
business ventures — or those of his dlients — woald be ones the President
wquklj support. | also predict that he will become a royal pamn, because he
will expect to get similar treatment for future visits. He will be '

_persistent, ' o : .

Bob
Fromﬂ| Darby, M. Brooke
To: @ASIA - Asian Affairs
CC: /R, Record at A1

Subjezi‘:t:.PHOTOS? [UNCLASSIFIED]
Date: Friday, Apnil 07, 1995 01:12 PM

An odd situation on which | need some guidance for the President's office
asap: T ’ ' ,

A couple of weeks'ago. late Friday night, the head of the DNC asked the
Presidqnt’s office to include several people in the President's Saturday
Radio Address. They did so, not knowing anything about them except that
they were DNC contributors. S ‘ ‘ ‘

It tums ?m they are vanous Chinese gurus and the POTUS wasn't sure we'd
want phlotos of him with these people circulating around. Johany Chung, one
‘of the people on the list, is coming in to see Nancy Hemreich tomomrow and
Nancy needs to know urgently whether or not she can give him the pictures.
Could you please review the list asap and give me your advice on whether we
want these photos floating around? (FY! - these people are major DNC
contributors and if we can give them the photos, the President's office
e to do so): ' ' : : :

 would lik

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY




HONGYE ZHENG
Cha:rman China Council for the Promotion of lntl Trade (CCPIT)
Chaman China Chamber of Int| Commerce (CCOIC)

YAN SANZHONG .
Pres:dent, China Petro-Chem;cal Corporabon

JlCHUN HUANG
'\Tce President, China Int! Tmst and lnvestment Corp

- RENZHONG WANG
\[|rce Chairman and President, Shanghai AJ Shareholding Corp.

JAMES J.SUN' ‘ . L

Young Entrepeneur of meang, self-made mutti-millionaire, Urumgi Talhe -

Indusfry Co. C o

|

JU‘\NIONG Yyu o

' Chief, American and Oceanic Aﬁ‘arrs Drvrsion, Uaision Department, CCF’IT_&
CCOIC : » ' ‘ :

JOHNNY CHUNG
Chairman & CEOQ, AlSI

‘Thanks very much for your help.

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY




Wlthdrawal/Redaetlon Sheet
Chnton L1brary

DOCUMENT NO. - SUBJECT/TITLE ' o DATE RESTRICTION |
AND TYPE . : - ’
- 001. letter | Matin Royeen to FLOTUS ; Te: Ghandi Foundation (partial) ‘(l page) 02/ 15/ 1996 P6/b(6)
002._ email “Jonathan Spalter to Samuel Berger re: APEC/er Mann (pamal) ¢ ' 11/01/1994 P35 »
 page) , : . .
003. email Marilyn Wilson to Sandra Kristoff; re: Calls (partial) (1 page) 09/30/1994  P6/b(6)
" 004a. letter © William C. Danvere to Taylor Lawrence, Staff Director [SSCIj; re: . 02/25/1997  P5
_ | Anthony Lake's Nomination (1 page) o _
"004b. letter - * William C. Danvers to Chﬁstopher C. Straub, Minon'ty Staff Director 02/25/1997"  P5
) [SSCI]; re:” Anthony Lake's Nomination (1 page)
004c. notes ~ re: Handwritten Notes; re: Charlie Trie (parfial) "(l page) R nd. P6/b(6)
004d. memo Robe‘n L. Suettinger to Anthony Lake; re: DNC Trustee Johnny 07/31/1995 PS5
‘ ' Chung & the Harry Wu Case (2 pages) . : :
' 004e. fax cover |  From Johnny Chung; re: Fax Service (partial) (1 page) : nd. . P6/b(6)
sheet ' : o : . S
004£. notes - re: Handwritten Notes; re: Charlie Trie (partial) (1 page) ~nd.  P6M(6)
004g. memo. Robert L. Suettmger to Anthony Lake; re: DNC Trustee Johnny - | 07/31/1995  P5
Chung & the Harry Wu Case (2 pages) .
004h. fax cover From Johnny Chung; re: Fax Serv1ce (partial) (1 page) " nd ' P6/b(6)
sheet
COLLECTION:

‘Clinton Presidel,ntial Records

National Secunty Council
James Baker (Ofﬁce of Legal Advrser)
_ OA/Box Numbe‘r 1954
FOLDER TITLE

Lake, Tony & SSCI [Senate Select Cornrmttee on Intelhgence] (3]

. Jimmie Purvis

2006-0680-F
. . ip1821
: RESTRICTION CODES '
Presidential Records |Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)] : Freedom of Information Act - [5 U.S.C. 552(b)]
P1 National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA]) b(1) National security classnﬁed information [(b)(1) of the FOIA]
- P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA] b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute {(a)(3) of the PRA] o . an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]
. P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or : b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute [(b)(3) of the FOIA]
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA] : i b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
- PS5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President . information [(b)(4) of the FOIA]
.and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of thé PRA] : - b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
P6 Release would constrtute a clearly unwarranted invasion of . personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA] '
personal prlvacy [(a)(6) of the PRA] b(7) Release would disclose information complled for law enforcement
purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA]
C. Closed in accordance w1th restrictions contained in donor's deed b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulatlon of
of gift. financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA]
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with44 U.S.C. b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical mformatron
2201(3). } ' concermng wells {(b)(9) of the FOIA]

RR. Docunient will be reviewed upon request
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W 1thdrawal/ Redaction Sheet
- Clinton L1brary
DOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION .
AND TYPE
005. draft re: Role of NSC in Screenmg People Who Met w1th POTUS (2 nd. B
. - pages) -
COLLECTION:
Clinton Presidential Records
National Security Council ’
James Baker (Office of Legal Adviser)
‘OA/Box Number: 1954
FOLDER TITLE: .
Lake, Tony & SSCI [Senate Select Committee on Intelligence] [3] L .
. : o : Jimmie Purvis
2006-0680-F

ip1821

7

Presidential Records|Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)]
P1 National Security|Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA]
P2 Rélating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA]
'P3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(aX3) of the PRA]}
P4 Release would disclose ti‘ade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA]
P5 Release would dls’close confidential advice between the PreSIdgnt
and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA]
P6 Release would cor‘lstltute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA].
C.Closed in accoerance with restrictions contained in donor's deed
of gift. ‘
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 U.S.C.
2201(3).
. RR. Document will bc reviewed upon request

RESTRICTION CODES

Freedom of Information Act - {5 U.S.C. 552(b)]

b(1) National security classified information [(b)1) of the FOIA}

> b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of

an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]
b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute [(b)(3) of the FOIA]
b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
information [(b)(4) of the FOIA]

- b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of

personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA}

b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA] N

b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of

) financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA]

b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
concerning wells {(b)(9) of the FOIA]




GLASS: UNCLASSIFIED
DISPOSITION: NON RECORD

. Transmission: 02-Nov-94 09:37 am
_SlENDER: Emery, Mary C.
SUBJECT: Subject: RE: APEC/Jim Mann [UNCLASSIFIED]}
TO:" Spalter, Johathan H. o

CC: NO CC's on THIS MESSAGE

i
Fr;om: Spalter, Jonathan H.
~ To: Berger, Samuel
CC: IR, Record at A1 L
Sdbject: FW: APEC/Jim Mann [UNCLASSIFIED)
Déte: Wednesday, November 02, 1994 12:01 PM

just checking if call was made....

|
Frém: Spalter, Jonathan H.
To; Berger, Samuel

- CC:/R, Record at A1; @UP - APNSA Special Assistants; @PRESS - Public.

Affairs; @INTECON - Ec
' Schwartz, Enc P.
Subject: APEC/Jim Mann

- Date: Tuesday, November 01, 1994 11:27 AM

PLEASE PASS TO SANDY

-

S'andy,

onomic Affairs; @DEMOCRACY - Democracy Affairs;

Jim|Mann of the LA Times, one of the best Asia-hands on the beat, asks that
you|call him on APEC. He is writing generally on APEC and specifically on
how‘ we will deal with human nghts at APEC, with a focus, of course, on

China and Indonesia.

He is at 861-9242

PS.| He is also looking into the relationship of the President with

Machter and James Riady, a prominent Indonesian banking family with a
controlling stake and Worthen Bank in Arkansas. Mann tells me that James,

the son, lived'in Liitle Rock, participated in the economic conference

during the transition, and attended the inauguration. Apparently, Mann o o
- claims there is an SEC investigation of.one of the Riady's banks in Hong T o

Kong.

[ will try to track down what we know. about this through Mack and others.’

- CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOpY



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

| feﬁruary'25,'l997

Dear Mr. Lawrence:

I am wrltlng to supplement the 1nformatlon provided to you on
February 13, 1997, in answer to the SSCI’s questions regardlng
Mr|. Lake’s nomlnatlon

'-AtFached are notations from Deputy Assistant to the Pre51dent
Nancy Soderberg’s notes which include Charlie Trie’s name, a
phone number and the following, “Tension since Lee, left alone,

no| independ ships sending wrong signal. Lost so much face. S
Refugees.” . While not specifically dated, these notations precede -
aqother unreliated notation that is dated March 20, 1996. It
appears to address the same issue addressed in the letter Mr.

Tqie faxed to the President on March 20, 1996, regarding tensions
‘in the Taiwan Straits, which was previously provided to the
.Cdmmittee. Ms. Soderberg’s phone logs do not reflect any calls’
td or from Mr. Trie and she does not recall taking any action in
response to this information. - Also attached is a copy of an NSC
memorandum, prev1ously produced to this Committee regarding ~

Johnny Chung and the Harry Wu case, w1th brief notatlons

In addition, an NSC press officer met w1th‘Johnny Chung on
November 29, 1994. This officer recalls that Mr. Chung was
promotlng a fax service with whlch he was associated and believes
the attached “fax cover page” was provided by Mr. Chung. The NSC
vdﬂd not purchase the fax service. The NSC press officer recalls

Chung calling him on several occasions regardlng this fax .-
service. The press official also recalls that on one occasion
Mr Chung called for information about the travel of a Cabinet
member to Asia; the NSC press offlcer had no 1nformatlon and SO
1nd1cated to Mr. Chung

Slncerely,

~, &ﬂwr%

_William C. Danvers
Special Assistant to the Pre51dent
and Senior Director
Legislative Affairs

Mr. Taylor Lawrence

. *
U S

SFaff Director : | R - ‘.'_
Select Committee on Intelllgence ' \ Qv ﬁérf K
SFnate Hart Office Building Room 211 '

- Second and Constitution Avenue, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20510 | \,_ ~ \AL ov\,‘)

f
Elnc‘losuresy CLKNTON LIBRARY PHUTOLOPY . | ]
"« ' ) <:— C o~ o :



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

February 25, 1997

‘Dear Mr. Straub:

I am writing to supplement the infbrmatidn proVided to you on
February 13, 1997, in answer to the SSCI’s questions regarding
Mr. Lake’s nomination.- o o

"Attached are notations from Deputy Assistant to the President
Nancy Soderberg’s notes which include Charlie Trie’s name, a
phdne number and the following, “Tension since Lee, left alone,
no |independ ships .sending wrong signal. Lost so much face.. .
"Refugees.” While not specifically dated, these notations.precede
another unrelated notation that is dated March 20, 1996. It
appears to address the same issue addressed in the letter Mr. .

' Trﬂe faxed to the President on March 20, 1996, regarding tensions
in |the Taiwan Straits, which was previously provided to the

Committee. Ms. Soderberg’s phone logs do not reflect any calls
to lor from Mr. Trie and she does not recall taking any action in -
response to this information. Also attached is a copy of an NSC’
memorandum, previously produced to this Committee regarding

Joﬂnny.Chung and the Harry Wu case, with brief notations.

In jaddition, an NSC press officer met with Johnny Chung on
Noyember‘29,r1994i"This officer recalls that Mr. Chung was
prqmoting a- fax service with which he was associated and believes
the attached “fax cover page” was provided by Mr. Chung. The NSC
did not purchase the fax service. The NSC press officer recalls
Mr! Chung calling him on several occasions regarding this fax

- T . : : 2 :
service. The press official also recalls that on one occasion
Mri-Chung called for information about the travel of a Cabinet
,meﬁber'to Asia; the NSC press officer had no information and so
indicated to Mr. Chung. R ' ' '

Sincérely,

William C. Danvers o
Special Assistant to the President
‘and Senior Director
Legislative Affairs

Mr.. Christopher C. Straub

Minority Staff Director _ ,
Sepect Committee on Intelligence
Senate Hart Office Building Room 211
,Sebond and Constitution Avenue, N.E.

‘Washington, D.C. 20510 | | ,\ CMNTONUBRARY PHOTOCOPY |
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- WjuP 5927
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL g2
' WASHINGTON. DC 20508 . /"D

UNCLASSIFlED !NCLASSH:-L-
 July 31, 1995

- INFORMATION B S k W 09}}

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE \ M |
© FROM: ROBERT L. SUETTINGEE%‘ - WWQ Ji /\3}

SUBJECT: DNC Trustee Johnny Chung and thecgggry Wu Case )vaLM\

!

Fhls memorandum also covers a response to package #5908 -
'request for a Presidential Credentlals letter for Johnny Chung.

The memo from Leon. Panetta’s office (at Tab A) on DNC Trustee-

Johnny Chung’s intent to try and get Harry Wu released is very"

Froubllng, in part because I was not able to contact the DNC in
tlme to get them to discourage Chung from involving himself in
thlS diplomatically difficult and high- stakes issue. - Since he-
had already left for China before the memo was even transmltted

no remedlal actlon was possible.

I spoke with Bobby WatsOn, Chief of Staff at the DNC, who
%ndlcated that they had sought to minimize the Presidential
cachet in the letter and other materials the DNC provided him for
hls trip. All we can do is hope the Chinese recognize Chung’s
credentlals are thin, and that his message should be treated with
cautlon No one in the Administration has any idea of what he
plans to say on the subject of Harry Wu, and I doubt the
TreSldent did more than :shake his hand in a rece1v1ng line.

I believe Chung means well. But he is somethlng of a self- .
app01nted ambassador of goodwill between China and the U.S., and
I believe he . occa51onally may overstate his credentlals and the

1mportance of his contacts to both sides.

In most cases, Chung is not in avp051t;on to make much of an
1mpact onn U.S.-China relatlons " In the Harry Wu casc. however,

he could conceivably -do damage, depending on what he says and how
nuch credibility he carries with Beijing. I recommend that we be
very careful about the. kinds of political favors he is granted.
In the case of the request in Package #5908, the issue is moot,
as he has already departed on/hls travel Wlth a letter from the

DNC.

Concurrences by: " Alan Kreczké“

 UNCLASSIFIED
CON . '
p€C1 on: OADR
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o - - © . July 31, 1995 - /,.' . (pj<,
INFORMATION - S g%ipq/ JLVj o
MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY 'LAKE | T« A v
FROM: ROBERT L. SUETTINGE - ;uﬂNV§§ xﬁ)».ﬂ ,
SUBJECT: DNC Trustee Johnny Chung and theégg:ry Wu Case )Vwaw _

| : :

This memorandum also covers a response to package #5908 --
request for a Presidential Credentials letter for Johnny Chung

The memo from Leon Panetta s offlce (at Tab A) on DNC Trustee
Johnny Chung’s intent to try and get Harry Wu released is very
troubling, in part because I was not able to contact the DNC in
time to get them to discourage Chung from involving himself in
this diplomatically difficult and high-stakes issue. Since he
had already left for China before the memo was even transmltted
.no remedial action was pos51ble :

I spoke with Bobby'Watson, Chief of Staff at the DNC, who
indicated that they had sought to minimize the Presidential
‘lcachet in the letter and other materials the DNC provided him for
his trip. All we can do is hope the Chinese recognize Chung’s
‘lcredentials are thin, and that his message should be treated with
caution. No one in the Administration has any idea of what he
plans to say on the subject of Harry Wu, and I doubt the
President did more than shake his hand in a receiving line.

I believe Chung means well. But he is something of a self—
appointed ambassador of goodwill between China and the U.S., and
I believe he occasionally may overstate his credentials and the
1mportance of his contacts to both 51des

In most cases, Chung is not in a’position to make much of an
impact on U.S. -China relations. -In the Harry Wu casc. however,

he could conceivably do damage, dependlng on what he says and how

much credibility he carries with Beijing. I recommend that we be

&ery careful about the kinds of political favors he is granted.

) In the case of the request in Package #5908, the issue is moot,

es he has already departed on hlS travel w1th a letter from the

DNC

Concurrences by: | Alaanreczké“
I UNCLASSIFIED
'CON |

cl on: OADR
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Wlthdrawal/Redaetlon Sheet
| Chnton Library

DOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE . : . DATE RESTRICTION
AND TYPE : . :

001. email Julia Moffett to Tara Sonenshine re: Rebutaa] to Frank Gaffney (2 01/09/1997 PS5
o pages) : . o

002. email .| . Moffett to Sonenshine re: Lake [partial][CIA Act] (1 page) 011161997 P3/b(3)
003. email - Wendy Gray to Moffett and Sonenshme re: Schifter Op -Ed Piece (3 " 01/16/1997 PS5

pages) .
004. email Victoria Showalter to Jodi Kessmger re: TL Speech (10 pages) 01/30/1997  P1/b(1)
COLLECTION: :
Clinton Presidential Records
- NSC Emails

MSMail-Record (Sept 94-Sept 97) ([Lake and DCI and Nominat. . ])
OA/Box Number: | 590000

FOLDER TITLE:
[01/09/1997-01/30/1997]

Rob Seibert

2006-0680-F
1s435
. ‘ RESTRICTION CODES
Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)] . _ Freedom of Information Act - [5 U.S.C. 552(b)]
P1 National Security Classified Information {(a)(1) of the PRA] b(1) National security classified information {(b)(1) of the FOIA]}
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA] b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA] an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or - b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute [(b)(3) of the FOIA]
financial information {(a)(4) of the PRA| b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
P5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President " information [(b)(4) of the FOIA] :
and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA] - b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
P6 Release would constjtute a clearly unwarranted invasion of ) : . personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA] _ )
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA] - ' . b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
A . ' . purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA|
C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed b(8) Release would disclose information concernmg the regulation of
of gift. financial institutions {(b)(8) of the FOIA]
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 U S.C. ) b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
2201(3). . ! concernmg wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA]

RR. D’ocum_ent will be -reV|ewed upon request. | CLINTON LIBRA_RY PHO [OCOPY
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DATE-TIME
FROM |
CLASSIFICATION
SUBJEClT

O
CARBON’_COPY _

TEXT_BODY

09 January 97 14 23

Moffett Julia

UNCLASSIFIED

RE Rebutaal to Frank Gaffney [UNCLASSIFIED]

Sonenshlne Tara D.

- NO CC'son THIS MESSAGE ‘

Tara -- TL is going to drop by Schifter's office -- I plan to join. Let me

know if problem.. Thanks.

"From Sonenshine, Tara D.

To: Schifter, Richard
CC: /N, NonRecord at Al; Moffett Julia
Subject: Rebutaal to Frank Gaffney [UNCLASSIFIED]

‘Date: Thursday, January 09, 1997 01:59 PM

1--Thanks‘ for your help on Islam paper.

'2--Regarding Lake nomination:

[ understand that you have been good: enough to agree to try your hand at a
Letter to the Editor of the Washington Times responding to Frank Gaffney's

continued, outrageous barrage of attacks against Tony Lake.

~.Iam trying to get you precise material as ammunition for your rebuttal.

1--Bob Bell is preparing a paragraph to respond to charges on the ABM issue.

- Sandy VerShboW is preparing a paragraph to respond to charges that Lake

shows a lack of judgment and candor on Bosnia and that his actions
facilitated the creation of a radical Islamci foothold in Central Europe.

3-- On the Institute for Policy Studies charge—--Lake did NOT help found the
IPS in 1974. He taught one course there 20 years ago and barely remembers

* the place

4- The notion that "Mr. Lake's dublous credentlal as a candidate to lead

the CIA also includes stints as a foreign policy adviser to the likes of

George McGovern, Fritz Mondale and Michael Dukakis," I leave to you to’

- decide if you want to defend their honor. -

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY
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PROCESS: -

~ back a final version.

Thanks.

Page20f2

5--I think you don't need any help in responding to the central charge: "It

will take a person of impeccable national security credentials, someone who

has demonstrated extraordinary competence as a manager and an individual who
has earned the full confidence and trust of both the Congress and the

nation's intelligence professionals to restore these assets to the required,

robust condition. Tony Lake is-clearly-not such a person."

If, as [ understand, you are heading out of the country, you might want to
. take a crack at a shell for the piece with the elements you can write ©
without input. Leave room for inserts and we will work with it and get you

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY




SUBJECT

TO .

CARBON_COPY

TEXT_BODY

- ATTACHMENT

" FILE DATE

ATTACHMENT
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of NATO, Lake's leadership,

32DEAI553 FIN Page 1 of3
"MSMail

DATE-TIME .16 January 97_ 16:55

'FROM Gray, Wendy

CLASSIFICATION UNCLASSIFIED

Schifter Op-Ed Piece [UNCLASSIFIED]

Moffett, Julia -
Sonenshine, TaraD

NO CC's on THIS MESSAGE

Hello! Hard copy with note from Tara (language attached) w111 be in Slt
Room for Mr. Lake.

NOTE: Schifter was uncomfortable with the line "Lake did not work in the
McGovern campaign.” I think he doesn't see McGovern as extreme left and
didn't like the linkage. It is Schifter's piece ....... . Tara ,

[[ SCHIFTER.DOC : 4134 in SCHIFTER.DOC ]]

16 January 97 16:37

SCHIFTER DOC

WASHINGTON TIMES OP-ED B

For the last month, Frank Gaffney has leveled a steady barrage of
attacks against the nomination .

of Anthony Lake to be the next Director:of Central Intelllgence
These attacks are based on _
inaccurate information. I have worked closely with Tony Lake on
the staff of the National :

Security Council for the last three and a half years. I came to

this job as a‘hard-liner on U.S.

~ foreign policy, a lifelong foe of Communism, and one of the -

initial members of the Committee

on the Present Danger. | found Tony Lake to be a kindred spirit

in his devotion to the

enlargement of democracy and the promotion of Amerlcan interests.
Whether the issue was

stopping aggression in Bosnia or moving ahead with the expansion

* CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY
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vision and competence played a vital role in the formilation and

success of these policies.

-Gaffney is wrong when he asserts that Lake's Apr1l 1994 dec1s1on
neither to approve nor to
object to Iranian arms sh1pments to Bosma "facilitated the

. creation of a radical Islamic foothold."

According to the Intelligence Community the Iranian military and -
1ntell1gence services have been -
present in Bosnia since 1992. There was no significant i increase.

.in that presence after April 1994.

Tony Lake, we should note, was the main architect of the
President's August 1995 initiative that

led to the Dayton agreement. That agreement which banned foreign
forces and caused the

Bosnian government to sever all military and 1ntelllgence l1nks
with Iran as a condition for the :

train and equip program. Hundreds of Iraman Revolutlonary
Guards have left Bosnia,

Mujahadeen units have disbanded, and the Bosmans are looking to
the U.S. and moderate [slamic

states for security assistance. Lake, thus, played a key role in

~ the reduction of Iranian influence
on Bosnia, not. the oppos1te as Gaffney charges

As for the issue of congressional consultation, Lake, who has a
record of consistent consultation

with Congress, has said, in retrospect, that 1nform1ng key
Members of Congress would have

been wise. He was concerned at the time that disclosure could

- have led to a rift with our NATO

allies. The Senate Select Committee on Intelllgence report later
confirmed that there was nothing

illegal about this diplomatic exchange, nor was there a
requirement to notify Congress

Gaffney also asserts that during Lake's tenure as National
Security Advisor, CIA resources were

massively diverted from monitoring military threats to addressmg
global environmental issues, and - :

that this would continue with Lake as the director of

intelligence. Environmental issues are

important -- a Chernobyl reactor disaster or a major oil spill
would have major economic and

security implications. However, Lake and the CIA have, by no
means, massively diverted -

‘resources to look at the environment. In fact, the budget for

the environment remains extremely
modest. Lake's intelligence priorities remain those prev1ously
decided upon; critical support for

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY
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military operatrons involving U.S. forces pohtlcal economic
and military intelligence about
countries hostile to the U.S., and intelligence about

- transnational issues -- weapons of mass

* destruction, terrorism, organized cr1me drug trafﬁcklng -- that
affect national security.

Gaffney alleges that Lake had "ties to the extreme Left " This,
too, 1s not the case. An initial
supporter of our effort to stem Communism in Vletnam Lake served
in Saigon as a State '
- -Department official. Like many other Amerrcans he later changed

* his mind on the advisability of
our war effort in Vietnam. After leaving the foreign service, he
supported, in 1972, the Centrist

- Presidential Campaign of Edmund Muskie: Lake played no role
whatsoever in the Center for

~ National Security Studies, and certainly did not "help found" it,
as Gaffney alleges. Lake's only

- connection with the Institute of Policy Studies was that at the
invitation of an acquaintance he
delivéred one lecture to an IPS seminar on the legislative
process.

We currently live in an extraordrnarlly complex world, in which
our national security concerns ‘ :

are no longer focused on a single country and a srngle movement
In this world we need a

director of central intelligence who is able to see the whole
-picture and can then identify the ' :
multiple concerns which require our special attention. We also -
need a director who can

incisively analyze the material presented to him by his staff

can spot the flaws and

insufficiencies and see to it that a superror thoroughly

reliable product emerges from the

process. Finally, we need a director who combines profess1onal
integrity with personal decency.

Having seen Tony Lake at work, I am confident that he meets all
of these criteria.

Ambassador Richard Schifter is Specral Assistant to the President
and Counselor for National

Security Affairs. He served as Assistant Secretary for Human
Rights and Humanitarian Affairs, '

1985-1992.
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Wlthdrawal/Redactron Sheet
Clmton L1brary

DOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE o i : : DATE RESTRICTION

AND TYPE o . . ' .

001. email . James Baker to Baker et al. re: Lake Testrmony (12 pages) 1 03/10/1997 PS5

002. email Jodl Kessinger to Baker et al. re: FW Lake Testrmony (12 pages) - 03/10/1997 P5

003. email ‘ Baker to Rand Beers and Joan Hunerwadel re: Jane Schultz onTony ~ 04/15/1997 . P6/b(6)
(partral) (1 page) ' : N

004. email | erlram Leary to Baker re: SSCI Letter (3 pages) o 04/23/1997 Pl/b(l)

005_. email Joseph Bouchard to Steven Andreasen et al. re: Sen. Ford Hold on - 05709/'1997 P5

Tenet (2 pages)

COLLECTION:
Clinton Presidential Records
NSC Emails -
. MSMail-Record (Sept 94- Sept 97) ([Lake and DCI and Nominat...])
OA/Box Number 590000

FOLDER TITLE. 4
[02/27/1997-05/09/1997]

Rob Seibert

2006-0680-F
rs438
: - RESTRICTION CODES '
Presidential Records|Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)] Freedom of Information Act - [5 U S.C. 552(b)]
P1 National Sccurity|Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA] b(1) National security classified lnl'ormatlon {(b)(1) of the FOIA]|
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA] b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
. P3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA] an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]
P4 Release would disFlose trade secrcts or confidential commercial or b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute. [(b)(3) of the FOIA] _
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA] ) - b(4) Release would disclose trade ‘'secrets or confidential or financial -
PS Release would dichIose confidential advice between the President information [(b)(4) of the FOIA] -
and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA] A b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
P6 Release would COI|1Stltute a clearly unwarranted invasion of ) Co personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA]
personal privacy (a)(6) of the PRA] A "b(D Releasevwould disclose information compiled for law enforcement
- . purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA]
C. Closed in acco-dance with restrictions contained in donor's deed b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulatlon ol'
of gift. ’ financial institutions {(b)}(8) of the FOIA]
. PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 U.S.C, b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
2201(3). concerning wells [(b)(9) of the FOIA]
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CARBON_COPY

TEXT_BODY

MSMail

DATE-TIME 10 March 97 10:36
- FROM 'Baker; James E.

CLASSIFICATION  UNCLASSIFIED

SUBJECT ‘RE: Lake Testimony [UNCLASSIFIED]
TO Glbney, James S. |

Vershbow, Alexander R.

Baker, James E.
Benjamin, Daniel
Blinken, Antony J. -
Gray, Wendy
Hunerwadel, Joan S.
Kessinger, Jodi
Kreczko, Alan J.
Moffett, Julia
Naplan, Steven J.

- Showalter, Victoria A.

Sparks, John E.

- Jim: Good statement. A couple of edits on Bosnla section (pages 12-13)
- and two comments raising tactical choices. Please call if you have

questlons or want to dlscuss

[[ LAKECON4.DOC : 2651 in LAKECON4.DOC 1

From: Gibney, James S.

To: Baker, James E.; Vershbow, Alexander R.

CC: /R, Record at Al @PLANNING Strat Plan & Comm; Soderberg, Nancy E.
Subject: Lake Testlmony [UNCLASSIFIED] )

o Date Sunday, March 09, 1997 12:58 PM

<<Attached File: LAKECON4.DOC>>

. FOR SANDY VERSHBOW AND JAMIE BAKER

 Attached is the latest draft of Tony Lake's conﬁrmatlon statement

Nancy Soderberg wants to make suré that our characterlzatlons of Bosnia
(esp. current state of Iranian activity) and the covert action debate are
accurate. Could you please review? It has been shrunk and altered since
you saw it last. Thanks very much for your help, and would appreciate
comments Monday am if possible. James G. 6-9375

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY
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10 March 97 10:33

3/9/97 1:00 pm Written Statement

ANTHONY LAKE L

DIRECTOR-DESIGNATE FOR CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
REMARKS BEFORE THE SENATE INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE
WASHINGTON, DC

FEBRUARY 11, 1997

" Thank you, Mr. Chairman and memberS of the C.om'm‘ittee. ) | -

[ also want to thank Senator McCain, Senator Kennedy, Senator
Kerry and Senator Rudman for :

their introductions. I am honored that four Senators of such
distinction would speak on my

behalf. I have always admired their commitment to
bipartisanship. ' k :

I am very glad to appear before all of you today.

When President Clinton asked me to serve as Director of Central
Intelligence, I immediately '
accepted. Few positions are more challenglng Few present a

more extraordinary opportunity to '

“serve.

1 was raised to believe in public service. My father spoke'

proudly of his service in the Navy. T

_keep his sword in my office. He and 1 my mother taught me that men
and women who serve -- in

elected or appointed positions, natlonally or locally -- are

: domg something larger than themselves.

Soin 1962 1 joined the Foreign Service. Insplred by Pre51dent

Kennedy's call to defend

democratic values, I volunteered to go to Vietnam, where I served
asa Forelgn Service Officer

for two years. I then worked in Washlngton at the State
Department and White House, primarily

on Vietnam, until 1970, when I resigned from the National .
Securlty Council staff and the

F orelgn Service.

~ I'continued to beheve then, as I do now, in the enlargement of

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOIULOI‘Y
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democracy and individual

freedoms. For I strongly believe that whatever the differences

in cultures and political systems,

individuals everywhere know the difference between freedom and
repression -- and share the :
thirst for freedom.

‘But I had reached the bitter conclu51on that the war in V1etnam

was a terrible mistake. As N
President Theodore Roosevelt once sald "In popular government

- results worth having can be
‘achieved only by men who combine worthy 1deals with practical

good sense." And the practical,
human costs of our policies were runmng far beyond any

. possibility of success or what1

considered to be a reasonable definition of American interests.

- In the years that followed I served as the foreign poltcy

coordinator in Senator Edmund ‘
Muskie's 1972 presidential campaign, wrote two books that were

. little noted nor long

remembered, and directed the International Voluntary Services, a
private Peace Corps. From

1977 to 1981, I was the Director of Pohcy Planmng at the State
Department. And from 1981

through 1992, my wife and I ran a farm in westem Massachusetts
while I taught at Mount

Holyoke In 1992, I became Senior Foreign Pollcy Advisor in the
campaign of Governor Bill :

_ Clinton for the presidency.

~ Istand by my reeord. I have tried consistently to follow four

principles throughout my career:

First, whether serving in a Democratic or Repubhcan
administration, I have always believed that

foreign policy should be made on the basis of the natronal

interest rather than partisan politics.

Second, as someone who has worked with diplomats, soldlers and
intelligence operatives, I

. believe that all those who stand on the front line of freedom -

deserve respect, support and

leadership. Third, I believe that a life of public service
should be based on integrity and a .
willingness to sacrifice. And fourth, I believe that our

- national security policy must integrate
. our national ideals with our national interests.

- These beliefs have guided me over three decades of'public

service. And if confirmed, they will
continue to guide me as Director of Central Intelligence.

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY
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* Mr. Chairman, as I have had the pr1v1lege of serv1ng as President

Clinton's National Security
Advisor, my admiration for the men and women who serve in

- America's intelligence community

has ‘continued to grow. During these last four years I've

started and finished every day with-

intelligence reports. I've seen the way that intelligence

informs every foreign policy decision

the President must make. And I firmly believe that in the
post-Cold War world, the mission of

our nation's 1ntellrgence commumty is more important than ever

- -- not only for those who rely on
its products, but for every American citizen.

This mission must be clear to-us and to all the Amerrcan people
[ believe that it has four
components

First and most important the intelligence community must supply

the President with the-best,

" unvarnished information to make the best decisions for America's

security and well-being.

~ Second, the 1ntellrgence communrty must serve our troops. To our

pilots in the air, that can

mean knowmg the location of enemy defenses before they take off
on their missions. To our . -
soldiers on the ground, it can mean having the best most
detailed maps in the world. To our

sailors at sea, it can mean real-time warning of potential

missile threats. And to our nation and

our people, with their sons and daughters in uniform, it can mean
fewer risks and fewer

casualties. As our m111tary has downsized, intelligence is even
more important to maximizing ‘
our strength on the battleﬁeld and m1n1m121ng the danger to our
troops.

~ Third, the 1ntelllgence communrty must help our d1plomats and

policy makers defend America's

interests in a more complex world -- collecting information on

the activities of other

governments; keeping careful watch wherever crises could explode
from the Persian Gulf to

North Korea, from Bosnia to Burundj; 1dent1fy1ng long term
problems before they become

tomorrow's hot spots.

And fourth, it must dlrectly protect Amerlcan citizens --

LLlNTUN LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY |
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tracking down terrorists putting drug -

~ kingpins out of business... breaking up the criminal gangs that - -

prey on open societies... and _
keeplng weapons of mass destruction out of the wrong hands. This
is very important. -

I know our troops are aware of how intelligence helps.keep them
safe. American citizens should

understand that intelligence guards them as 'well.

The men and women of our 1ntell1gence community are requ1red to

serve in obscurity -- working

behind the scenes, often at great risk, to protect the1r fellow

citizens. When th1ngs go wrong, the -

whole community gets blamed, even when the problem stems from one
bad seed. And when"

-things go right, most Americans never know: A crisis averted or

a conflict avoided rarely hits

the headlines. But I've seen first-hand the ded1cat1on these
Americans bring to their work. And

I've seen some striking successes over the‘last four years alone.’

They've broken new ground in aiding m1lltary operatlons -
helping our commanders in Bosnia,
for example, to protect our forces and give peace a chance to

take hold. Their round-the-clock

support last spring, when tensions flared in the Taiwan Strait, -
helped us defuse a dangerous

crisis. They warned us when Saddam Husseln moved Iraqi troops B
toward the Kuwaiti border.

Working together with law enforcement, they enabled the arrest or
surrender of all the

Colombian Cali druglords. They helped us find and capture
terrorists like Ramsi Yousef, the

mastermind of the World Trade Center bomb1ng And they've
uncovered corruption and unfair

foreign business practices that would have cost Americans

. billions of dollars.

That is just a sample of what good intelligence can do. But
today s new.environment presents
new challenges. Although we no longer face the overarchlng

‘threat of a single adversary, we

must meet new threats that are more varied but in many ways no -
less dangerous And we must :

- do so in ever more difficult circumstances.

For example, we have to contend with the consequences of the
high-tech explosion. In an age
of microchips and cell phones, when bytes and bits ﬂy around the .
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world in nano-seconds,
timely, useful, accurate intelligence is actually harder than
ever to produce. .

- Let me give you some idea of the staggenng volume of signals and

data that our collectors must .
sift and sort: The Library of Congress can hold about one
thousand: trillion bits of information.

. Using yesterday s microwave technology, access1ble 1nformat1on
- took nine months to fill one
- Library of Congress. Today's fiber optic cables can fill one

Library every three weeks. -

Tomorrow's technology could be even faster -- stockmg an ent1re
Library of Congress every few )
hours. In an age when the haystacks have grown and the needles ™

‘have shrunk, we need a

system of precision-guided collection. In addition, as our

society depends more on high - :
technology, we also become more vulnerable to those who would
explo1t it.

We need to come to grips with these new real1t1es - or the

‘information age could age us fast

All of this complicates another crucial challenge before us -- -
and that is ensuring public support.

The intelligence community cannot succeed without the faith of
the public it serves. During the _

Cold War, while mistakes were publicly criticized, no one

-challenged the need for a strong

intelligence community to defend the United States against a

- dangerous enemy. Now, when

mistakes aré made -- and some always will be -- the1r negative
impact is magnified all the more.
We face a climate where the pubhc is more focused on domestic

‘priorities...and where the
- intelligence commumty necessarily remains restr1cted in its
ability to make a strong case for

itself to the American people.

On top of that, over theyears the intelligence community has
suffered from turbulence and
scandal. No one knows this better than its dedlcated men and

~ women. It's time to put the old

problems behind us. We must complete our review of past events
correct our mistakes, and '

~begin to build for'a new era. 1 am very eager to help lead that

renovation.:

But it can only be done, Mr. Chairman, with this Committee, and
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~with your expert overs1ght

There must be a working partnersh1p between the Congress and the

~ Administration based on

different responsibilities but shared mformatlon Pres1dent
Clinton has urged us all to be

~"repairers of the breach.” Now, I pledge to you that I'll do all
- can to work with both partles

-- and push for real progress -- as we take on the challenges of
the coming century. There is
too much at stake not to put partisanship aside.

Mr. Chalrman [ know that long-term problems demand sustained

commitment. There are no

easy answers and no qu1ck fixes. Frankly, I doubt if any
corporat1on could survive the kind of .

changes in leadership the CIA has faced in recent years If
confirmed, I intend to stay in the job

for a full four years -- the President, the Congress and fate

“willing.

For I see the years ahead as a t1me of hard work, but also a time

_ of opportumty

| If conﬁrmed ‘my efforts will be guided by two fundamental '

principles, without which we cannot

succeed.

First, we must have an intelligence process of absolute
integrity. This will be my-most solemn '
responsibility as Director of Central Intelllgence Some have
asked whether I -- as a close-

associate of President Clinton and participant in pol1cy
discussions -- can and will provide him

the intelligence straight. This is indeed an appropr1ate

“question. The answer, unequivocally, is

yes. I know first-hand how important it is to defend the bright
line separating policy and

intelligence. Not once during the last four years did T ever try
to influence intelligence

assessments.

If confirmed, my job will be to present the views of the -
intelligence community, and my own

intelligence judgments -- unvarnished and unprejud1ced

America's security demands no less,

and the President has made clear that he w1ll stand for no.less.

If [ attempted to hide bad news,

or soften harsh facts for the Pres1dent he could make mistakes .
that would damage the security

of our nation and our people. Presenting the facts without fear
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or favor is the rlght -- and the
. only -- way to do the job.

The second critical principle for success is to make the
intelligence community as efficient and
. effective as possible. I want tothank Directot Deutch and his .
predecessors for all they have '
done. I support the many reforms they have- already launched.
Since 1991, there has been a cut
of some 20 percent in the Agency's personnel Clearly, further
reforms are needed -- such as <
-improving financial systems and modemlzmg our personnel
management. But it- would be a
mistake to start making big changes before a llmlted perrod of
time allows a new Director -- ..
working with you -- to confirm where the problems l1e and the
. best way to fix them. These past '
few months, I've already been consulting with current and former
officials, and with you and
your colleagues, to help chart the most effective course.

I also know that internal morale is the intelligence commumty S
lifeblood. If confirmed, I will
spare no effort to reach out -- to encourage the most from every
member of the community, -
expecting the best in return. I will challenge our analysts and -
operations people to tackle hard
problems and take on new challenges, even at greater risk of

- controversy. And I will see that

. they are rewarded, even if they fail, provided they acted

sklllfully and properly.

Most important, if confirmed, I w1ll promote from day one a
climate of total accountability. I
intend to stand up for our officials, and I will expect them to
stand behind their work. We must
give them every opportunity, through hands-on management to tell
their superiors exactly what :
they are doing. The Director -- and the Pres1dent and Congress
-- must be properly informed..

~ And if any officials fail to do so, there must be a clear

- response: He or she will need to find

- -anOther j ob.

Beyond these fundamentals I have descrlbed we face a very tough
agenda. While focusing on

the hardest targets, we must retain the ﬂex1bll1ty to respond to
crises worldwide. We must

decide on 1mportant investments in our technologrcal and human
resources. We must keep up a
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vigorous defense against sophisticated counterintelligence
threats. That is very important. And,’ '
crucially, we must deépen the public understandlng of the role of
intelligence, the dedication of

our intelligence professionals, and the real difference they make
to the lives of American -

taxpayers

The only way to meet these goals is for the Executive and -
Congress to work together. I would ' '
expect you to hold me to the highest standards of performance.
And I expect to work with you

in mutual respect for, each other's positions and integrity.

Mr. Chalrman as someone who believes strongly in pubhc service,

my integrity is something that
I care deeply about. That is why I want to take this opportumty

- to lay to rest, once and for all,

two challenges to my personal 1ntegr1ty that have come up in the

_course of the confirmation

process.

First, I believe that the settlement of a civil case by the
Department of Justice last month resolves -

- questions that have been raised about my ownership of stocks as’

National Security Advisor. I
take full responsibility for not having sold these stocks

~earlier. But as the resolution of the civil

case -- following a full- investigation over 18 months -- also ‘
clearly states: "There is no evidence

that Mr. Lake ever took any action to conceal or mlsrepresent his
or his wife's financial '

~ holdings." It notes that "There is no evidence that...at the

time any issue came before Mr. Lake -

which may had a direct and predictable effect on Exxon
Corporation or Mobil Corporation, he

considered any effect or impact which that matter or issue mlght
have had upon his or his wife's

financial interests."

Second, the Department of Justice has also mvestlgated and ‘ .
responded to the charges raised by a

House Subcommittee that senior Clinton Admmlstratlon officials,

including myself, lied to

Congress. As the Department of Justlce s reply to Chalrman Hyde

- says, "We have found no

direct, material contradictions between Mr. Lake s statements and
the statements or testlmony :
of any other witness, nor any other evidence that Mr Lake was
untruthful to the Subcommlttee ’
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or was part of a co'nspiracy to obstruct Congress."

 Mr. Chairman, any public official must be dedicated to upholding

not just the laws of the land,
but the spirit of cooperation between the three branches of -
government that informs-our

- Constitution. I pledge to you that if confirmed, w111 not

only fulfill every legal requirement in
keeping Congress informed, but will go beyond. I propose to meet

. on a monthly basis with the

members of this Committee -- to discuss the problems on your ,
minds as well as mine, and to

: work those problems through at as early a stage as poss1b1e

This raises the issue of the "No Instructions" pohcy regardmg
arms shipments to Bosnia through

_Croatia. I'd like to take a moment to review that pohcy,

because I know that it has been a source

- . of concern.

As you recall, in April 1994, Croatian President Tudjman asked
our Ambassador whether the '
United States would object to arms sh1pments to Bosnia through
Croatia. It was clear that Iran -

would be among the sources. Our Ambassador was told to say he

" had "no instructions” -- in-

other words, that we would neither endorse nor object.

Our decision was a tough one, but the right one -- and it worked,
helping to pave the way to the
Dayton Agreement. Today, there is peace in Bosnla and an

-elected, multi-ethnic government. All

foreign forces have been expelled, military and 1nte111gence
cooperation with Iran has stopped, '
and Iranian and radical Islamic influence has eroded. Most
important, while much work remains,

hope in the future has been restored. Bosnia's markets are full
of life, not death... its children go

to school instead of hiding in their cellars... homes and
businesses are being rebuilt... and the

routines of normal life are returning.

I have no apologies for the policy. But I do appreciate that it
would have been better to have

informed key members of Congress ona discreet basis regardrng
the "no instructions"

instruction while you were debating enforcement of the arms
embargo: The President has said

_ the same. At the time, grave concern about the need to keep our

allies together led us to
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emphas1ze the secrecy of the dec1s1on

[Jim: I prefer the formulation used in the SSCI written Qs and
As]At the same time, I must

. make it clear that I do not believe we were under a legal

obligation to inform the Congress. I

disagree with those who say that "'no 1nstructrons was an

intelligence activity. An instruction to

an Ambassador that he is un1nstructed as was done in this
context, is a diplomatic -

act1v1ty This

view, I know, is shared by both John Deutch and Jim Woolsey
[Tactlcal Question: John

Deutch espoused this view in a publ1c hearrng and Woolsey ina
closed session. Using Woolsey, '
however, may prompt him to try and put d1stance between himself
and Tony. May not be worth :

. the risk to cite to others here.]

I would also like to say that when the CIA rarsed concerns with

me for the first time in October

1994 as to whether some U.S. officials may have gone beyond the _
"no instructions" position, I

referred the matter to the White House Counsel. In consultatlon

with me, the Counsel asked the

Intelligence Oversight Board to review the matter, The IOB found

" no covert action by the

government. Neither did the report of this Commlttee [Jim:
This is an accurate statement, but

again presents a tactical choice. It works because it is
presented in the negative. The committee :
did not affirmatively find no covert action, they slmply d1d not
reach a conclusion that CA had

occurred. The committee appears to have sp11t on this issue. ]

Th1s experience, and my own role in 1t reinforces my pledge to
you about the need to work

together. And again, I pledge that, if conﬁrmed I will not

only supply the committee with all

information legally required. When in doubt, my rule w1ll be to
inform.

Confidentiality must and w1ll remain a v1tal part of what we-do.

. For as George Washington

wrote during our nation's battle for 1ndependence upon
Secrecy, success depends in most

Enterprises of the kind, & for want of it, they are generally
defeated, however well planned.” ,

[Letter to Colonel Elias Dayton; July 26, 1777]

But it is also true that if you look back at some recent
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controver51es 1nvolv1ng the 1nte111gence

community, while varlous mistakes were made, too often the core
of the problems was

overzealous secrecy: Not sharing enough information among
ourselves; not sharing enough -

information with the Congress And that is 51mp1y unacceptable

Let me state clearly We have to keep the secrets -- and I think

I'm known for my ab111ty to do :

so. We need the most vigorous counterlntelhgence program to
keep our secrets in and keep

spies-out. But secrecy whose purpose is to cover up mlstakes
preserve mere bureaucratic

routine, or avoid respon51ble over51ght is ultimately

self- destructlve

Mr. Chairman, in closing, let me empha51ze that these hearlngs
are about much more than one

man's nomination. We'll be discussing the future of the CIA and
the intelligence community at '

large... our commitment to protect our people in the world of the

- 21st century... and our ablhty
to. advance our interests in an era of explodlng 1nformatlon '

I welcome the endeavor. I look forward to the challenge Im

‘ready, if confirmed, to get to
- work. And I'm confident that, working together we can help
" promote the security and

prosperlty of the American people in the next century as we did
in the last. '
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DATE-TIME 10 March 97 13:21

FROM- | Kessinger Jodi
© - CLASSIFICATION UNCLASSIFIED | |
' SUBJECT FW Lake Testimony [UNCLASSIFIED]' |

. TO . Baker James E.
e Beers, Rand R.
Vershbow, Alexander R. .

CARBON_COPY Gibney, James S.
TEXT BODY

 Further to this note Nancy added
- Can you double check on a few pomts in TL s statement:

- 1) Are we on firm ground re: all foreign forces have been e'xpelled:, military
& intelligence cooperation with Iran has stopped and Iranian & radical
Islamic influence has eroded? (pg 12)

2) Are we posmve Woolsey agrees the no instructions" was a diplomatic
act1v1ty'7 (pg 13) ‘

3 Isit safe to say the report of this Commlttee found no covert action by
the government? :

Also, Randy - - on page 5 what corruption and unfair forelgn business
practices can we say we've uncovered?

From: Glbney, James S.

To: Baker, James E.; Vershbow, Alexander R

CC: /R, Record at Al ; @PLANNING - Strat Plan & Comm Soderberg, Nancy E..
Subject: Lake Testlmony [UNCLASSIFIED]

Date: Sunday, March 09, 1997 12:58 PM

[[ LAKECON4.DOC : 3365 in LAKECON4.DOC ]

FOR SANDY VERSHBOW AND JAMIE BAKER

Attached is the latest draft of Tony Lake's confirmation statement.

Nancy Soderberg wants to make sure that our ,characterizations of Bosnia

(esp. current state of Iranian activity) and the covert action debate are
accurate. Could you please review? It has been shrunk and altered since
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you saw it last. Thanks very much for your help, and would appreciate
" comments Monday am 1f poss1b1e James G. 6-9375 -

ATTACHMENT o 1m.

FILE DATE - 9 March 97 12.52
ATTACHMENT E -
FILE NAME o LAKECON4.DOC

3/9/97 1 00 pm ertten Statement
ANTHONY LAKE. _
' DIRECTOR-DESIGNATE FOR CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
- REMARKS BEFORE THE SENATE INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE .
WASHINGTON, DC
FEBRUARY 11, 1997

Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee.

T also want to thank Senator McCain, Senator Kennedy, Senator
Kerry and Senator Rudman for '
their introductions. I am honored that four Senators of such
distinction would speak on my '
* behalf. I have always admired their commltment to -
bipartisanship. '

I am very glad to appear before all of you today.

- When President Chnton asked me to serve as Director of Central
Intelligence, I immediately :
accepted. Few positions are more challengmg Few present a
more extraordmary opportumty to
serve.

I was raised to believe in pubhc service. My father spoke

proudly of his service in the Navy. I .

keep his sword in my office. He and my mother taught me that men
-and women who serve -- in .

elected or-appointed positions, nationally or locally -- are

doing somethmg larger than themselves.

So in 1962 I joined the Foreign Serv1ce Insplred by President
Kennedy's call to defend
democratic values, I volunteered to go to Vletnam where I served
as a Foreign Service Officer -
for two years. I then worked in Washington at the State
Department and White House, primarily

" on Vietnam, until 1970, when I resigned from the National
Security Council staff and the '
Foreign Service.

-CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY




© 33245258 FIN

Page 3 of12 o

| contlnued to believe then as ] do now, in the enlargement of

democracy and individual -

freedoms. For I strongly believe that whatever the dlfferences

in cultures and political systems,
individuals everywhere know the difference between freedom and
repression -- and share the ,

~thirst for freedom

But I had reached the bitter conclus1on that the war in V1etnam

. was a terrible mistake. As
- President Theodore Roosevelt once sald "In popular govemment

results worth-having can be
achieved only by men who combine worthy 1deals w1th practlcal

good sense." And the practical,

human costs of our policies were running far beyond any

* possibility of success or what I

cons1dered to be a reasonable deﬁnltlon of Amencan 1nterests

In the years that followed I served as the foreign policy
coordinator in' Senator Edmund :

Muskie's 1972 presidential campalgn wrote two books that were .
little noted nor long

remembered, and directed the Internatlonal Voluntary Services, a
private Peace Corps. From

1977 to 1981, I was the Director of Pollcy Plannlng at the State

~ Department. And from 1981

through 1992, my wife and I ran a farm in western Massachusetts
while [ taught at Mount

Holyoke In 1992, I became Senior Foreign Policy Advisor in the
campaign of Governor Bill -

. Clinton for the presidency.

I stand by my record. I have tried consistently to follow four

- principles throughout my career:

First, whether serving in a Democratic or Republlcan
administration, I have always believed that ;

. foreign policy should be made on the basis of the natlonal

interest rather than partisan politics.
Second, as someone who has worked with diplomats, soldlers and
intelligence operatives, I

believe that all those who stand on the front line of freedom

deserve respect, support and

leadership. Third, I believe that a llfe of public service
should be based on integrity and a -

willingness to sacrifice. And fourth, I believe that our
national security policy must integrate

our national ideals with our national interests.

These beliefs have guided me over three decades of puhlic
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service. And if conﬁrmed they w111
continue to gurde me as Director of Central Intelhgence

Mr. Chairman, as I have had the privilege of serv1ng as President -
Clinton's National Security .
Advisor, my admiration for the men and women who serve in -
America's intelligence commuriity =~ - '
has continued to grow. During these last four years, Ive
started and finished every day with
intelligence reports. I've seen the way that 1ntell1gence

- informs every foreign policy decision
the President must make. And I firmly believe that in the
post-Cold War world, the mission of '
our nation's intelligence community is more important than ever
-- not only for those who rely on
its p'roducts,'but for every American citizen.

This mission must be clear to us and to all the American people .
[ believe that it has four '
components

- First and most important, the intelligence communlty must supply
_the President with the best,
unvarnished information to make the best decrsrons for Amerlca s
security and well-being.

Second, the 1nte111gence community must serve our troops To our
pilots in the air, that can »

mean know1ng the location of enemy defenses before they take off
on their missions. To our

soldiers on the ground, it can mean having the best, most
“detailed maps in the world. To our

sailors at sea, it can mean real-time warning of potentlal

missile threats. And to our nation and :

our people, with their sons and daughters in un1form it'can mean
fewer risks and fewer '

- casualties. As our mrlltary has downsrzed 1ntelhgence is even
more important to maximizing - :
our strength on the battleﬁeld and minimizing the danger to our
troops. : :

Third, the intelligence communlty must help our d1plomats and
policy makers defend America's
interests in'a more complex world -- collectlng information on
the activities of other.

. governments; keeping careful watch wherever crrses could explode
from the Persian Gulf to
North Korea, from Bosnia to Burundi; identifying long-term
problems before they become
tomorrow's hot spots. '
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And fourth, it must directly protect American citizens --
tracking down terrorists... putting drug -

. kingpins out of business... breaking up the criminal gangs that

prey on open societies... and
keepmg weapons of mass destructlon out of the wrong hands. Th1s
is very 1mportant ,

I know our troops are aware of how 1ntelhgence helps keep them
safe. Ameérican citizens should

- understand that intelligence guards them as well.

" - The men and women of our intelligence communlty are requ1red to

serve in obscurity -- working

behind the scenes, often at great risk, to protect their fellow

citizens. When things go wrong, the :

whole’ community gets blamed, even when the problem stems from one
bad seed. And when ‘

~ things go right, most Americans never know: A crisis averted or

a conflict avoided rarely hits
the headlines. But I've seen first-hand the dedication these
Americans bring to their work. And

I've seen some str1k1ng successes over the last four years alone.

They've broken new ground in aiding military operatlons -
helping our commanders in Bosnia, '
for example, to protect our forces and give peace a chance to

- take hold. Their round-the-clock
- support last spring, when tensions flared in the Taiwan Stralt

helped us defuse a dangerous

crisis. They warned us when Saddam Hussein moved Iraqi troops
toward the Kuwaiti border.

Working together with law enforcement, they enabled the arrest or
surrender of all the ‘

. Colombian Cali druglords. They helped us ﬁnd and capture-

terrorists like Ramsi Yousef, the

mastermind of the World Trade Center bomblng. And they've
uncovered corruption and unfair

forelgn business practices that would have'cost Amerlcans

» billions of dollars.

That is justa sample of what good intelligence can do. But
today's new environment presents

new challenges Although we no longer face the overarchmg
threat of a single adversary, we

must meet new threats that are more varied but.in many ways no
less dangerous And we must

~do so in ever more difficult circumstances.

" For example, we have to contend with the consequences of the
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high- tech explosion. In an age -

of mrcrochrps and cell phones, when bytes and bits fly around the
world in hano-seconds,

timely, useful, accurate intelligence is actually harder than

ever to produce.

Let me give you some idea of the staggering volume of s1gna1s and

data that our collectors must

sift and sort: The Library of Congress can hold about one

thousand trillion bits of information.

Using yesterday s microwave technology, accessible information

took nine months to fill one

Library of Congress. Today's fiber optic cables can fill one

Library every three weeks. :

Tomorrow's technology.could be even faster -- stocklng an entire
Library of Congress every few

~ hours. In an age when the haystacks have grown and the needles

have shrunk, we needa \ -

system of precision-guided collection. In addition, as our

society depends more on high

technology, we also become more vulnerable to those who would

explolt it. '

We need to come to- grlps with these new rea11t1es -- or the
1nforrnatlon age could age us fast.

All of this comphcates another crucial challenge before us --
and that is ensuring public support.-

- The intelligence community cannot succeed without the faith of

the public it serves. During the ’ :

Cold War, while mistakes were publicly criticized, no one
challenged the need for a strong -

intelligence community to defend the Unlted States against a
dangerous enemy. Now, when :
mistakes ar¢ made -- and some always wrll be -- the1r negative
impact is magnified all the more.

‘We face a climate where the public is more focused on domestic
priorities...and where the

intelligence community necessarily remains restrlcted in its
ability to make a strong case for

itself to the American people.

On top of that, over the years, the 1nte111gence communlty has
suffered from turbulence. and
scandal. No one knows this better than its dedicated men and
women. It's time to put the old
problems behind us. We must complete our review of past events,
~.correct our mistakes, and

begin to build for a new era. I am very eager to help lead that
_renovation. :
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- But it can only be done, Mr. Chairman, with this Committee, and

with your expert oversight.
There must be a working partnership between the Congress and the

 Administration based on

different respon51b111t1es but shared 1nformatlon Pres1dent ’
Chnton has urged us all to be

"repairers of the breach." Now, I pledge to you that I ll do all
I.can to work with both parties
-- and push for real progress -- as we take on the challenges of '

the coming century. There is

too much at stake not to put partisanship 'aside.

Mr. Chairman, know that long term problems demand sustained
commitment. There are no

easy answers and no qulck fixes. Frankly, I doubt if any
corporation could survive the kind of

changes in leadership the CIA has faced in recent years. If
confirmed, I intend to stay in the job

for a full four years -- the President, the Congress and fate
willing. . ' - :

- For [ see the years ahead as a time of hard work, but also a t1me ’

of opportumty

If conﬁrmed my efforts will be guided by two fundamental
principles, without which we cannot

: succeed

Flrst we must have an 1ntelhgence process of absolute
integrity. This will be my most solemn

responsibility as Director of Central Intelligence. Some have
asked whether I -- as a close

associate of President Clinton and participant in polrcy
discussions -- can and will provide him

- the intelligence straight. This is indeed an appropriate

question. The answer, unequivocally, is-
yes. I know first-hand how important it is to defend the brlght

" line separating policy -and
- intelligence. Not once during the last four years did I ever try -

to influence intelligence
assessments.

1If confirmed, my job will be to present the views of the
‘intelligence community, and my own

intelligence judgments -- unvarnished and unprejudiced.
America's security demands no less, .
and the President has made clear that he will stand for no less.
If T attempted to hide bad neéws,

~ or soften harsh facts for the Pres1dent, he could make mistakes
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- that would damage the security
~of our nation and our people. Presentrng the facts without fear °

or favor is the right -- and the
only -- way to do the job.

The second critical principle for success is to make the

.intelligence community as efficient and~ A
effective as possible. I want to thank Director Deutch and hlS

predecessors for all they have
done. I support the many reforms they have already launched
Since 1991, there has been a cut

-of some 20 percent in the Agency's personnel Clearly, further
‘reforms are needed -- such as ,
~ improving financial systems and modernizing our personnel

management. But it would be a

mistake to start maklng big changes before a limited perlod of
time allows a new Director --

working with you -- to confirm where the problems 11e and the

- best way to fix them. These past

few months, I've already been consultlng with current and former
officials, and with you and

your colleagues to help chart the most effective course.

I also know that internal morale is the 1ntelllgence communlty S
lifeblood. If confirmed, I will - ~
spare no effort to reach out -- to encourage the most from every
member of the communlty,

expecting the best in return. I'will challenge our analysts and
operations people to tackle hard

problems and take on new challenges, even at greater risk of
controversy..And I will see that '

they are rewarded, even if they fail, provided they acted
’ -sklllfully and properly.

Most 1mportant if confirmed, I will promote from day one a

~ climate of total accountability. I

intend to stand up for our officials, and I will expect them to
stand behind their work. We must :
give them every opportunity, through hands-on management, to tell
their superiors exactly what ,
they are doing. The Director -- and the Pre51dent and Congress

"-- must be properly informed.
. And if any officials fail to do so, there must be a clear

response: He or she will need to find
another job

Beyond these fu.ndamentals I have descrrbed we face 2 very tough
agenda. While focusing on

the hardest targets, we must retain the ﬂex1b111ty to respond to
crises worldwide. We must '

* CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY




33245258 FIN L : o < , o Page 9of 12

decide on important 1nvestments in our technologlcal and human :
resources. We must keepupa- ‘
vigorous defense against sophisticated counterlntelhgence

- threats. That is very important."And,

* crucially, we must deepen the public understanding of the role of
intelligence, the dedication of ‘
our intelligence professionals, and the real dlfference they make
to the lives of Amer1can
taxpayers. '

The only way to meet these goals is for the Executive and
- Congress to work together. I would
expect you to hold me to the highest standards of performance
“And I expect to work with you -
in mutual respect for each other's positions and 1ntegr1ty

Mr. Chalrman as someone who believes strongly in public service,
my integrity is something that

I care deeply about. That is why I want to take this opportumty

to lay to rest, once and for all,

two challenges to my personal integrity that have come up in the
course of the conﬁrmat1on '

process. -

First, I believe that the settlement of a civil case by the
Department of Justice last month resolves
questions that have been raised about my ownership of stocks as
National Security Advisor. I
take full responsibility for not having sold these stocks
earlier. But as the resolution of the civil | , »
case -- following a full investigation over 18 months -- also
clearly states: "There is no evidence :
that Mr. Lake ever took any action to conceal or mlsrepresent his
or his wife's financial
holdings." It notes that "There is no evidence that .at the-
time any issue came before Mr. Lake
which may had a direct and predictable effect on Exxon
Corporation or Mobil Corporation, he

~considered any effect or impact which that matter or issue might

- have had upon his or his wife's

- ﬁnancial interests."

' Second 'the Department of Justice has also investigated and
responded to the charges raised by a
House Subcommittee that senior Clinton Admlnlstratlon 0fﬁc1als
including myself, lied to
Congress. As the Department of Justlce S reply to Chalrman Hyde
says, "We have foundno
direct, material contradictions between Mr. Lake's ‘statements and
the statements or testimony : :
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of any other witness, nor any other evrdence that Mr. Lake was
untruthful to the Subcommittee -
or was part ofa conspiracy to obstruct Congress."

Mr. Charrman any pub11c official must be dedicated to upholdrng
not just the laws of the land,

but the spirit of cooperation between the three branches of

. government thatinforms our

Constitution. I pledge to you that, if conﬁrmed 1 w111 not
only fulfill every legal requirement in
keeping Congress informed, but will go beyond | propose to meet

- on a monthly basis with the

members of this Committee -- to discuss the problems on your

-minds as well as mine, and to

work those problems through at as early a stage as possible.

‘This raises the issue of the "No Instructions" policy regarding o
* arms shipments to Bosnia through

Croatia. I'd like to take a moment to review that pollcy,
because I know that it has been a  source
of concern.

'_ Asyou recall in April 1994 Croatran Presrdent TudJman asked

our Ambassador whether the

“United States would object to arms shipments to Bosnia through

Croatia. It was clear that Iran

would be among the sources. Our Ambassador was told to say he
had "no instructions" -- in '

other words, that we would neither endorse nor object

Our decision was a tough one, but the r1ght one -- and 1t worked

~ helping to pave the way to the -
- Dayton Agreement. Today, there is peace in Bosnia and an

elected, multi-ethnic government. All

foreign forces have been expelled, military and 1nte111gence
cooperation with Iran has stopped, -

and Tranian and radical Islamic influence has eroded Most
important, while much work remains,

hope in the future has been restored. Bosnia S markets are full
of life, not death... its children go -

to school instead of hiding in their cellars... homes and

. businesses are being rebuilt... and the

routines of normal life are returning.

I have no apologles for the pollcy ButI do apprecrate that it
would have been better to have

informed key members of Congress on a discreet basis regardrng
the "no instructions"

instruction while you were debating enforcement of the arms
embargo. The President has said
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the same. At the time, grave concern about the need to keep our .
allies together led us to :
emphas1ze the secrecy of the decision.

At the same time, I must make it clear that I do not beheve we
were under a legal obligation to

_ inform the Congress. I disagrée with those who say that "n
. instructions” was an intelligence

activity. Diplomatic exchanges, 1nc1ud1ng secret diplomatic

- exchanges are d1plomatlc activities:

This view, I know, is shared by both John Deutch and Jim Woolsey

I would also like to say that when the CIA ra1sed concerns w1th

me for the first time in October :
1994 as to whether some U.S. ofﬁc1als may have gone beyond the
"no instructions" position, I

referred the matter to the White House Counsel. In consultation

with me, the Counsel asked the

Intelligence Oversight Board to review the matter. The IOB found

_no covert action by the

government Neither did the report of this Commlttee '

‘This experience, and my own role in it, re1nforces my pledge to

you about the need to work -
together. And again, I pledge that, if conﬁrmed I will not
only supply the committee with all ‘

_information legally required. When in doubt my rule will be to

inform.

Confidentiality must and will remain a v1tal part of what we do
For as George Washington

wrote during our nation's battle for 1ndependence ...upon
Secrecy, success depends in most

- Enterprises of the kind, & for want of it, they are generally
defeated, however well planned."

[Letter to Colonel Elias Dayton, July 26, 1777]

. But it is also true that if you look back at some recent .

controversies 1nvolvmg the intelligence

community, while various m1stakes were made, too often the core
of theproblems was

overzealous secrecy: Not sharing enough information among

- ourselves; not sharing enough’

information with the Congress And that is simply unacceptable

‘Let me state clearly: We have to keep the secrets -- and [ thlnk

I'm known for my ab111ty to do-
so. We need the most vigorous countermtelhgence program to
keep our secrets in and keep -

spies out. But secrecy whose purpose is to cover up m1stakes
preserve mere bureaucrat1c :

Page 11 of 12
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routine, or avoid respon51ble over31ght is u1t1mate1y
self-destructive. :

Mr Chalrrnan in closmg, let me emphasize that these hearlngs

. are about much more than one

man's nomination. We'll be discussing the future of the CIA and -
the intelligence community at

large... our commitment to protect our people in the world of the
21st century... and our ab111ty

to advance our 1nterests in an era of’ explodmg mforrnatlon

I welcome the endeavor I look forward to the challenge I'm
ready, if confirmed, to get to

| - work. And I'm confident that, workmg together, we can help
promote the security and. '

prosper1ty of the American people i in the next century as we did
in the last.

Hy
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CLASSIFICATION.

SUBJECT

TO

CARBON_COPY

TEXT_

BODY

09 May 97 07:51

Bouchard, Joseph F.

UNCLASSIFIED o
Sen. Ford Hold on Tenet [UNCLASSIFIED]

Andreasen, Steven P.
Bell, Robert G. -
Bouchard, Joseph F.
Kelly, Sandra L. . -
Langley, Janice M. ~
Mulligan, George D.
Seaton, James B.

. Witkowsky, Anne A.

NO CC's on THIS MESSAGE .

Bob, Yesterday evening's legislative update had this comment in it:

"TENET NOMINATION: Sen. Ford's office called to say he was puttmg a hold
on George s nomination on an unrelated DoD issue. We are working with Bob -
Bell's shop to get to the bottom of this. Understand that Torricelli may -

also put a hold on nominatton."

> Bill and Gordy told me Sen. Ford put a hold on EVERY nomination currently
in front of the Senate, but that the Tenet nomination is the one that has
generated the greatest concern. :

> The unrelated issue is the amendment to the FY97 Defense Authorization :

* Bill sponsored by Sen. Ford that authorized (but did not require) DOD to

implement a program of "expanded, deferred annuities” for government
employees at two Navy ordnance depots in Kentucky that are belng pr1vat1zed

" in place as a result of the 1995 BRAC round.

> This provision is strongly opposed by OSD, OMB and OPM because is.

. provides
* an unfair windfall for a small group of former government employees, all of

whom gained jobs with the civilian firms that took over the two depots, and -
sets a precedent that would be incredibly expenswe if applled to all .
federal employees similarly affected. S

> When he learned of the hold Bill Danvers called me yesterday evening '
asking me to help find out what was going on between Sen. Ford and OSD over
this issue. I spoke with the two civilians in OSD who are working this ‘
issue and Phebe Vickers at OMB. Phebe faxed me an excellent package of

~ CLINT ON LlBRARY l’llU)lUL@l"l( .
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memos and letters giving the history of this issue (I have a copy if you'd
like to see it). I passed all this on to Gordy Bendick yesterday evening.

- Bill should have everything he needs to work this, and I am standing by to

provide further assistance..

> Bottom line: Sen. Ford is angry at-OSD and OMB for "stonewalling" him on
this proposal. He wrote the President in September 1996, but OMB did not

reply until January 1997. Sen. Ford responded to OMB with a very nasty and

rude letter in February '1997. He apparently imposed the "hold" because OMB
has not answered that letter.

Joe
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Definitions [BEERS] The NSC staff takes issue w1th _COPY
definitions presented by plaintiffs. A

First, the definition of “adjudicatory official” implies that any
employee of EOIR who is directly engaged in adjudications is an
“adjudlcatory official” and according to plaintiffs’ Requests
subject to various policy/procedures regarding contacts with
Whrte House officials. The validity of this statement depends on
the meaning of “engaged in adjudlcatlons ” NSC staff understand
that Gerry Hurwitz engaged in contacts with other EOIR staff and
BIA staff regarding adjudications as part of his assigned duties
'Counsel to the Administrator of EOIR. For example, Mr.
Hurwitz would have addressed policy issues arising out of
adjudications as well as administrative issues pertaining to
adjudlcatlons, including policy issues involving the expedltlous
handllng of alien smuggling cases. To deem Mr. Hurwitz an:
“adjudlcatory official,” however, suggests that he was involved
in |the substantive review of particular cases, including those of
the Golden Venture plaintiffs. This is not consistent with our
understanding of his duties at the time.

Second, the definition of Border Security Working Group is
1ncorrect The BSWG was not “convened” by the Clinton

Adnlnlstratlon after the World Trade Center Bombing. The BSWG

-was originally established during the Bush administration and was

reconvened during the Clinton Administration. Furthermore, the
last clause of the definition suggests that all
pollcy/leglslatlve meetings and so- called “boat meetlngs” were
BSWG. meetings. This is not the case.

NSC Staff Responses to particular questions:

6.| According to a policy designed to prevent improper ex parte
communications instituted by Attorney General Reno in March 1993,
an& contacts between White House executive officials and DOJ
adjud1datory officials had to come from White House Counsel and
tthhe Attorney General, Associate Attorney General, or the
Deputy Attorney General ; subsequent contacts with other DOJ

officials were to be monitored where- appropriate.

Deny. The NSC staff is not aware of policy guidance'instituted
by}Attorney General Reno in March 1993 designed to prevent

- improper ex parte communications between White House executlve

officials and DOJ adjudicatory officials.

In|February 1993 the White House Counsel’s Office issued guidance

pertaining inter alia to communications with the Department of
Justice. Among other things, this guidance provided that no
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member of the White House staff should discuss a pendipreg—emimined
orlcivil matter with the Department of Justice without| f3

goilng' through the Counsel’s office. The guidance expremp
~provided that “Members of the White House staff may cofjmunicate
di#ectly’with.the Department of Justice with respect to policy,
legislation and budgetary matters.” Further, the guidance does

. not specify that contacts outside the parameters of this guidance
WOgld necessarily be improper, as. plaintiffs question suggests.
Rather, the guidance seeks to avoid even the appearance of White ..
‘House interference in pending criminal and civil matters.

9. | The BSWG was convened by and functioned under the auspices of
thT National Security Council and the White House.

[B%ERS] Deny in part. The BSWG, which existed during the Bush
Adqinistration, was reconvened at the request of the staff of the
National Security Council and with the agreement of the agencies
that constituted its membership (along with staff of the
Executive Office of the President) during the Clinton

Administration..

11. . Among the‘measﬁrés formulated by the BSWG were: a.
expeditious administrative adjudications; b. detention; c.

\ .
repatriation.

Deny. First, when linked with Request 10, Request 11 implies
that measures considered by the BSWG were developed after June 6
when in fact all of the measures contained in the Presidential
Deqision Directive on Alien Smuggling (PDD-8) were formulated, -
with interagency participation, prior to June 6. This is clearly

reflected in document 22 previously produced to plaintiffs.

Document 22 is a draft of PDD-9 under cover of an NSC staff

- memorandum to Mr. Lake and Ms. Rasco dated June 4, 1993. The
meﬁorandum states that “it has been cleared by Justice, ‘State,
Defense, Treasury, and CIA.” : :

‘1lal. Deny. The BSWG did not formulate measures for expeditious
adﬂinistrative adjudications. ‘A plan to expedite procedures for
processing entry claims of migrants smuggled into the United
States through criminal syndicates was formulated by the
Department of Justice after interagency agreement -- including
agrEement.of the Department of Justice -- on this approach as a
gengral policy matter was reached. The forum in which such
agrEement was reached was the BSWG.

- 11bl. Deny. The BSWG did not formulate measures for detention.
Any| such measures would have been formulated by the Department of
Justice. 1In the context of the BSWG, all agencies did agree in
the| appropriateness of a policy in which the Justice Department
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would, within availabie'resources, seek to apply the lJaw—orr

deFention'of illegal entrants to smuggled aliens entedi
- U.S. with the assistance of criminal syndicates. ‘I ! PY

'11§.4 Deny. The BSWG did not formulate measures for . ‘ ,
repatriation. Such measures are formulated by the Department of -
Ju#tice. The interagency BSWG did reaffirm that non-refugee
migrants should be repatriated after any claims for refugee

stétus were fairly considered. This reaffirmation of worldwide

U.S. migration policy is reflected in PDD 9. =~ "

14, A substantial'burpose underlying the development of the
measures set. forth in Request No. 11 was to deter alien
smuggling. ' '

We |deny Request No. 11 and thus deny this request. A substantial
purpose underlying the development and reaffirmation of policy in

the areas of expeditious administrative adjudications, detention
and repatriation was deterrence of alien smuggling.-

15. A substantial purpose underlying the development of the
measures set forth in Request No. 11 was to “send a message” to
alﬂen smugglers and prospective Chinese smuggled aliens that
Chinese smuggled_aliéns would be detained, speedily processed. and
repatriated. ' : B '

Deny. First, Request No. 15 is incorrect in that it suggests
thaF we will not protect migrants from return. In fact, the
Presidential Decision Directive on Alien Smuggling speaks of
repatriation “when appropriate” (page 1). It states that we will
“attempt to ensure that smuggled aliens detained as a result of
U.S|. enforcement actions, whether in the U.S. or abroad, are
fairly assessed and/or screened by appropriate authorities to
ensure protection of bonafide refugees” (pages 1-2). It states
that we will encourage other governments to deal with migrants
“in]accordance with standards that ensure protection of bonafide
vrefpgeés and safe treatment for all migrants” (page 3). It
staFes that we “will work with the UN High Commissioner for
Refugees (UNHCR) and the International Organization for Migration
-(IOM) to develop procedures to ensure that migrants landed
out§ide the U.S. are fairly and appropriately treated in
accordance with standards that ensure protection of bonafide
refﬁgees” (page 3). It indicates that credible asylum claimants
in the United States will be considered for release from

'deténtion (page 3).

Second, Request No. 15 indicates that the policy response

- formulated at the BSWG was aimed at Chinese smuggled aliens. In
fact, while most of the smuggling vessels with which the United
States was dealing at the time appear to have  come from China,

ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED
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the pollcy measures were not made applicable only to Ghimeses

ThlS is apparent in the text of PDD-9 itself, which ag

alien smuggling generally. The section addressing “EfﬁgﬁpY
the Source,” for example, directs the Department of Sflate to
approach source nations whose nationals, businesses and/or

'1nfrastructure prov1des as51stance to alien smuggllng oY
(Empha51s supplled ) :

The message we. sought to communicate through our policy response
was that non-refugee migrants would be returned; that those who
dld not have credible asylum claims would not be permitted to
take advantage of our procedures by entering the community and
abscondlng Because we did not wish to detain such smuggled
mlgrants for long periods, we sought expedltlous processing which
would both avoid unnecessary delay and ensure fairness. Again,

thlS statement is supported by the text of PDD-9.

Fimally, we do not admit that “speedily processing” aliens was a
pUrpose -underlying the development of measures related to alien
smuggllng “Speedily” implies a lack of attention to
cons1deratlons of fairness, which was not the intention or the

effect of these measures.

16: The denial of a large proportion of Chinese smuggled aliens’
requests for relief from exclusion and/or deportation was a '
necessary condition to the policy of deterrence developed by the

BSWG.

Demy. First, the policy of deterrence includes efforts to
investigate and prosecute the smuggling rings. Successful
efforts in this area will deter the smugglers regardless of
‘app&oval rates. :

Moreover, we simply do not know what the effect of a high
approval rate would be on flows of  smuggled migrants and this
issPe was not a factor in decision-making in view of the
importance of maintaining refugee protections. As indicated in
No.| 15, above, the President’s policy directive (PDD-9) stressed
the| importance of maintaining protections for refugees without
any| reference to what percentage of claimants might be accepted-
or denied. Paragraph 3 states: “At the same time, we will also
attempt to ensure that smuggled aliens detained as a result of
U.S. enforcement actions, whether in the U.S. or abroad, are
fairly assessed and/or screened by appropriate authorities to
ensure protection of bona fide refugees.” This direction from
the| President is repeated three addltlonal times on page 3 of the

PDD.

In fact, a high approval rate that'continued to reject non-
refugees might still accomplish a critical goal of the policy:
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‘deterring those who do not.have credible claims for refuees

stiatus. - - | COPY

17F During the course of BSWG meetings at which one dr more EOIR
representatives were present, participants expressed the
foilowing'views a. That the PRC’s “one child” policy was a
major source of false asylum claims; b. ‘that E.O0. 12711 was
ca?51ng a “magnet” effect attracting large numbers of Chinese
sm?ggled allens to the United States; c¢. that Chines: asylum
apRlicant from Fujian Province were, for the most part, not
credible; d. Thdt the “one child” policy was not strictly
'-enforced in Fujian Province; e. that the majority of claims for
reﬂlef in the Golden Venture cases were unmeritorious or
'fraudulent f. that Chines women immigrating into the U.S. were
likely to engage in prostitution; g. that Chines men
immigrating into the U.S. were likely to engage in drug

trifficking and/or other criminal activities.

'[BEERS/SCHWARTZ] Deny. NSC staff recall an EOIR presence at
.only one meeting of the BSWG: a subgroup meeting chaired by Mr.
Sc@wartz on legislation relating to expedited exclusion. Mr.
Hurwitz was at the meeting and offered views on the value of
using immigration judges in a statutory regime under
consideration. Since this was a meeting on legislation, which
went well beyond the subject of Chinese alien smuggling, and
dealt with technical issues (such as the nature of the process
the| Administration would propose), it is unlikely that any of the
views in this Request were expressed during the meeting.

- NSC staff do not recollect and the staff rosters located and
,produced to date do not indicate that any EOIR officials attended
BSWG meetlngs other than Gerry Hurw1tz

35ff . The plan outlined in the Hurwitz memorandum was prepared in
consultation with: £. Eric Schwartz; g. Donsia Strong; h. Rand

Beers.

[SC?WARTZ/BEERS] Deny. The plan was ﬁot prepared in
coneultation with Mr. Schwartz, although Mr. Schwartz may have
been aware of the plan’s existence and alluded to it in

| .
conversation.

Mr. |Hurwitz’s memorandum to Phyllis Coven of June 15, 1993,
out}ining “EOIR’s plan to adjudicate smuggled alien exclusion
cases 1n New York, Baltimore, and Arlington” indicates that the
plan is being presented “Pursuant to your request,” i.e., at the
request of Phyllis Coven. There is no indication in the
memorandum that Mr. Schwartz or any other NSC staff member has

seen or reviewed it. Indeed, no copy of this memorandum in final
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or| in draft was located during NSC staff’s exhaustive [searcires

for documents relating to this litigation. ' COPY

A memorandum from Margaret Philbin, Associate Council |[[sic] to
the Director, EOIR, to Phyllis Coven, dated September 17, 1993,
further supports this conclusion. It states that “At the request.
of| the Department, EOIR formulated a plan to deal with the influx
of| the detained smuggled aliens.”  The memorandum continues, “The
focus of the plan was to expedite those administrative tasks
aseociated with the hearing process without interfering in any
way with the quasi~judicial determination of the preSiding
;imTigration judges.”

[BAKER RECOMMENDS DELETE: Moreover, the Executive Office of the
President in general, and Mr. Schwartz in particular, was
sensitive to concerns about fairness in these cases and sensitive
to|the need to avoid involvement in the adjudicatory process..

Fem example, in September 1993, Schwartz received a copy of a
.leiter from a non—governmental organization suggesting White

House involvement in the adjudicatory process. - The letter
identified a number of individual.cases under adjudication.
According to records at the NSC, Schwartz asked NSC Legal Adviser
for permission to raise the matter with the Justice Department.
This action demonstrates two facts. First, Schwartz’s apparent
interest in pursuing the complaint demonstrates that NSC staff

was interested in ensuring that smuggled aliens received fair
treatment. If the claimants’ allegations about interference had
any merit, it would have made no sense for Schwartz -- who did

not know his request to inquire about this allegation might

become part of the public record -- to raise this matter NSC
counsel. Secondly, the request itself demonstrates that on
matters under adjudication, NSC staff was careful to avoid even

the appearance of impropriety.]

36.| Copies of the Hurwitz memorandum of June 15, 1993 were
distributed to, among others, . . . Schwartz, Strong, Beers.

[LEARY/SCHWARTZ] Deny.’ As -stated above, extensive searches of
NSC files have been made in the context of this litigation. No
cop&es of the Hurwitz memorandum in final or draft have been
located. NSC staff have no recollection of receiVing copies of
the memorandum. :

As indicated by the discovery in this case, Mr. Schwartz as a
pra%tice retained drafts and final copies of documents he -
received or drafted pertaining to the Golden Venture.
Futhermore, -under NSC procedures and practice if staff had
received a final copy of the HurWitz memorandum it would have

|
been retained.
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37|. The Hurwitz memorandum was part of a program oridImatITg Im

the White House in relation to its policy objective of @@PY
Chines alien smuggling.

'Deny .As PDD-9 Clearly indicates, there were a number of } ‘
1n1t1at1ves developed to deal with alien smuggling before, during
and after June 1993. Some of these initiatives were coordinated
by| the BSWG and involved officials in the Executive Office of the
President up to and including the President. As noted above,
PDD 9 was intended to address alien smuggling generally. Some of.
these initiatives would have been discussed, and may have
orlglnated within the interagency process, chaired by either the
NSC, DPC or both. Within this context agencies would have been-
requested to offer proposals that they believed would address the
al%en smuggling issue. Several meetings were held at which
suggestions were made by various officials and presented to

: responsible agencies for comment. 'The proposal for expedited
pr?cedures for cases of aliens smuggled through criminal
syndicates would not have been.included'without Justice
.Department approval. The documentary record indicates that
specific implementation of this idea in the- context of Golden

Venture was initiated at the Department of Justice.

Mr. Hurwitz’s memorandum to Phyllis Coven of June 15, 1993,

- outlining “EOIR’s plan to adjudicate smuggled alien exclusion
~cases in New York, Baltimore,.and Arlington” indicates that the
plen is being presented “Pursuant to your request,” i.e., at the
request of Phyllis Coven. 'There is no indication in the '
menorandum that Mr. Schwartz or any other NSC staff member has
seen or reviewed it. Indeed, no copy of this memorandum in final
or|in draft was located during NSC staff’s exhaustive searches
for documents relating to this litigation.

A nemorandum from Margaret Philbin, Associate Council [sic] to
the Director, EOIR, to Phyllis Coven, dated September 17, 1993,
further supports this conclusion. It states that “At the request
of| the Department, EOIR formulated a plan to deal with the influx
of 'the detained smuggled aliens.” The memorandum continues, “The
fogus of the plan was to expedite those ‘administrative tasks :
associated with the hearing process without interfering in any
way with the quasi-judicial determlnatlon of the pre81d1ng

immigration judges "

41' Schwartz telephoned Hurwitz during the summer of 1993 and .
requested that the adjudication of the Golden Venture cases be
completed as expedltlously as p0551ble

Deny. Mr. Schwartz has no recollection of such a conversation.
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42|. - During the course of Schwartz’ telephone call to
during the summer of 1993, Schwartz mentioned that th
Security Advisor, Anthony lLake, had an interest in th

expeditious adjudication o the Golden Venture cases.

COPY|
|

Deny. Mr. Schwartz has no recollection of such a conversation.

: 45{ Schwartz’ telephone call to Hurwitz lent an appearance of
impropriety to the adjudication of the Golden Venture cases.
Depy. First, Hurwitz was -- and was seen as —-- a participant in
po}icy issues relating to immigration. For example, he had
participated at a BSWG subgroup meeting, chaired by Schwartz, in
formulatlon of a legislative proposal on expedited exclusion at
ports of entry. .He had also participated at meetings:  of the
BSWG Discussions on interagency agreed-upon alien smuggling
pollcy ~-- as opposed to particular adjudications -- were not

inéppropriate if such a conversation did indeed take place

Moreover, the Executive Office of the Pre81dent in general and
_the NSC staff in particular, was sensitive.to concerns about
falrness in these cases. As noted above, PDD-9 reflects this

concern at the_highest level of government.

[BiKER recommends deletion] Mr. Schwartz’s own sensitivity to
the possible appearance of White House interference in pending
cases is reflected in an e-mail request Mr. Schwartz sent to the
NSC Legal Adviser in September 1993, requesting permission to
engage Justice on particular cases to respond to an NGO complaint
thdt smuggled aliens were not receiving fair treatment.]

46. Requests originating from the NSC, BSWG and DOJ that EOIR
expedite its adjudication of the Golden Venture Proceedings 1in
furtherance of the Clinton Administration’s policy objective of
deterring Chines alien smuggling lent an appearance of
imﬂropriety to the adjudication of the golden Venture cases.

[SCHWARTZ/BEERS: We need to pin down whether the 1nteragency
process approved and/or reviewed the Hurwitz plan or not. Or is
thé proper distinction between the general policy of expedited
processing versus the specific implementation.] Deny. This
request reflects a misunderstanding of the interagency decision-
making process. Again, the policy determination to expedite
.proFe551ng of migrants smuggled by criminal syndicates was
approved by all relevant agencies and the President in PDD-9. As
noted above, the policy objective was to deter alien smuggling
generally and not just Chinese alien smuggling. 1In addition, as
alsp noted above, PDD-9 was predlcated on the principle that
whaFever steps were taken to deter alien smuggling, including
expedlted proce551ng, would be taken consistent with the fair
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asFessment of migrants and protection of bona fide refUgees.
Such a policy is not improper; nor does it create the @@PY

of| impropriety.

Spgcific implementétion of this policy in the Golden Venture
context, i.e., the Hurwitz memorandum, was not improper.’

”52r Communications between the White House and EOIR concerning
Ch}nese alien smuggling were not viewed as “sensitive” in
re}atlon to the Attorney General’s pollcy to prevent improper ex
parte contacts.

De$y The term‘“sensitive” is vague. It is not clear what
plalntlffs are requesting we admit. We are not aware of the
Attorney General’s March 1993 pollcy

As noted above, the White House instituted a policy in February -
1993, regarding contacts between White House staff and the
Degartment of Justice. The policy distinguishes betweeh contacts
w1th the Justice Department regarding the adjudication of ongoing
cases and contacts involving policy, legislative and budgetary
issues. While the specific terms of this policy have changed,

the White House continues to adhere to this general policy.

-53. Communications betweeﬁ the White House and EOIR concerning
Chinese alien smuggling were not monitored by the Attorney
Geﬂeral, the Associate Attorney General, or the Deputy Attorney

Geﬂeral.

[Question is unclear. Justice should take the lead in responding
to this request with NSC staff review of response.]

54.! The term “smuggled aliens,” as it was used within the BSWG
and‘DOJ,-referred primarily or exclusively to Chinese aliens
making or attempting to make illegal entry into the United States
thrbugh the assistance of organlzed crime syndicates and alien

smuggling ships.

Deny. To be sure, when officials were discussing incidents of
alién smuggling involving Chinese nationals, “smuggled aliens”
would refer to Chinese. However, the policy response that was
affirmed in PDD-9 applies to alien smuggllng, and smuggled

mlgkants, generally.

.55.]| Senior ekecutivé official viewed the arrival of the Goldenl
Venrure as an exemplar of the problem of alien smuggling.

Deny in part. -Admit in part. This question is vague. If, by

- “exemplar of the problem of alien smuggling”, the Request means
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thgn we admit the request. 1If, however, the Request
totlmply that senior officials intended to make an exaﬂ@j

Gollden Venture, the request is denied.

56|, Clinton’s legislative initiative relating to expedited
exclusion procedures included proposals to restrict the due
process rights and access to judicial review of aliens in
exclusion proceedings. :

[DOJ should respond. ]
»57T ‘Senior Clinton AdminiStration officials Viewed the Golden
Venture cases as a pilot project or test case for its legislative

initiative relating to expedited exclusion procedures.

[B@ERS]' Deny. First, the decision to conduct.expeditious-

" administrative proceedings under current law was agreed upon

interagency prior to the Golden Venture’s arrival on June 6

(a%though issuance of PDD-9 came later). This is indicated in
the internal NSC memoranda cited above conveying a draft of PDD-9
to |senior policymakers prior to the Golden Venture incident. The
goal was to set up a general administrative procedure that would
apgly, where resources permitted, to cases of aliens smuggled
thnough criminal syndicates. 1In fact, it is far from clear. that
the results of expeditious administrative processing would give
us |any indication of the impact of enactment of the
Administration’s legislative proposal on expedited exclusion.
Thils is because the legal regimes of the two systems would be

quite different.

67., In response to the arrival of the Golden Venture, BSWG
directed DOJ to formulate a policy position concerning Executive
Order 12711 and the BIA’s decision in Matter of Chang.

Deny First, it reflects a misunderstanding of Cabinet
Government and the interagency process of decision-making. The
BSWG did not have the authority to “order” the Department of
Justlce to formulate a policy position concerning Executive Order
12711 and the BIA’s dec151on in Matter of Chang. The interagency

- groﬁp ~- with DOJ approval -~ agreed that Justice would review
- “Executive Order 12711, the interim rule published January 29,

1990 the proposed Final Rule, administrative decisions of the
Board of Immigration Appeals and INS field directives pertaining
to ellglblllty for asylum based on coercive family planning
practices.” (See PDD-9, page 4) Moreover, it is clear that this
deC}51on was not made in response to the arrival of the Golden
Venture. In fact, it was discussed prior to the Golden Venture’s
arrlval and, in fact, appears in NSC memoranda prior to the June

9 arrlval of the Golden Venture
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G%Q BSWG’s direction to DOJ to formulate a policy posiﬁi(gﬁl)
concerning E.O. 12711 and the BIA’s decision in Mattey y

wgs subsumed under the Attorney General’s resolution af_tihe
certified appeals in Matter of Chu/Matter of Tzun.

[JPstice.] 'Déhy. With respect to the assertion that the BSWG
diFected the Department of Justice to formulate a policy position
concerning E.O0. 12711 and Matter of Chang, NSC staff note that
thb President directed the Justice Department in PDD-9 (at p. 4)
to| “review and make recommendations_concerning Executive Order
12711, the interim-rule published January 29, 1990, the proposed
Final Rule, administrative decisions of the Board of Immigration
Appeals and INS field directives pertaining to eligibility for
asylum based on coercive family planning practices.”

72r Respondents were in possession of reliable reports
ev}dencing the following facts: a. that opposition to and/or
‘vi?lation of the PRC’s “one child” policy constitutes political
co?duct; b. that PRC officials viewed opponents and violators of
the “one child” policy as political criminals; c.  that, in
fuftherance of the “one child” policy, PRC official imposed
seyere penalties, including coercive abortion, involuntary
sterilization and imprisonment, upon persons who violated or
oppose reproductive restrictions; d. that PRC official imposed
seyer penalties, including coercive abortion, involuntary
sterilization and imprisonment, in whole or in part for the

pufpose of subduing political opposition to the “one child”

policy.
72. [SCHWARTZ/BEERS.] Deny.

72a. Deny. In fact, much of the reporting and analysis in our.
,posse831on indicates otherw1se - For example, the UNHCR has

that political opinion might be a further ground to which
persecution could be tied...would seem to strain the concept
of persecution on account of political option to an unnatural
and unacceptable degree. Family planning policies have as
their principal aim to promote social welfare and advancement
and economic development. There is no evidence to suggest
that the Government regards or treats those (and there may be
many) who contravene the one-child requirement as political
offenders. Similarly there is on basis on which to impute a
political opinion from decisions on family size. (Memorandum
on “Family Planning and Persecution’”, dated 11 May 1989.)
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Tq be sure, the former INS legal counsel argued withirfTHe

government that opposition to China’s family planning ﬁmy
' e

copstitutes imputed political conduct. However,  this
not have wide support;, nor is it shared by UNHCR, the
international organization with responsibility for refugee

protection. - '

Wel do not discount the possibility that, in specific instances,
athorities might impose coercive practices upon individuals to
pupish them for political opposition. And where that does take
place, applicants mnight well be eligible for asylum. However, -
information in our possessiqn suggests such politically motivated
actions would be the exception and not the rule. [WHICH
DOCUMENTS SCHWARTZ] ‘ '

72b. Deny. The basis of our denial is identical to that of 72a.
To be sure, PRC officials may view those who resist family
planning practices as law violators who should be punished. But
we |have not seen reliable reporting that they view, as a .general
matter, such persons as “political” criminals who might, for
example, be subject to prosecution for subversion, undermining

stéte security, etc. {check these crimes with State).

72q. Admit. Wé noté that these pénalties are not formally
au?horized at the central government level and that evidence of
coercion is anecdotal and incomplete, making a definitive

-Judgment about its extent impossible..

72q. Deny. To be sure, officials have imposed penalties and
such enforcement action may have been designed, in whole or part,.
to)deter other potential “violators”. However, reporting that
NSC staff recalls does not indicate that the goal of such
enﬂorcement was to subdue political efforts to change family
planning practices. More importantly, reporting NSC staff
recalls does not indicate that political opponents of the
‘policies -- e.g., those that may have sought political changes in
famﬁly planning practices -- have been subjected to coercive
famﬁly planning as punishment for those political views or
activities. -

Thi§ is not to say such‘politically motivated abuses can never
occur. If and when they do, they may indeed be grounds for
asylum based on political persecution.

73. 'In the presehce‘of EOIR personnel, participants in the BSWG
engaged in discussions concerning the reliability of reports
evidencing the facts set forth in the previous request.

Deny; NSC staff recall an EOIR presence at only oné meeting of
the|BSWG: a subgroup meeting chaired by Mr. Schwartz on '
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Flslatlon relating to expedited exclus1on Mr. Hurwgrezr—w=zs—=t

F meeting and offered views on the value of using imng y
judges in a statutory regime under consideration. Si ' Iwis

a ﬁeeting on legislation, which went well beyond the spbject of

Ch&nese alien 'smuggling, and dealt with technical issues (such as
the nature of the process the Administration would propose), it
islunlikely that any of the views in this Request were expressed
.durlng the meeting.

NSC staff do not recollect and the staff rosters located and
produced to date do not indicate that any EOIR officials attended
BSWG meetings other than Gerry Hurwitz.
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Definitions: [BEERS] The NSC staff takes issue with @OPY
definitions presented by plaintiffs. :

- First, the definition of “adjudicatory official” implies that any

eﬂployee of EOIR who is directly engaged in adjudications is an -

“%djudicatory official” and according to plaintiffs’: Requests
subject to various policy/procedures regarding contacts with
White House officials. The validity of this statement depends on
the meaning of “engaged in adjudications.” NSC staff understand
tﬂat Gerry Hurwitz engaged in contacts with other EOIR staff and
BIA staff regarding adjudications as part of his assigned ‘duties .
‘as| Counsel to the Administrator of EOIR.. For example, Mr.

Hurw1tz would have addressed policy issues arising out of
adjudlcatlons as well as administrative issues pertaining to
adjudlcatlons, including policy issues involving the expeditious
handllng of alien smuggling cases. To deem Mr. Hurwitz an
“adjudlcatory official,” however, suggests that he was involved
1n(the substantlve review of partlcular cases, including those of
the Golden Venture plaintiffs. This is not consistent with our
understandlng of his duties at the time. ~

. Second, the definition of Border Security Working Group is

1ncorrect The BSWG was not “convened” by the Clinton
Admlnlstratlon after the World Trade Center Bombing. The BSWG
was originally established during the Bush administration and was
reconvened during the Clinton Administration. Furthermore, the
last clause of the definition suggests that all
poﬂlcy/leglslatlve meetings and so-~called “boat meetlngs were
BSWG meetings. This is not the case. :

NSC Staff Responses to particular questions:

6. | According to a policy designed to prevent improper ex parte
communications instituted by Attorney General Reno in March 1993,
any contacts between White House executive officials and DOJ
adedlcatory officials had to come from White House Counsel and
to the Attorney General, Associate Attorney General, or the
Deputy Attorney General; subsequent contacts with other DOJ

off&c1als were to be monitored where approprlate

Deny. = The NSC staff is not aware of pollcy guidance instituted
by Attorney General Reno in March 1993 designed to prevent
1mproper ex parte communications between Whlte House executive
off1c1als and DOJ adjudlcatory officials.

[In| February 19293 the WhitevHouse Counsel’s Office issued
guidance pertaining inter alia to communications with the
Department of Justice. Among other things, this guidance
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prov1ded that no member of the White House staff shoule dlscuss =
pendlng criminal or civil matter with the Department i%j
f may

wrthout first going through the Counsel’s office. . Th¢

communlcate directly with the Department of Justice with respect
tq policy, legislation and budgetary matters.” Further, the
guidance does not specify that contacts outside the parameters of
tQis,guidance would necessarily be improper, as plaintiffs '
qqestion suggests. Rather, the guidance seeks to avoid even the
appearance of White House interference in pending criminal and

cilvil matters.]

9. The BSWG was convened by and functioned under the ausplces of
the National Security Council and the White House.

[BFERS] Deny in part. The BSWG, which ex1sted durlng the Bush
Administration, was reconvened at the request of the staff of the
Natlonal Security Council and with the agreement of the agencies
that constituted its membership (along with staff of the
Executlve Office of the President) during the Clinton

Admlnlstratlon

llT Among the measures formulated by the BSWG were: a.
expeditious administrative adjudications; b. detention; c.

| . .
repatriation.

Demy. First, when linked with Request 10, Request 11 implies
that measures considered by the BSWG were developed after June 6

when in fact all of the measures contained in the Presidential

, Dec151on Directive on Alien Smuggllng (PDD-9) were formulated, .

w1th interagency participation, prior to June 6. This is clearly
reflected in document 22 previously produced to plalntlffs

Document 22 is a draft of PDD-9 under cover of an NSC staff
memorandum to Mr. Lake and Ms. Rasco dated June 4, 1993. The

‘memorandum states that “it-has been cleared by Justice, State,

Defense, Treasury, and CIA.”

1lal. Deny. The BSWG did not formulate measures for expeditious

administrative adjudications. A plan to expedite procedures for
prote551ng entry claims of migrants smuggled into the United

States through criminal syndlcates was formulated by the . _
Department of Justice after interagency agreement -- including
agreement of the Department of Justice -- on this approach as a
general policy matter was reached. The forum in which such

agreement was reached was the BSWG.

11b! Deny. The BSWG did not formulate measures for detention.

" Any  such measures would have been formulated by the Department of

Justice. In the context of the BSWG, all agencies did agree in
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. tue appropriateness of a policy in which the Justice 'pertmeﬂt
: wquld, within available resources, seek to apply the la
detention of illegal entrants to- smuggled aliens enter:@@PY

U.S. with the assistance of criminal syndicates.

‘1lc.  Deny. The BSWG did not formulate measures for
repatriation. Such measures are formulated by the Department of
Justice. The interagency BSWG did reaffirm that non- refugee
mibrants should be repatriated after any claims for refugee
stetus were fairly considered. This reaffirmation of general

U.S. migration pollcy is reflected in PDD 9.

14, A substantlal purpose underlylng the development of the
measures set forth in Request No. 11 was to deter alien
smuggling. '

We|deny Request No. 11 and thus deny this request. A substantial
purpose underlying the development and reaffirmation of policy in
the areas of expeditious administrative adjudications, detention

and repatrlatlon was deterrence. of alien smuggling. :

15 A substantlal purpose underlying the development of the
measures set forth in Request No. 11 was to “send a message” to
allen smugglers and prospective Chinese smuggled aliens that
Chlnese smuggled aliens would be detalned speedily processed and

reﬁatrlated

Deny. First, Request No. 15 is incorrect in that it suggests
that we will not protect migrants from return. In fact, the
Presidential Decision Directive on Alien Smuggling speaks of
repatriation “when appropriate” (page 1). It states that we will
“attempt  to ensure that smuggled aliens detained as a result of
U.S. enforcement actions, whether in the U.S. or abroad, are
fafrly assessed and/or screened by appropriate authorities to
ensure protection of bonafide refugees” (pages 1-2). It states
thﬁt we will encourage other governments to deal with migrants
“in accordance with standards that ensure protectlon of bonafide
refugees and safe treatment for all migrants” (page 3). It
stites that we “will work with the UN High Commissioner for
Refugees (UNHCR) and the International Organization for Migration
(IOM) to develop procedures to ensure that migrants landed
outlside the U.S. are fairly and appropriately treated in
acdordance with standards that ensure protection of bonafide
refugees (page 3). It suggests that credible asylum claimants
in [the United States will be considered for release from
detention (page 3). :

Secpnd Request No. 15 indicates that the policy response
formulated at the BSWG was aimed at Chinese 'smuggled aliens. 1In

fact, while most of the smuggling vessels with which the United
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States was dealing at the time. appear to have come frcm Sy
the policy measures were not made applicable only to {hg
This is apparent in the text of PDD-9 itself, which ag
alien smuggling generally. . .The section addressing “Eflfforts at
the Source,” for example, directs the Department of State to
“approach source nations whose nationals, businesses and/or
inffrastructure provides assistance to alien smuggllng
(Emphasis supplled ) :

W

The message we sought to communicate through our policy response
was that non- refugee migrants would be returned; that those who
dld not have credible asylum claims would not be permitted to
taFe advantage of our procedures by entering the community'and
abscondlng Because we did not wish to detain such smuggled
mlgrants for long periods, we sought expeditious processing which
would both avoid unnecessary delay and ensure fairness. Again,

thls statement is supported by the text of PDD-9.

Flpally, we do not admit that “speedily proce551ng7 aliens was a
purpose underlying the development of measures related to alien
smuggling. “Speedily” implies a lack of attention to
'-con51deratlons of fairness, which was not the intention or the

effect of these measures.

16! The denial of a large proportion of Chinese smuggled aliens’
requests for relief from exclusion and/or deportation was a
neoessary condition'to the policy of deterrence developed by the
BSWG. ' ’

Deuy. First, the policy of deterrenceé includes efforts to
~ investigate and prosecute. the smuggling rings. Successful
efforts in this area will deter the smugglers regardless of

approval rates.

Moreover, we 51mply_do not know what the effect of a high
approval rate would be on flows of smuggled migrants. As
inqicated in No. 15, above, the President’s policy directive
(PDD-9) stressed the importance of maintaining protections for
refugees without any reference to what percentage of claimants
mlght be accepted or denied. Paragraph 3 states: “At the same
tlme, we will also attempt to ensure that smuggled aliens

detalned as a result of U.S. enforcement actions, whether in the

| ~U. s. or abroad, are fairly assessed and/or screened by

approprlate authorities to ensure protection of bona fide
reﬂugees This direction from the President is repeated three
additional times on page 3 of the PDD.

In fact, a high approval rate that continued to reject non-
refugees might still accomplish a critical goal of the policy:

DELI BE RATIVE
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deterring those who do not have credible claims for refogee

T o ___|copy

17. During the course of BSWG meetings at which one ¢r more EOI
representatives were present, participants expressed the
f&llowing views: a. That the PRC’s “one child” policy was a'
major source of false asylum claims; b. that E.O0. 12711 was
c%using a “magnet” effect attracting large numbers of Chinese
smuggled aliens to the United States; c¢. that Chines asylum
appllcant from Fujian Province were, for the most part, not
credible; d. That the “one child” policy was not strictly
enforced in Fujian Province; e. that the majority of claims for
re}ief in the Golden Venture cases were unmeritorious or N
fraudulent; f. that Chines women immigrating into the U.S. were
likely to engage in prostitution; g. that Chines men
immigrating into the U.S. were likely to engage in drug

tréfficking-and/or other criminal activities.

[BgEﬁS/SCHWARTZ] Deny. NSC staff recall an EOIR presence at
on%y one meeting of the BSWG: a subgroup meeting chaired by Mr.
Schwartz on legislation relating to expedited exclusion. Mr.

Hufw1tz was at the meeting and offered views on the value of

,u51ng immigration judges in a statutory reglme under

\ s
consideration. Since this was a meeting on legislation, which

weqt well beyond the subject of Chinese alien smuggling, and
dealt with technical issues (such as the nature of the process

the Administration would propose), it is unlikely that any of the

- vidws in this Request were expressed during the meeting.

NSC staff do not.recollect and the visitor rosters located and
pr&duced to date do not indicate that any EOIR officials attended
BSWG meetings - other than Gerry Hurwitz.

35f. The plan outlined in the Hurwitz memorandum was prepared in
consultation with: f. Eric Schwartz; g. Donsia Strong; h. Rand
Beers. : :

[SCHWARTZ/BEERS] Deny. The blan was not prepared in
con§ultation with Mr. Schwartz, although Mr. Schwartz may have
been aware of the plan’s existence and alluded to 1t in

conversation.

Hurwitz’s memorandum to Phyllis Coven of June 15, 1993,
outlining “EOIR’s plan to adjudicate smuggled alien exclusion
cases in New York, Baltimore, and Arlington” indicates that the
plaﬂ is being presented “Pursuant to.your request,” i.e., at the
req#est of Phyllis Coven. There is no indication in the
memqrandum that Mr. Schwartz or any other NSC staff member has

seen or reviewed it. Indeed, no copy of this memorandum in final
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or in draft was located during NSC staff’s exhaustive searches
for documents relating to this lltlgatlon :

A memorandum from Margaret Phllbln, Assoc1ate Council EQQPO
tﬂe Director, EOIR, to Phyllis Coven, dated September T7T,I993;
further supports this conclusion. It states that “At the request
of| the Department, EOIR formulated a plan to deal with the influx
ofl the detained smuggled aliens.” The memorandum continues, “The
focus of the plan was to expedite those administrative tasks
assoc1ated with the hearing process without interfering in any
way with the quasi- jud1c1al determination of the presiding
1mm1gratlon judges.”

[BAKER/LEARY RECOMMEND DELETE: Moreover, the Executive Office of
the President in general, and Mr. Schwartz in particular, was
sensitive to concerns about fairness in these cases and sensitive
to|the need to avoid involvement in the adjudicatory process.
For example, in September 1993, Schwartz received a copy of a
le?ter from a non-governmental organization suggesting White
"Hoqse involvement in the adjudicatory process. The letter
1dent1f1ed a number of individual cases under adjudication.
Accordlng to records at the NSC, Schwartz asked NSC Legal Adviser
for permission to raise the matter with the Justice Department.
Thﬂs action demonstrates two facts. First, Schwartz’s apparent
1nterest in pursuing the complaint demonstrates that NSC staff

|
was interested in ensuring that smuggled aliens received fair
treatment: If the claimants’ allegations about interference had
any, merit, it would have made no sense for Schwartz -- who did
not| know his request to inquire about this allegation might
become part of the public record -- to raise this matter NSC
counsel Secondly, the request itself demonstrates that on .
matters under ‘adjudication, NSC staff was careful to avoid even

the appearance of 1mpropr1ety ]

36. Copies of the Hurwitz memorandum of June 15, 1993 were
distributed to, among others, . . . Schwartz, Strong, Beers.

[LEARY/SCHWARTZ] Deny. As stated above, extensive searches of
NSleiles have been made in the context of this litigation. No -
coples of the Hurwitz memorandum in final or draft have been
located. NSC staff have no recollection of receiving copies of
the |memorandum. [Check Schwartz deposition.] . As indicated by
the |discovery in this case, Mr. Schwartz as a practice retained
drafts and final copies of documents he received or drafted
pertaining to the Golden Venture.

37. | The Hurwitz memorandum was part of a program originating in
the White House in relation to its policy objectlve of deterring
'Chlnes alien smuggllng :

ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED
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Deny. As PDD-9’clearly.indicates, there were a nypker—eE

apd after June 1993. Some of these initiatives were Ego

by the BSWG and involved officials in the Executive Office of the
President up to and including the President. As noted above,

PDD-9 was intended to address. alien smuggling generally. Some of

' these initiatives would have been discussed, and may have

originated within the interagency process, chaired by either the

NSC, DPC or both. Within this context agencies would have been

requested to offer proposals that they believed would address the

alien smuggling issue. Several meetings were held at which
suggestions were made by various officials and presented to:
responsible agencies for comment. The proposal for expedited -
procedures for cases of aliens smuggled through criminal
syndicates would not have been included without Justice
Department approval. The documentary record indicates that
specific implementation of this idea in the context of Golden
Venture was 1n1t1ated at the Department of Justice. (See
response to 35f.)

41! Schwartz telephoned Hurwitz during the summer of 1993 and
requested that the adjudication of the Golden Venture cases be
completed as expedltlously as possible. :

Deny. Mr. Schwartz has no recollection of such a conversation.

42) During the course of Schwartz’ telephone’call to Hurwitz
during the summer of 1993, Schwartz mentioned that the National
Security Advisor, Anthony Lake, had an interest in the

exﬂeditious adjudication o the Golden Venture cases.

Deny. Mr. Schwartz has no recollection of such a conversation.

45. Schwartz’ telephone call to Hurwitz lent an appearance of
impropriety to the adjudication of the Golden Venture cases.

Deny. Mr. Schwartz has no recollection of such a conversation.
Furthermore,- Hurwitz was -- and was seen as -- a participant in.
policy issues relating to immigration. For example, he had
partlc1pated at a BSWG subgroup meeting, chaired by Schwartz, in
formulation of a legislative proposal on expedited exclusion at
ports of entry. He had also participated at meetings of the
BSWG Discussions on interagency agreed-upon alien smuggling

'pollcy and implementation of that policy -- as opposed to

partlcular adjudications -- were not 1nappropr1ate if such a
conversatlon dld indeed take place

Moreover, the Executive Office of the President in general, and

the NSC'staff in particular, was sensitive to concerns about

ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED
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fairness in these cases. As noted above, PDD-9 reflegts—this
concern at the highest level of government.

[%AKER/LEARI recommend deletion] Mr. Schwartz’s own sensS;!v1ty
to the possible appearance of White House interference 1in pendlng
cases is reflected in an e-mail request Mr. Schwartz sent to the-
NSC Legal Adviser in September 1993, requesting permission to

engage Justice on particular cases to respond to an NGO complaint

that smuggled aliens were not receiving fair treatment ]

46/, Requests originating from the NSC, BSWG and DOJ that EOIR

expedlte its adjudication of the Golden Venture Proceedings in

qutherance of the Clinton Administration’s policy objective of
deterring Chines alien smuggling lent an appearance of .

impropriety to the adjudication of the golden Venture cases.

. [SCHWARTZ/BEERS: We need to pin down whether the interagency

process approved and/or reviewed the Hurwitz plan or not. Or is
the p;oper distinction between the general policy of expedited

_processing versus the specific implementation.] Deny. This

" request reflects a misunderstanding of the interagency

consultation process, which seeks to arrive at consensus
regarding policy options to present to higher-level officials.
Again, the policy determination to expedite processing of
midrants smuggled by criminal syndicates was approved by all
rellevant agencies and the President in PDD-9. As noted above,
the policy objective was to deter alien smuggling generally and
nog just Chinese alien smuggling. In addition, as also noted
abowe, PDD-9 was predlcated on the principle that whatever steps
werF taken to deter alien smuggling, including expedited- }
processing, would be taken consistent with the fair assessment of
migrants and protection. of bona fide refugees. Such a policy 1s

not| improper; nor does it create the appearance of 1mpropr1ety

Specific implementation of thiS'policy in the Golden Venture
context, as suggested in the Hurwitz memorandum, was not improper

D
in any event.

52.| Communications between the White House and EOIR concerning
Chinese alien smuggling were not viewed as “sensitive” in

relatlon -to the Attorney General’s pollcy to prevent improper ex

. parte contacts

Deny. The term “sensitive” is vague It is not clear what
plaintlffs are requesting we admit. We are not aware of the

'Attorney General’s March 1993 pollcy A

'As noted above, the White House instituted a policy in February

1993, regarding contacts between White House staff and the
Department'of Justice. The policy distinguishes between contacts

ATTORNEY CLIENT PRIVILEGED . ' | ' :
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|

wrth the Justice Department regarding the adjudicatior—ef Shgodng
cases and contacts involving policy, legislative and Hu
issues. While the specific terms of this policy have. “{

the White House contlnues to adhere to this general P llcy

5%.' Communications between‘the White House and EOIR concerning
Chinese alien smuggling were not monitored by the Attorney
General, the Associate Attorney General, or the Deputy Attorney

General.

[Question is unclear. Justice should take the lead in responding
to, this request with NSC staff review of response.]

54, The term “smuggled aliens,” as it was used within the BSWG
and DOJ, referred primarily or exclusively to Chinese aliens
making or attempting to make illegal entry into the United States
through the assistance of organlzed crime syndicates and alien
smuggllng ships. :

Deny. To be sure, when officials were discussing incidents of
al%en smuggling. involving Chinese nationals, “smuggled aliens”
would refer to Chinese. However, the policy response that was
afrlrmed in PDD-9 applies to alien smuggllng, and smuggled

migrants, generally.

SSL Senlor executive off1c1al ‘viewed the arrival of the Golden
Venture as an exemplar of the problem of alien smuggling.

Deny in part. Admit in part. This question is vague. If, by
“exemplar of the problem of alien smuggling”, the Request means
an |example of a boat migration case involving alien smuggling,
then we admit the request. 1If, however, the Request is 'intended
to |imply that senior officials intended to make an example of the
Golden Venture, the request is denied.

56.] Clinton’s legislative initiative relating to_expedited

-exclusion procedures included proposals to restrict the due

pr&cess rights and access to judicial review of aliens in

exclusion proceedings.

[DOJ - should respond.]

' 57.| Senior Clinton Administration officials viewed the Golden

Venture cases as a pilot project or test case for its leglslative
initiative relating to expedited exclusion procedures.

[BEFRS] [Did Beers use “test case” in backgrouhder?]‘ Deny.
First, the decision to conduct expeditious administrative

proceedings under current law was agreed upon interagency prior

ATTPRNEY-CLIENT,PRIVILEGED
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' to the Golden Venture’s arrival on June 6 (although issuancs af

PQD 9 came later). This is indicated in the internal |N
memoranda cited above conveying a draft of PDD-9 to sqmfio
policymakers prior to the Golden Venture incident. THe goal was
to set up a general administrative procedure that would apply,
wﬂere resources permitted, to cases of aliens smuggled through
criminal syndicates. - In fact, it is far from clear that the
results of expeditious administrative processing would give us
aﬂy indication of the impact of enactment of the Administration’s
législative proposal .on expedited exclusion. This is because the

legal regimes of the two systems would be quite different.

67. In response to'thevarrival of the Golden'Venture, BSWG
dlrected DOJ to formulate a policy position concerning Executive
Order 12711 and the BIA’s decision in Matter of Chang

Depy. Flrst, it reflects a misunderstanding of Cabinet

Government and the interagency process of decision-making. The
BSWG did not have the authority to “order” the Department of
Justice to formulate a policy position concerning Executive Order
12711 and the BIA’s dec151on in Matter of Chang. The interagency
group -- with DOJ approval -- agreed that Justice would review
“Executive Order 12711, the -interim rule published January 29,
1990 the proposed Final Rule, administrative decisions of the
Board of Immigration Appeals and INS field directives pertalnlng
to‘ellglblllty for asylum based on coercive family planning

practices.” (See PDD-9, page 4) Moreover, it is clear that this

- decision was not made in response to the arrival of the Golden

Veﬁture. In fact, it was discussed prior to the Golden Venture’s
arrival and, in fact, appears in the June 4, 1993 NSC memorandum
prior to the June 6 arrival of the Golden Venture.

" 68.] BSWG’s direction to DOJ to formulate a pollcy pos1tlon

concerning E.O. 12711 and the BIA’s decision in Matter of Chang
was subsumed under the Attorney General’s resolution of the
certified appeals in Matter of Chu/Matter of Tzun.

[Justlce.] Deny.v With respect to the assertion that the BSWG
directed the Department of Justice to formulate a policy position
conEerning E.0. 12711 and Matter of Chang, NSC staff note that
the)President directed the Justice Department in PDD-9 (at p. 4)
to Freview and make recommendations concerning Executive Order
12791, the interim rule published January 29, 1990, the proposed
Flnal Rule, administrative decisions of the Board of Immigration
Appeals and INS field directives pertaining to ellglblllty for

asy%um based on coercive family planning practices.” This

'dlrectlon followed interagency consensus that such direction

should occur.
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72. Respondents were in possession of reliable reporys

vﬂolation of the PRC’s “one child” policy constitutes

the “one child” policy as political criminals; c¢. that, in
ertherance of the “one child” policy, PRC official imposed
severe penalties, including coercive abortion, involuntary

stErilizatidn and imprisonment, upon persons who violated or

oppose reproductive restrictions; d. that PRC official imposed
|

. sever penalties, including coercive abortion, involuntary

sterilization and imprisonment, in whole or in part for the
purpose of subduing political opposition to the “one child”
policy. :

72. [SCHWARTZ/BEERS.] Deny.

72a.. Deny. In fact, much bf the'teporting and analysis in our
posse551on indicates otherwise. - For example, the UNHCR has
stated that the suggestion -- ‘ '

that political opinion_might be a further ground to which
persecution could be tied...would seem to strain the concept
of persecution on account of political option. to an unnatural
and unacceptable degree. Family planning policies have as
their principal aim to promote social welfare and advancement
and economic development. There is no evidence to suggest
that the Government regards or treats those (and there may be
many) who contravene the one-child requirement as political
offenders. Similarly there is on basis on which to impute a
political opinion from decisions on family size. (Memorandum -
on “Family Planning and Persecution”, dated 11 May 1989.)

To pe sure, the former INS legal counsel argued within the
govgrnmént that opposition to China’s family planning practices
constitutés imputed political conduct. However, this view does
ndtkhave wide support, nor is it shared by UNHCR, the
international organization with responsibility for refugee
protection.

We do not discount the possibility that, in specific instances,
authorities might impose coercive practices upon individuals to
puntsh them for political opposition. And where that does take
place, - applicants might well be ‘eligible for asylum. However,
1nformatlon in our possession suggests such politically motlvated
actlons would be the exception and not the rule. [WHICH

DOCUMENTS SCHWARTZ |

72b. " Deny. The basis of our denial is identical to that of 72a.
To be sure, PRC officials may view those who resist family

planning practices as law violators who should be punished. But

ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED
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we have not seen reliable reporting that they view, a
matter, such persons as “political” criminals who mighig;

example, be subject to prosecution for subversion, un E\OBY
state security, etc. (check these crimes with State)
72c.  Admit. We note that these penaltles are not formally
agthorlzed at the central government level and that evidence of
coercion is anecdotal and incomplete, making a definitive

judgment about its extent impossible.

72d. Deny. To be sure, officials have imposed penalties and
su%h enforcement action may have been designed, in whole or part,
‘to| deter other potential “violators”:. -However, reporting that
NSC staff recalls does not indicate that the goal of such
enForcement was to subdue political efforts to change family
planning practices. More importantly, reporting NSC staff
recalls does not indicate that political opponents of the
pollc1es -- e.g., those that may have sought political changes in
family planning practices —- have been subjected to coercive

family planning as punlshment for those polltlcal views or
act1v1t1es

Th%s is not to say such politically motivated abuses can never
occur. If and when they do, they may indeed be grounds for.
asylum based on pOlltlcal persecutlon

73. In the presence of EOIR personnel, participants in the BSWG
engaged in discussions concerning the reliability of reports

evfdencing the facts set forth in the previous request.

[BEERS] Deny. NSC staff recall an EOIR presence at only one

‘meeﬁlng of the BSWG: a subgroup meeting chaired by Mr. Schwartz

on leglslatlon relatlng to expedlted exclu51on Mr. Hurwitz .was
at Fhe meeting and offered views on the value of using
immigration judges in a statutory regime under consideration.
Since this was a meeting on legislation, which went well beyond
the‘subject of Chinese alien smuggling, and dealt with technical.
issues (such as the nature of the process the Administration’

would propose), it is unlikely that any of the views in this

‘Request were expressed during the meeting.

NSC|staff do not recollect and the visitor rosters located and

produced to date do not indicate that any EOIR officials attended
BSWG meetlngs other than Gerry Hurwitz.

DELIBERATIVE
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DATE-TIME 08 January 97 09:40 '
'FROM Leary, William H.:
CLASSIFICATION  UNCLASSIFIED
SUBJECT RE: Draft Lake Qs [UNCLASSIFIED]
TO Baker, James E.

- NO CC's on THIS MESSAGE

Jamie,

Now that T have discovered this mfty editing feature -- finally -- here are-
a few more suggested edits.

[[LAKE.DOC : 2318 inLAKE.DOC]] .

From: Baker, James E.

To: Beers, Rand R; Danvers, W1111am C.; Kreczko, Alan I; Leary, William H.;
Sparks, John E.

CC: /R, Record at Al

Subject: Draft Lake Qs [UNCLASSIFIED]

Date: Tuesday, January 07, 1997 08:00 PM

<<Attached File: LAKEPDS.DOC>>

~ DELIBERATIVE/DRAFT

Folks:

Could you please review the attached draft answers to various SSCI questions
as soon as possible Wednesday morning before I put them into wider
circulation. Some questions are old, but the responses to SSCI questions 13
(qualifications for the job) and 41 (what is congressional oversight) are

new and are obviously of particular importance. [To reach SSCI page down
past the PDS ] Thank you.

8 January 97 9:37

LAKEDOC
DRAFT DELIBERATIVE

g:lakepds 1/7/96 ’

DRAFT DELIBERATIVE S |
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32, Please list any lawsuits you have brought as a plaintiff or
which were brought against you as a defendant or third party.

. Include in this response any contested dlvorce proceedings or

other
domestic relatrons matters

Plaintiff in a civil suit over a wiretap placed on home
telephone in 1970-71. This suit was brought in 1973 and was
settled in 1991. See, Lake, et al. v. Ehrhchman etal, 723 -
F.Supp. 833 (D D.C.1989). - .

As the Assistant to the President for National Security

Affairs ("National Security Adviser") I have been sued in both
my professional, and in one instance personal, capacity. [ am
aware of the following such suits.

Helen Frost, et al. v. William Perry, Secretary of the United
States Department of Defense, et al. (CV-S-94- 714-PMP). Citizen
suit against __named U.S. Government defendants (including the
National Security Adviser) and __ unnamed defendants under the

‘Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. Plaintiffs alleged

violations of RCRA in the storage, treatment, and disposal of
hazardous waste at a classified Air Force operating location

near Groom Lake, Nevada. U.S. Government motion for Summary
Judgment granted, March 6, 1996. See, Frost, et al. v. Perry,

et al.. 919 F.Supp. 1459 (D. Nev 1996) Varlous ‘matters are
pending on appeal

Leasure v. Lake. Eastern District of Arkansas. Pro Se.

- Complaint filed April 24, 1995. Decided in favor of the United

States August 1995. Decision upheld on appeal November 6, 1995.

[DOJ to furnish details by COB Monday.]

Henderson v. Christopher, et. al. [DOJ to furriish details by
COB Monday. George Phillips 514-5713]

Harbury v. Deutch et al. (C.A. No. 96-0438 (D.D. C)) Suit

‘against 25 named as well as unnamed individuals in their

official and individual capa01t1es seeking declaratory and
injunctive relief and damages in connection with the death of
Efrain Bamaca-Velasquez, a guerrilla leader in Guatemala. The

" U.S. Government's motion to dismiss, for failure to state a-

claim for which relief can be granted, is pending.

33. Please list and desc_ribe any administrative agency proceeding

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY
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which you have been involved as a party.

|COPY

35. Have you or your spouse ever been investigated by any federal,
state, military or local law enforcement agency? If so; please
identify each instance and supply details, including: date;

place; ‘ :

law enforcemerit agency; and court.

None.

(a) Telephone wiretapped by FBI in 1970-1971. See, Lake, et al.
v. Ehrlichman, et al., 723 F.Supp. 833 (D.D.C. 1989).

(b) Background inveétigations for various government posts.

(c) I am the subject of a current Justice Department
investigation :

. regarding 18 U.S.C. 208. In 1993 I waé advised to sell certain

energy stock to avoid any possible conflicts of interest with
my duties as the Assistant to the President for National
Security Affairs. I thought this had been accomplished at that
time; I requested that it be sold in a note to my secretary.
When made aware that the stock had, in fact, not been sold, I
immediately sold the stock. ’

Nonetheless, because the law requires referral to Justice of
information raising a question of compliance with the conflict
of interest statute, former White House Counsel Ab Mikva
referred the matter to the Department of Justice. In doing so,

' 'he made clear that he had no reason to believe my failure to
divest had been intentional or motivated by personal gain.

38. Please list any complaint ever made against you or by any
administrative agency, professional association or organization,
or

federal, state or local ethics agency, committee, or official.
None.

41. Have you ever had any association with any person, group or

“business venture that could be used, even unfairly, to impugn or

attack your character and qualifications for a government
position? ' o '

As the Assistant to the President for Nationai Security
Affairs, and a public figure, I have been the subject of public

_commentary and criticism regarding U.S. foreign policy as well

as the persons the President or I have met with.

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY
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13. Qualifications (Describe why you believe you are qualified
to : : '
serve in the position for which you have been nominated.)

3

I believe; as Virtually all of my predecessors do,'
that the most important qualification foraDCl is a -
relationship of trust and confidence with the President. Such

" trust and confidence permits the DCI to report the unvarnished

facts no matter how unpleasant or.inconsistent with policy
options. This same trust and confidence, in turn, has led
Presidents to accept the urivarnished facts and respond to them
in the nation's interest. I think it is fair to say I have .
developed a close and confident rapport with the President. I
have served as an honest broker to the President's policymaking
process, fairly and clearly presenting policy views,
recommendations and dissents to the President, whether or not
they are consistent with my own policy views. If confirmed as
DCI, I would do the same with intelligence: ensuring that the
President gets the facts, whether or not they are consistent
with policy or intelligence assumptions. That is the DCI S
responsibility and I would perform it.

A strong relatiohship‘ between the Director and Deputy Director

. is also, in my view, essential to ensuring sustained

management, accountability, and continuity of leadership within
the Community, particularly at the CIA. This is the sort of
relationship I have with Mr. Tenet with whom I have worked as a
supervisor and colleague the past four years. '

My experience in the government has prepared me for the
position of DCI in other ways as well. First, I understand what
intelligence is needed and used by the President and his senior
policymakers and what intelligence is not. During a time of
fiscal constraint, and more importantly, as we plan our

- priorities for the next century, this knowledge is critical.

Second, I understand what the intelligence community can do,
should be able to do, and what it cannot do, particularly in

areas of present focus like nonproliferation, counterterrorism,

and counterintelligence. Although I may not yet know the -

- answers to many of the dilemmas DCI's face, I have a leg- up ¢ on

asking the right questions.

CLINTON LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY
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My background will, I beheve also contnbute in other ways
to the intelligence mission. My academic experience, should

enhance the community's tradition of COPY
rigorous-and independent analysis. My experience in Vietnam
gives me an appreciation for the pressures and risks faced in

~ the field. Suchan appreciation better equips me to address
matters of personnel reform, and more generally, the concerns of.

-+ the men and women who serve.

Finally, I have a genume enthusiasm for the intelligence
community and its mission. I asked to be considered for this
position. If confirmed, I am confident those around me will
share my enthusiasm.

36. Have you ever been d1sc1p11ned or cited for a breach of
ethics

for unprofess1ona1 conduct by, or been the subject of a complaint
to,

any court, administrative agency, professional association, -
disciplinary comm1ttee or other professional group‘7 If so,
provide :

. details.

No.

" 37. Have you ever been mvestlgated held, arrested, or charged by
?elgeral state or other law enforcement authority for v1olatlon
'erry federal, state county, or municipal law, regulation, or
ordinance, other than a minor traffic offense, or named either as

‘ ?lefendant or otherwise in any. indictment or mformatron relating
s?lch violation? If so, provide details.. |

I am the subject of a current Justice Department investigation
‘regarding 18 U.S. C. 208. In 1993 I was advised to sell certain
energy stock to avoid any possible conflicts of interest with -

. my duties as the Assistant to the President for National
Security Affairs. I thought this had been accomplished at that
time; I had requested that it be sold in a note to my secretary.
When made aware that the stock had, in fact, not been sold, I
immediately sold the stock.

Nonetheless, because the law requires referral to Justice of
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information raising a question of compliance with the conflict
of interest statute, former White House Counsel Ab Mikva

referred the matter to the Department of Justice. In doing so, COPY
he made clear that he had no reason to believe my failure to
divest had been intentional or motivated by personal gain.

40. Have you been interviewed or asked to supply any information -
asa

witness or otherwise in connection Wlth any congressional
investigation, federal or state agency proceeding, grand jury
investigation, or criminal or civil htlgatlon in the pastten

years? _

If so, provide details.

Yes. As the Assistant to the President for National Security
Affairs I have often been asked to brief Members of Congress on

~ avariety of subjects.

In 19961 provided briefings to the Chairman and Vice Chairman
of this Committee as well as to the Chairman and Ranking Member
of the Select House Subcommittee regarding Iranian arms
shipments to Bosnia. :

As the Assistant to the President for National Security

Affairs, I have also provided declarations in the context of

civil litigation over whether the National Security Council is

an "agency" for the purposes of the Freedom of Information Act
and Federal Records Act (addressing the nature and work of the
National Security Council and NSC staff) and litigation-
regarding the status of Chinese aliens smuggled to U.S. shores
aboard the Golden Venture (addressing the importance of -
preserving the President's deliberative process for making
foreign policy decisions and asserting certain privileges over
docurnents identified during discovery).

As noted above, I am the subject of a current Justice .
Department investigation regarding 18 U.S.C. 208.

41. Describe in your own words the concept of congressional |
oversight of U.S. intelligence activities, in partlcular
characterize

what you believe to be the obligations of the D1rector of Central
Intelligence, the Deputy Director of Central Intelhgence and
the -

Intelligence Commlttees of the Congress respectlvely in this
process.
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activities are consistent with American values and norms while
at the same time satisfying our national security requirements.
The Congress does not undertake this task alone; the past _
twenty years has seen the development of multiple mechanisms in
the executive and legislative branches tailored to address the

specific risks and security needs of intelligence activities

undertaken by a democratic society. William Colby described the -
process of "brlnglng the intelligence community under the
Constitution" as a "revolution." It was the right thing to do

and Congress deserves much of the credit for doing so. -

I am familiar with and committed to the statutory framework

for Congressional oversight of intelligence activities that has
evolved. Congressional oversight, however, should not ,
ultimately be defined solely by what is legally requlred (or by
debates over just where that line rests). _

There is no magic formula (or statutory formula) to ensure
successful congressmnal consultation and oversight. It

requires hard work by the DCI, the DDCI and by the intelligence
committees to make sure we understand what each party expects of
the other. With this in mind, the first question I will ask

myself in my role as DCI, is not "is it legally required?" but
"should the Intelligence Committees know this." In turn, the

Committees should continue to ensure that the Congress respects

the nature of the information shared.

A final thought. With the DCI, the Committees share a ~
responsibility for articulating to the Congress and the American
public the mission of the intelligence community. This is a
particularly important component to oversight at a time when -
some segments of society are unsure of the need for an
intelligence community and skeptical of its commitment to the
rule of law. Working with you, I think I can help address these
points. To do so successfully, however, the DCI and the
Committees will need to continue with a tradition of |
dispassionate, objective and bipartisan oversight. -

POC: Leonard Smith, tel 703-48'2-8824; Fax 703-482-4476
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