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ADDENDUM TO POOL REPCRT
Marlin amplifies on thyroid therapy
Thursday, May 9, 1991

In a discussion not heard by your pooler, but reviewed later on
tape, Marlin said in the East Room that the radiocactive iodine
therapy described by the physicians would disable or destroy
Bush's thyroid, as it did for Mrs. Bush, not just reduce its
output of hormone.

"The amount they did this morning will do that. They will destroy
the gland and replace it artificially with a pill a day." He
said that would take about a month (although docs said they would
wait for two).

Frank Murray, The Washington Times
(who's going to go buy a new tie himself for blowing this)
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POOL REPORT, BUSH AND PEREZ DE CUELLAR

The President did not take any questions. Perez de Cuellar
was asked if he wanted all American troops to leave Iraq and
said, "That is the wish of our American friends and the wish of
our United Nations. We have to be patient."

Asked if he would like to have a United Nations police force
in Iraqg, Perez de Cuellar said he and Bush would be discussing
that issue in their meeting today. But he added, "Today I have
received a very clear rejection from the Iragi Government. They
do not want a United Nations police force."

Perez de Cuellar said his envoy to Iraq, Marrack Goulding,
who has rank of Under Secretary General, reported back to him
this morning that he had received that message from the Iraqi
Ministry of Foreign Affairs.

A United Nations press officer said Goulding had gone there
primarily to explore the idea of a civilian police force with the
Iragis and had offered them a variety of proposals for doing
that. The Iraqis rejected them.

Andrew Rosenthal
New York Times

MO\Li 4, 19q}|




Pool Report, Bush and Hispanic Alliance For Free Trade

FASHION BULLETIN: President Moves into 1990s in Neckwear.

Bush appeared in the Indian Treaty Room wearing a snappy
magenta and cornflower blue NON-REP tie with a floral print. Your
international panel of judges gave it a 6.5 with a dedree of
difficulty of 2. The crowd roared.

Nothing to report apart from what's in the transcript. The
group was being briefed by Nick Callio and Carla Hills when we
got there. Bush spoke for a few minutes, got a big hand for his
thyroid gland and then left.

Andrew Rosenthal
New York Times

MAY 4,199




POCL REPORT BUSH AND SELECT SENATORS

Pinstripes all around the Cabinet room conference table. Bush
lectured Goler on not asking questions during photo ops and then
said something that the assembled SEnators laughed uproariously
at. Your pool could not make it out. Perhaps the transecript will
have 1it?7?

Andrew Rosenthal
NY Times

M&L\ <, 1G94
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Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
(George Bush Library)

Document No.
and Type

Subject/Title of Document

Date Restriction

01. Note

From Douglas P. Mulholland to Secretary Baker (1 pp.)

05/01/91 (b)Y 1)

Collection:

Bush Presidential Records
Office of the President
Daily Files

Record Group:
Office:

Series:
Subseries:
WHORM Cat.:

File Location: Thursday, May 9, 1991 [2]

Date Closed: 10/18/2012

OA/ID Number: 90597-004

FOIA/SYS Case #:
Re-review Case #:
P-2/P-5 Review Case #:

2009-0166-S

Appeal Case #:
Appeal Disposition:
Disposition Date:

AR Case #:
AR Disposition:
AR Disposition Date:

MR Case #:
MR Disposition:
MR Disposition Date:

Presidential Records Act - [44 U.5.C. 2204(a)]

P-1 National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA|

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

P-3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA]

P-4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financizl information [(a){4) of the PRA]

P-5-Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA]

P-6 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,

L PRM. Remaved_ns a personal record misfile

RESTRICTION CODES

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

(b)(1) National security classified information [(b)(1) of the FOIA]
(h)(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 informafion compiled 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
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Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
(George Bush Library)

Document No.
and Type

Subject/Title of Document

Date Restriction

03a. Coversheet

Agency Coversheet (Eyes Only) (1 pp.)

04/30/91 (b)(1)

Collection:

Bush Presidential Records
Office of the President
Daily Files

Record Group:
Office:

Series:
Subseries:
WHORM Cat.:

File Location: Thursday, May 9, 1991 [2]

Date Closed: 10/18/2012

OA/ID Number: 90597-004

FOIA/SYS Case #:;
Re-review Case #:
P-2/P-5 Review Case #;

2009-0166-8

Appeal Case #:
Appeal Disposition:
Disposition Date:

AR Case #:
AR Disposition:.
AR Disposition Date:

MR Case #:
MR Disposition:

MR Disposition Date:

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

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

P-2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(2)(2) of the PRA]

P-3 Release would violate a Federal statute [{a)(3) of the PRA|

P-4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA]

P-5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA]

P-6 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,

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 diselose 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] )
(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

[ PRM.. Removed_as a personal record misfile.




Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
(George Bush Library)

Document No, Subject/Title of Document Restriction
and Type

03b. Coversheet | Report Coversheet (1 pp.) d. YD)

Collection:

Record Group:  Bush Presidential Records
Office: Office of the President
Series: Daily Files

Subseries:

WHORM Cat.:

File Location: Thursday, May 9, 1991 [2]

Date Closed: 10/18/2012 OA/TD Number: 90597-004
FOIA/SYS Case #: 2009-0166-S Appeal Case #:

Re-review Case #: Appeal Disposition:

P-2/P-5 Review Case #: Disposition Date:

AR Case #: MR Case #:

AR Disposition: MR Disposition:

AR Disposition Date: MR Disposition Date:

RESTRICTION CODES
Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)] Freedom of Information Act - [5 U.S.C, 552(b)]

P-1 National Security Classified Information [(a)}(1) of the PRA] (b)(1) National security classified information [(b)(1) of the FOIA]
P-2 Relating to'the appointment to Federal office [(a)}(2) of the PRA] (b)(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules'and practices of an
P-3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA] agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]
P-4 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
P-5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President fnformation [(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
P-6 Release would constitute 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
purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA]
C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed of (b)(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
gift. financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA]
{b)(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information

LPRM. Removed as a personal record misfile




Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
(George Bush Library)

Document No.
and Type

Subject/Title of Document

Date Restriction

03c. Report To Distribution List (3 pp.)

04/30/91 (o)1)

Collection:

Bush Presidential Records
Office of the President
Daily Files

Record Group:
Office:

Series:
Subseries:
WHORM Cat.:

File Location: Thursday, May 9, 1991 [2]

Date Closed: 10/18/2012

OA/ID Number: 90597-004

FOIA/SYS Case #:
Re-review Case #:
P-2/P-5 Review Case #:

2009-0166-S

Appeal Case #:
Appeal Disposition:
Disposition Date:

AR Case #:
AR Disposition:
AR Disposition Date;

MR Case #:
MR Disposition:

MR Disposition Date:

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

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

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

P-3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA]

P-4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [{a)(4) of the PRA]

P-5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
-and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA]

P-6 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.

RESTRICTION CODES

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

(b)(1) Nafional 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]

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

(b)(7) Release would disclose information compiled 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 geclogical or geophysical information

LERM. Removed asa personal record misfile




Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
(George Bush Library)

Document No, Subject/Title of Document Date. Restriction Class,
and Type

04. Cable Cable Number: 0121122 May 91 (2 pp.) 05/01/91 (Y1) TS

Collection:

Record Group:  Bush Presidential Records
Office: Office of the President
Series: Daily Files

Subseries:

WHORM Cat.:

File Location: Thursday, May 9, 1991 [2]

Date Closed: 10/18/2012 OA/D Number; 90597-004
FOIA/SYS:Case #: 2009-0166-S Appeal Case #:

Re-review Case #: Appeal Disposition:

P-2/P-5 Review Case #: Disposition Date:

AR Case #: MR Case #:

AR Disposition: MR Disposition:

AR Disposition Date: MR Disposition Date:

RESTRICTION CODES
Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)] Freedom of Information Act - [S U.S.C. 552(b}]

P-1 National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA] (b)(1) National security classified information [(b)(1) of the FOIA]
P-2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA| (b)(2) Release would disclose internal persounel rules and practices of an
P-3.Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA] agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]
P-4 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 finanecial
P-5'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) Reléase would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
P-6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy [(b)(6) of the FOIA]
personal privacy [(2)(6) of the' PRA] (b)(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
purposes [(b)(7) of the FOIA]
C. Closed in aceordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed of (b)(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
gift, financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA]
(b)(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information

L PRM. Removed asa personal record misfile.




Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
(George Bush Library)

Document No.
and Type

Subject/Title of Document

Restriction Class.

05a. Coversheet | Agency Coversheet (1 pp.)

(b)1) Ts

Collection:

Bush Presidential Records
Office of the President
Daily Files

Record Group:
Office:

Series:
Subseries:
WHORM Cat.:

File Location: Thursday, May 9, 1991 [2]

Date Closed: 10/18/2012

OA/ID Number: 90597-004

FOIA/SYS Case #:
Re-review Case #:
P-2/P-5 Review Case #:

2009-0166-8

Appeal Case #:
Appeal Disposition:
Disposition Date:

AR Case #:
AR Disposition:
AR Disposition Date:

MR Case #:
MR Disposition:
MR Disposition Date:

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

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

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

P-3 Release would violate a Federal statite [(a)(3) of the PRA]

P-4 Release would-disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA]

P-5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA]

P-6 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.

LPRM. Remaoved asa personal record misfile

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]

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

(1)(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information




Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
(George Bush Library)

Document No.
and Type

Subject/Title of Document

Date Restriction

05b. Memo

From Douglas F. Mulholland to The Secretary (2 pp.)

05/02/91 (b)(1)

Collection:

Bush Presidential Records
Office of the President
Daily Files

Record Group:
Office:

Series:
Subseries:
WHORM Cat.:

File Location: Thursday, May 9, 1991 [2]

Date Closed: 10/18/2012

OA/ID Number: 90597-004

FOIA/SYS Case #:
Re-review Case #:
P-2/P-5 Review Case #:

2009-0166-S

Appeal Case #:
Appeal Disposition:
Disposition Date:

AR Case #:
AR Disposition:
AR Disposition Date:

MR Case #:
MR Disposition:
MR Disposition Date:

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

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

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

P-3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA]

P-4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA]

P-3 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisars [a){5) of the PRA]

P-6 Release weuld 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.

L. PRM. Removed as a personal record.misfile.

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]

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

{b)(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysieal information




Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
(George Bush Library)

Document No.
and Type

Subject/Title of Document

Date Restriction

06a. Memo Agency Report (4 pp.)

03/15/91 (b)(1)

Collection:

Bush Presidential Records
Office of the President
Daily Files

Record Group:
Office:

Series:
Subseries:
WHORM Cat.;

File Location: Thursday, May 9, 1991 [2]

Date Closed: 10/18/2012

OA/D Number: 90597-004

FOIA/SYS Case #:
Re-review Case #:
P-2/P-5 Review Case #:

2009-0166-S

Appeal Case #:
Appeal Disposition:
Disposition Date:

AR Case #:
AR Disposition:
AR Disposition Date:

MR Case #:
MR Disposition:
MR Disposition Date:

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

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

P-2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a}(2) of the PRA]

P-3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA]

P-4 Retease would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA]

P-5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or betiveen such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA]

P-6 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.

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) Reléase 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]

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

(b)(%) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information

| PRM. Removed a¢ a personal record misfile.




Countries Which Want a New Secretary General

Argentina
Australia (strongly)

Austria - )
Belgium .
Brazil (Africa's turn) . '

Canada (strongly) . ‘,/,
Cote d'Ivoire (whether it's Africa‘'s turn or not)

. DPenmark :

. Egypt .
10, Finland
1l. Germany
12. Indonesia

W oUW

13. Israel
14, Italy
15, Japan

16\ Mexico
R 17. Netherlands ,
' 18. Norway (strongly, and whether or not it's PM Brundtland)
19. Spain '
20. Sweden
21. Switzerland
22, United Kingdom (strongly)

Countries Which Want PDC To Stay

1. China (don't want to offend Africans)
2. France (somewhat unclear exactly what French position is)
3. USSR (don't want to offend Africans)

Countries Whose Positions We Do Not Know

All the rest, except for the Africans, who want an African,

BUSH LIBRARY PHOTOCOPY - GEORGE BUSH HANDWRITING




Withdrawal/Redaction Sheet
(George Bush Library)

Document No.
and Type

Subject/Title of Document

Restriction

06¢. Point List View points (1 pp.)

(b)(1)

Collection:

Bush Presidential Records
Office of the President
Daily Files

Record Group:
Office:

Series:
Subseries:
WHORM Cat.:

File Location: Thursday, May 9, 1991 [2]

Date Closed: 10/18/2012

OA/ID Number: 90597-004

FOIA/SYS Case #:
Re-review Case #;
P-2/P-5 Review Case #:

2009-0166-S

Appeal Case #:
Appeal Disposition:
Disposition Date:

AR Case #:
AR Disposition:
AR Disposition Date:

MR Case #:
MR Disposition:
MR Disposition Date:

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

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

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

P-3 Release would:violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA]

P-4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA]

'P-5 Release. would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or hetween such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA]

P-6 Release would constitute 2 clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA]

C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed of
gift.

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]

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

(1)(9) Release would disclose geological ot geophysical information

LPRM. Removed as a personal record misfile.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 9, 1991

Dear Mr. Kennedy:

T read with distress your comments reported in the
attached clip from our News Summary.

I can categorically assure you that I never was in
Paris as claimed by the rumormongers. I can also
categorically assure you that I have no information
direct or indirect of any contact with Iranians
relating to this hostage question.

I am disappointed that you would feel I might have
been a participant in a scheme to keep any American
held hostage. I emphatically deny any such
complicity.

one of the sad things about public life is you have
to suffer attacks on your character, on your honor.

I can readily understand your concern when
allegations are made like those made by Mr. Sick.

A proposition so fundamentally immoral would
certainly concern anyone. Please accept my word
that I know nothing about anyone else's involvement
in such an insidious plot, and I know for a fact
that I had no contact such as those being alleged
by Mr. Sick.

I wish you all the best and I hope this has laid to
rest some of your understandable concerns.

Sincerely,

%_/ZWL

Mr. Moorhead Kennedy

The American Forum for Global Education
Moorhead Kennedy Institute

Suite 1200

45 John Street .
New York, NY 10038 -




]

N

M Kenmcly . | " L : . -
Dear Moerhwad, -~ ° éﬁ&%@ " Vo

I read with'distress your comm ﬁfs/:;ported in the attached clip
from our News Summary. ! : R P B

I can categ assure you that I never was in Paris as claimed
" by the:rumo gers. I canflcategoricly assure:ydu- that-I have no
information dlrect or 1nd1rect of any contact w1th IranlanSf&
'ml' LW s - “n-‘ " ‘:':."» e 2
.. I am dlsapp01nted that you would feel I m1ght>have been: a* - gﬂ&%'
,,partlclpant in. a scheme to keep any American’ held: ostagefﬁI § ' .
__‘_gﬂnmsly deny any such complicity. T . 3 & ’
. one of the sad things about public 11fe is: you have to" .é -
_attacks on your character, on your honor. T 3

I can readily understand your concern when allegatio s are made

- like those made by Mr. Sick. A prop051t10n S0 fundam'n ally

immoral would certalnly\_concern anyoneginvoixed,~but-please

. .accept my- word that I kno ing at—atd about anyo*s else's
inveolvement in such an i @ ot, and I know for ‘fact eertzin- || -
that I had no contact su ose being alledgediby Mr. Sick.
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like those made by Mr. Sick. A proposition so fundamentally
immoral would certainly._concern anyone involved, but please
accept my word that I knng at all about anyone else's

involvement in such an i
that I had no contact such=s

I wish you all the best and I hope this has laid to rest some of
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George Bush
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EX-IRANIAN HOSTAGE SAYS BUSH DENIAL OF DEAL DOESN'T CONVINCE HIM

FORT LAUDERDALE -- One former Iranian hostage said Wednesday
that President Bush's "very limp denial" left him more convinced
than ever that the presidential campaign of Ronald Reagan enticed
Iranian officials to continue holding the hostages until after the
1980 election....

Moorhead Kennedy...said Bush's den1a1 emphasized ole that
Bush personally was not involved, but left open the question of
whether the deal took place. "If there was nothing to this story,"
Kennedy said, "“the President would have said, 'Number one, there
is nothing to this story. Number two, we have investigated our
archives and files and found nothing to support such a story. And
number three, we welcome a full investigation.'" Kennedy spoke
from New Ycrk City, where he is a Republican Party deputy district
leader. (Don Melvin, Ft. Lauderdale Sun-Sentinel)

OUTLOOK ON OVERHAULING FOREIGN AID: LITTLE CHANCE

President Bush's request for an overhaul of the foreign aid
program that would override congressional restrictions on aid
disbursements appears to have little chance of passage on Capitol
Hill, according to Administration and congressional sources....

Adnministration officials say the ideas emanating from Capitol
Hill would produce legislation worse than the existing law;
congressional sources reply that what Bush really wants is what one
called "unfettered discretion to tilt foreign aid more and more

‘toward military rather than development assistance without any

checks from Congress." For that reason, the sources said, Congress
clearly intends to rebuff Bush's request, formally submitted last
month, that it surrender much of its power to "earmark" aid.

{(John Goshko, Washington Post, 319)

CHINA LASHES OUT AT U.S8. PRESSURE ON HUMAN RIGHTS

BEIJING -- China lashed out at the U.S. Thursday for exerting
pressure over human rights, saying nothing could change China's
policies == not even the threat of losing trade privileges worth
billions of dollars. A visibly angered Foreign Ministry spckesman,
Wu Jianmin, told a news briefing that attempts in Washington to
link extension of China's MFN status to its human rights record
would not work.... "We do not want to see the deterioration of
Sino-U.S. relations but this does not depend entirely on China,"
he said. "If such a situation does occur it is nothing to be
afraid of. China is prepared for it." (Reuter)

KERRY TO PROPOSE STEPS TO RESOLVE MIA ISSUE

Sen. Kerry...will announce today what his office describes as
a major step toward resolving the status of the hundreds of U.S.
service personnel still listed as missing in action from the war.

Kerry, who returned this week from a trip to Vietnam and
Cambodia, is to announce that Vietnamese officials have agreed to
allow Vietnam veterans and the families of those considered missing
to travel "freely within the country" and to pursue leads about the
missing. In addition, the Vietnamese government has agreed to
offer translators and access to government records, a Kerry
spokesman said. ~ ("s8hort Takes," Washington Post, Al9)

=more-
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WASHINGTON

May 9, 1991

Dear Mr. Kennedy:

I read with distress your comments reported in the
attached clip from our News Summary.

I can categorically assure you that I never was in
Paris as claimed by the rumormongers. I can also
categorically assure you that I have no information
direct or indirect of any contact with Iranians
relating to this hostage question.

I am disappointed that you would feel I might have
been a participant in a scheme to keep any American
held hostage. I emphatically deny any such
complicity.

One of the sad things about public life is you have
to suffer attacks on your character, on your honer.

I can readily understand your concern when
allegations are made like those made by Mr. sick.

A proposition so fundamentally immoral would
certainly concern anyone. Please accept my word
that I know nothing about anyone else's involvement
in such an insidious Plot, and I know for a fact
that I had no contact such as those being alleged
by Mr. sick.

I wish you all the best and T hope this has laid to
rest some of your understandable concerns.
Sincerely,

Zon

Mr. Moorhead Kennedy

The American Forum for Global Education
Moorhead Kennedy Institute

Suite 1200 oD
45 John Street g ;-
New York, NY 10038
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~Enclosure: page A-16 of May 9 News Summary
» bec: Boyden Gray, Marlin Fitzwater, Bridget Montagne
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EX~-IRANIAN HOSTAGE SAYS BUSE DENIAL OF DEAL DOESN'T CONVINCE HIM

FORT LAUDERDALE -- One former Iranian hostage said Wednesday
that President Bush's "very limp denial" left him more convinced
than ever that the presidential campaign of Ronald Reagan enticed
Iranian officials to continue holding the hostages until after the
1580 election.... :

Moorhead Kennedy...said Bush's denial emphasized only that
Bush personally was not involved, but left open the question of
whether the deal tock place. "If there was nothing to this story,"
Kennedy said, "the President would have said, 'Number one, there
is nothing to this story. Number two, we have investigated our
archives and files and found nothing to support such a story. And
number three, we welcome a full investigation.'" Kennedy spoke
from New York City, where he is a Republican Party deputy district
leader. (Don Melvin; Ft. lLauderdale Sun-Sentinel)

OUTLOOK ON OVERHAULING FOREIGN AID: LITTLE CHANCE

President Bush's request for an overhaul of the foreign aid
program that would override congressional restrictions on aid
disbursements appears to have little chance of passage on Capitol
Hill, according to Administration and congressional sources....

Adnministration officials say the ideas emanating from Capitol
Hill would produce legislation worse than the existing law;
congressional sources reply that what Bush really wants is what one
called "unfettered discretion to tilt foreign aid more and more
toward military rather than development assistance without any
checks from Congress." For that reason, the sources said, Congress
clearly intends to rebuff Bush's request, formally submitted last
month, that it surrender much of its power to "earmark" aid.

(John Goshko, Washington Post, A19)

CHINA LASHES OUT AT U.S8. PRESSURE ON EUMAN RIGHTS

BEIJING -~ China lashed out at the U.S. Thursday for exerting
pressure over human rights, saying nothing could change China's
policies -- not even the threat of losing trade privileges worth
billions of dollars. A visibly angered Foreign Ministry spokesman,
Wu Jianmin, told a news briefing that attempts in Washington to
link extension of China's MFN status to its human rights record
would not work.... "We do not want to see the deterioration of
Sino-U.S. relations but this does not depend entirely on China,"
he said. P"If such a situation does occur it is nothing to be
afraid of. China is prepared for it." {Reuter)

KERRY TO PROPOSE STEPSB TO. REBOLVE MIA IBSBUE

Sen. Kerry...will announce today what his office describes as
a major step toward resolving the status of the hundreds of U.S.
service personnel still listed as nissing in action from the war.

Kerry, who returned this week from a trip to vietnam and
Cambodia, is to announce that Vietnamese officials have agreed to
allow Vietnam veterans and the families-of those considered missing
to travel "freely within the country" and to pursue leads about the
missing. In addition, the Vietnamese government has agreed to
offer translators and access to government records, a Kerry
spokesman said. (**'Short Takes,'" Washinqgton Post, Al9)
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TRAVEL POLICY Q
L4

The New Policy on the Use of Military Aircraft
by the Chief of Staff and National Security Adviser

The President has directed the adoption of a new White House
Policy on the use of military aircraft by the Chief of Staff and
National Security Adviser, based upon the recommendations of
Counsel to the President C. Boyden Gray. The new policy is
designed to avoid any questions about their use of military
aircratt.

o The President believes that the national security-
related reasons behind the former policy remain sound
and make commercial air travel an unacceptable
alternative for the Chief of Staff and National
Security Adviser in many instances.

o Nonetheless, to ensure that military aircraft are used
only when necessary andmsbespiebeeh=tbemChial, of Staff
aﬂExNSETBﬁ3T'SEEEr*t1-!uv!5u-i--!u-th-u-unnaiianted
e=d=sedem, the new policy will require the White House
Counsel's Office to review on a case-by-case basis all
requests for travel on military aircraft.

o] In the case of official travel, use of military
aircraft will be authorized where security,
communications or scheduling needs require the use of
military aircraft.

o In the case of personal travel, the President has
decided that not only must there be a determination
that security, communications or scheduling needs
require use of military aircraft, but also that there
is an immediate and compelling need for personal
travel. The policy would permit, for example, travel
on military aircraft to attend to the serious illness
of a close relative when security, communications or
scheduling needs would prevent travel on commercial
aircraft.

= more =-
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Thé policy does not require that the Chief of Staff and
National Security Adviser always travel commercially
because such a policy would unreasonably interfere with
their personal lives. When compelling personal needs
arise and national security considerations require use
of military aircraft, the Chief of Staff and National
Security Adviser should not be prevented from attending
to those needs.

To avoid the appearance that taxpayer dollars are being
used to subsidize political travel, the President has
decided to prohibit political travel on military
aircraft by the Chief of Staff and National Securlty
Adviser unless the official purpose for travel is
predominant or the President approves the travel.

For mixed official and political travel or mixed
official and personal travel, the policy allows the use
of military aircraft for predominantly official travel
if security, communications or scheduling needs require
the use of military aircraft. To ensure that there is
no question .about the official purpose behind any trip,
the Counsel's Office will be required to make a
determination that a trip is predominantly official
before the trip will be treated as official.

The current reimbursement policy for all nonofficial
travel is being retained:. The Chief of Staff and
National Security Adviser will be required to reimburse
the government at commercial coach rates plus one
dollar any time that they travel on military aircraft
for personal or political reasons. Where the Chief of
Staff or National Security Adviser take an official
trip and also engage in an incidental political
activity on the trip, some part of commercial coach
fare will be charged to the sponsor of the political

event. w"* ’ ulﬁ. M ‘r ;*o{::he

The new policy does not apply to those memBer

Cabinet who, pursuant to leongstanding policies,
reqgularly use government aircraft for official and
unofficial travel. The respon51b111t1es of these
Cabinet members are such that they require
instantaneous secure communications capablllty with the
White House, their Departments, other agencies and the
Congress. In an emergency, they must also be able to
return to Washington, or to proceed to other
destinations, on an expedited basis. These Cabinet
members also have a heightened need for security
because the nature of their official duties and their
public visibility substantially increase the likelihood
of threats to their personal safety.




THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

May 8, 1991

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: C. BOYDEN GRAYﬁyhég
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Travel by the Chief of Staff and

the National Security Advisor

You have asked me and others to review Administration policy
concerning the use by the Chief of Staff and the National
Security Advisor of military aircraft for official, political and
personal travel. Our recommendation is that you retain the
fundamental policy that official travel generally be by military
jet, for the same national security-related reasons that were
cited in the White House policy initiated in the Reagan
Administration in 1987. At the same time, however, we also
recommend that certain new procedures for travel be instituted to
avoid any appearance that military aircraft is being misused. A
set of options is set out below.

Authorization for use of military aircraft. In 1987, President
Reagan determined that the Chief of Staff and the National
Security Advisor be directed to use military aircraft for all
travel. Three reasons were given for this policy: these members
of the President's staff needed to have immediate and secure
voice contact with the President, the White House and the
Departments at all times; it was important that they not be
subject to the scheduling difficulties and risks of delay
inherent in commercial air travel; and it was important that they
receive the increased security provided by military aircraft.

Legitimate concerns underlay the 1987 determination. Given the
extraordinary time demands on the Chief of Staff and the National
Security Advisor, and the limitations of commercial air travel,
the practical consequence of denying them access to military
transport would be to prohibit travel altogether in many cases.

It is instructive to recall the events that precipitated the
Chief of Staff's use of military aircraft. At the outset of the
Administration, the first three trips Governor Sununu took were
on commercial aircraft. The first two were personal travel and
caused no difficulty. However, the third trip included a much-
delayed leg with a long wait in the Newark Airport that prevented
close coordination on some of the finishing details of the 1989
budget agreement. These difficulties prompted Assistant to the
President for Management and Operations Bonnie Newman and Colonel
Krulak of the military office to apprise Governor Sununu of the
existing policy that required the Chief of Staff to travel by




military jet.

While the reasons for requiring travel on military aireraft in
many if not most cases remain valid, it would be preferable to
examine their applicability on a case-by-case basis. A case-by-
case review would, among other things, avoid any unfavorable
appearance when the Chief of Staff and National Security Advisor
use military aircraft for travel. Accordingly, I recommend that
use of military jets for all official, political and personal
travel should be reviewed and authorized by the Counsel's office
on a case-by-case basis pursuant to a determination that
security, communication or scheduling needs dictate the use of
military aircraft. 1In evaluating security concerns, the
Counsel's office would consult as appropriate with the security
agencies.

Your options are:

Designate the Counsel's office to approve
each travel authorization for the Chief of
Staff and National Security Advisor that
would entail use of military airecraft in
light of security, communication, or
scheduling needs; or

Retain the current policy that requires the
Chief of Staff and National Security Advisor
to use military aircraft for all travel.

Additional considerations for personal and political travel. In
addition, there is always the risk of public criticism in using
government aircraft, in whole or in part, for other than official
travel. Therefore, I recommend additional standards that will
limit the availability of government aircraft for personal and
political travel.

For personal travel, I recommend that travel by military jet
should only be authorized upon an additional, independent
determination that there is an immediate and compelling need to
travel. An immediate and compelling need would include, for
example, the need to attend to a serious illness in the family.

Your options are to:

Require that personal travel may be on

military aireraft only after an additional
determination by Counsel's office that the
need to travel is immediate and compelling.



Do not require any additional determination.

Where use of a military aircraft is authorized for personal
travel, I recommend that you retain the current policy of
requiring reimbursement at commercial coach rates plus one
dollar.

Accept

Reject

For political travel, there is a similar risk of criticism in
using government aircraft for partisan political purposes. When
a trip is wholly political, under longstanding practice of the
military, each political traveller is billed the cost of
commercial coach fare plus one dollar. For example, when Air
Force One is taken on wholly political trips, the RNC or other
political organization pays the cost of commercial coach fare
plus one dollar for each political traveller. (When the
traveller is a candidate for Federal office, however, as in 1984
and 1988, FEC rules require reimbursement for all political
travellers at the first class rate.)

Reimbursement adequately answers any charge that either the
traveller or the political party is being unjustly enriched. But
reimbursement to the government of the cost of a coach fare for
all passengers who are travelling for political purposes may not
entirely respond to criticism that the remainder of the cost is
being borne by the taxpayer. The best way to confront this
criticism is to eliminate purely political travel of the Chief of
Staff on military aircraft, except where personally directed by
you and where, of course, the security, communication and
scheduling criteria are met.

Accept

Reject

of course, the Chief of Staff, like previous Chiefs of
Staff, should be able to travel on aircraft provided by the RNC

or political campaign, and so long as suitable communications, if
needed, are available.




Official and mixed travel. Occasionally, a trip will be made_ for
both official and political or official and personal reasons.?®

In order to determine whether military aircraft may be used for
such trips, I recommend that an independent review deternmine
whether a trip is predominantly official. This policy should
avoid the appearance in all cases that anything other than
official government business is the reason for taking a trip for
which a military aircraft is used.

If the purpose of the trip is not predominantly official, I
recommend that military aircraft be used only in the rare
circumstance where it would be authorized if the trip were purely
personal or political.

Accept
Reject

If a trip is determined to be predominantly official, military
aircraft would be able to be used after a determlnatlon that
security, communication, or scheduling needs so require. The
Chief of Staff would also be able to engage in a personal
act1v1ty or attend a political event assuming it does not result
in any increase in costs to the government. Under longstanding
practice throughout the government concerning official travel,
where an official also engages in a personal activity that does
not result in any increase in cost to the government, no
reimbursement is sought, and I see no reason to revisit this
practice. Where he attends a political event, however, I
recommend applying the current allocation procedures to the
percentage of the trip that is political. Applying thle
allocation pollcy would ensure that appropriated funds are not
being used in part for political purposes.

Accept

Reject

Connectlng flights to or from the Presidential party for an
official purpose will continue to be considered official travel.




THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

May 9, 1991

MEMORANDUM FOR GOVERNOR SUNUNU
CHIEF OF STAFF TO THE PRESIDENT

FROM: C. BOYDEN GRAY
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Results of our review of your travel on military
aircraft

My office has concluded the review you requested of your travel
on board military aircraft from the beginning of the
Administration to the present. We very much appreciate the
cooperation we received from you and your staff, especially over
last weekend.

While our review has found that several minor adjustments need to
be made, it is our view that the answer to whether these trips
were properly characterized and whether appropriate
reimbursements have been made is essentially yes. We believe
that application of the new review and approval procedures should
eliminate the risk of any future mistakes in characterization or
reimbursement. Moreover, with the exception of two trips, each
trip which you have characterized as official instead of personal
was within your discretion to make under the policies then in
place. Application of the new travel p01101es for use of
military aircraft may, however, result in different
characterizations in the future.

More specifically, some adjustment should be made for official
trips in which you attended a political event and political trips
in which you also served an official purpose by a separate
activity. We also concur in your office's recent
recharacterization of three trips during the course of your own
review, and the resulting adjustments already made. One trip of
which a separate leg was required to attend Primarily to a
personal matter requires some reimbursement. Two trips to

'In the course of reviewing your travel records, we have
also reviewed the travel records of other Federal employees who
travelled with you or otherwise were passengers on flights you
took on military aircraft. Reimbursement is required in a few
instances where passengers travelled for other than official
purposes, and we will work with the Military Office and the
individual travellers to ensure that appropriate reimbursements
are made. The travel of your wife and family is fully addressed
in this memorandum. Any reimbursement required from other
travellers is of course their responsibility and not yours, and
these issues are accordingly not addressed in this memorandum.




participate in the Christa McAuliffe Celebrity Ski Event should
have been considered unofficial, although we recognize that the
status of charitable events is often misunderstood. For one of
these trips, reimbursement was made contemporaneocusly for all
travellers in your family including yourself, and for the other
trip reimbursement was made contemporaneously for all travellers
in your family except yourself. Reimbursement for your travel on
this trip is warranted.

We also conclude that acceptance by you, Mrs. Sununu and members
of your family of payment of travel expenses by the Republican
National Committee and other outside organizations was consistent
with applicable ethics laws. Finally, none of the reimbursements
addressed in this memorandum were required to be reported on your
calendar year 1989 public financial disclosure report.

Our review consisted of an examination of all available and
relevant documentation in the custody of the Military Office, the
White House travel office, and the Office of the Chief of staff
relating to all trips taken by the Chief of Staff on board
military aircraft other than when accompanying the President or
Vice President on Air Force One and Two. This consisted of
travel manifests, travel itineraries, the Chief of Staff's
schedule, the President's schedule, travel authorizations, travel
vouchers, billing memoranda and cancelled checks. In addition,
as you know, we discussed many of these trips with you and your
staff. Finally, we consulted with the Office of Government
Ethics and the Office of Legal Counsel of the Justice Department
concerning legal questions raised in the course of our review.

The results of our review are presented in two parts.

I. characterization of Trips as Official, Political or Personal.

At the outset it must be pointed out that the practice of
characterizing a trip as official or political, but never mixed,
is inconsistent with existing policy for senior Administration
officials, as set forth in my February 12, 1990 memorandum to the
Cabinet and previous White House Counsel memoranda. The
allocation policy for mixed official and political trips is
required by two fundamental principles of appropriations law.
First, official activities should be paid for only from
appropriated funds, subject to very limited exceptions, in order
to avoid an impermissible augmentation of appropriations.
Second, appropriated funds may not be used for other than
official (i.e., political) purposes. For Federal election
campaigns, allocation is also required by Federal Election
Commission requlations. 11 C.F.R. 106.3 (non-Presidential
campaigns); 11 C.F.R. 9004.7 (Presidential campaigns).




Your staff has indicated that this policy has never been applied
to the travel of the chief of Staff, and the Military Office has
never billed you for mixed official and political trips. I agree
that the failure to apply the allocation policy resulted from an
innocent misunderstanding. This may accordingly be corrected
through appropriate reimbursements as indicated below.

A. Official trips that could be characterized as
political, in whole or in part.

On May 21, 1989, you gave the commencement address at Manhattan
College and St. John's College in New York City. Later that day,
you spoke at the Verrazzano Day Award Dinner in honor of Governor
DiPrete. Although I believe this dinner properly could be
characterized as official (we are informed that no election
campaign was under way, and the event was not a fundraiser), the
White House travel authorization lists it as a "political event"
and the "political" box is checked in addition to the "official"®
and "other (DiPrete)" boxes. Also, your travel voucher signed on
June 1, 1989, deducted a small amount of the per diem expenses to
which you were entitled, for the "political portion" of the trip.
A notation on the worksheet states "6:30 pm begin political
time;" 6:30 corresponds to your flight to Providence for the
dinner for Governor DiPrete. Therefore, to avoid any question
about whether this trip was properly characterized, the
government should be reimbursed for the portion of your May 21
travel that reflects the Verrazzano Day dinner.

On May 24, 1989, you spoke at a testimonial dinner for the
Speaker of the New Hampshire House, Doug Scammon. Our review
confirms that this was not a partisan event, and that therefore
it was properly characterized as official.

On December 15, 1989, you attended a fundraising event for
Representative Bill Grant in Tallahassee, Florida. Your office
has recently recognized that this trip was erroneously termed
official, and on April 25, 1991 sought from the RNC appropriate
reimbursement to the government. We agree that this event should
be characterized as political, and that reimbursement is
required.

On May 26, 1990, you delivered the commencement address at Akron
University. You also briefly attended a State Republican Party
event for the Voinovich for Governor campaign. Application of
the White House allocation policy of mixed trips requires a
partial reimbursement to the government for that portion of the
Akron trip that was political.



You attended a fundraiser for the Massachusetts Republican party
on June 9, 1990, and gave the commencement address at Suffolk
University on June 10. The White House travel authorization
lists the trip as both official and political. Application of
the White House allocation policy for mixed trips requires some
reimbursement to the government for the political portion of your
trip.

B. Political trips that could be characterized
as official, in whole or in part.

On October 20, 1989, you delivered the keynote address at the
University of Florida Blue Key Banquet. Your office has
indicated that this trip was erroneously characterized as
political, and that the amount the RNC reimbursed the government
for your travel should be returned to the RNC. We agree. The
White House travel authorization lists the event as official, and
we know of no reason to characterize your participation as
anything other than official. Therefore, the amount paid by the
RNC should be returned to the RNC.

Cn June 19, 1990, you spoke at an Allegheny County Republican
fundraiser. Your trip was characterized as political on the
White House travel authorization, and the RNC reimbursed the
government. However, you also attended a Westinghouse Management
Council reception with an estimated crowd of 200 in attendance.
From our office's discussions with you, you confirmed that you
spoke to influential business leaders without reference to any
campaign, and that you gave a standard speech on the policies of
the Administration that in other circumstances would readily be
viewed as official. Therefore, it is our view that your
attendance at the reception was an official activity. Under the
White House allocation policy for mixed trips, some amount should
be returned to the RNC.

On July 29, 1990, you attended the National Governors'
Association meeting. This event was initially characterized as
political, and the RNC reimbursed the government. Your office
believes that trip ought to be considered official, and we agree.
Attendance of White House officials at National Governors!
Association events is normally considered official. Therefore,
the amount the RNC reimbursed the government should be returned.

Between April 19 and 22, 1991, you attended a Manchester
Republican Party event (April 19), engaged in various personal
activities, and spoke at the Robert Frost Award dinner (April
21). The entire trip was characterized as political, and
reimbursement has been sought. However, from discussions with
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you, it is clear that the Robert Frost dinner was not political.
Plymouth State College in New Hampshire each year presents the
Robert Frost award to a distinguished citizen, and you attended
to give a speech and present the award. Therefore, your
participation at the Robert Frost dinner was official, and under
the White House policy for mixed trips, the amount of
reimbursement sought should be reduced by the application of the
allocation formula.

C. Official trips that could be characterized as personal.

As you know, the new policy with regard to travel on military
aircraft would require that a bona fide official activity must be
the predominant purpose of the travel for a trip to be
characterized as official. 1If the official purpose does not
predominate, a higher standard would need to be met to use
military aircraft for personal travel. However, we have analyzed
the four trips which included weekend ski activities below under
the two relevant White House policies in effect at the time you
took these trips. First, there is a presumption that speaking
engagements by White House officials are official activities,
regardless of the setting or circumstances, so long as the
official addresses matters of interest to the Administration.
Second, high-level White House officials determine for themselves
vhether it is in the interests of the White House to attend a
particular event.

On December 6, 1989, you flew from Washington, D.C. to Salt ILake
City in the morning to address the Council of State Governments.
Before returning to Washington, you flew to vail to attend and
speak at the 19th Annual Ski Magazine Week. This event is
sponsored each year by Times Mirror, which publishes Ski Magazine
and many other publications covering outdoor activities. You
have informed my staff that your attendance that weekend was in
furtherance of the Administration's efforts to explain and
promote its policies concerning conservation and natural
resources. Ski Magazine Week includes a series of conferences
and meetings about skiing and other outdoor activities. The
first evening you presented a letter from the President at the
reception and gave remarks. The second evening you recall you
spoke at the dinner banquet. The morning of the 9th you met with
a group of citizens from around the country who had asked for a
meeting with you to express their concerns about the
Administration's conservation and natural resources policies.
Each of these activities is properly considered official.
Moreover, your determination that it was in the interests of the
Administration for you to attend this event in order to
participate in these particular activities is one that was within
your discretion to make under then-current White House policies.



You have also characterized as official your travel to Aspen in
December 1990 to attend the 20th Annual Ski Magazine Week. After
arriving on December 6, you held several short meetings where you
discussed Administration policy on conservation and natural
resources. On December 7, you spoke in the morning on the
situation in the Persian Gulf, and continued your discussion of
conservation and natural resource policies in several informal
meetings later that day. You spoke at the dinner banguet that
night, and returned to Washington the afternoon of the 9th. Your
characterization of the trip may stand for the same reasons given
with respect to the Vail trip.

On February 8-11, 1990, and February 7-10, 1991, you participated
in the Christa McAuliffe Sabbatical Trust Fund Celebrity Ski
Event. Our review indicates that the schedule of activities both
Years was substantially the same. Most of the three days of
Friday, Saturday, and Sunday were devoted to the skiing event or
open skiing. Each day included a luncheon or brunch; there was a
dinner and fashion show on Friday evening; and a dinner, auction
and awards ceremony on Saturday evening; both dinners were
preceded by cocktail receptions. You characterized these trips
as official®?, primarily because of your significant participation
in orchestrating the Celebrity Ski Event, and speaking frequently
at Event-sponsored luncheons and dinners. You have stated that
your main message in all your speaking engagements during the two
Ski Event weekends was to thank the participants for supporting
the Trust Fund, how the benefits of the Trust Fund related to the
Administration's approach to education, and to encourage them to
continue their support of charitable activities such as this one.
You also noted that the organization of the Christa McAuliffe
Sabbatical Trust Fund is a positive example of the public sector-
private sector partnership (several New Hampshire state officials
sit on the Trust Fund's Board of Directors) encouraged by this
Administration.

You have participated in this event from its inception in 1986,
when you were Governor. You have continued your participation in
the organization and event in response to the President's call to
all senior Administration officials to promote volunteer and
charitable activities as Points of Light. You believe therefore
that your participation in and promotion of a Point of Light is
in furtherance of your official duties. While the President's

2Phe 1991 trip was initially considered personal travel by
your office. oOn this basis, reimbursement was sought for your
travel and obtained for your travel and the travel of others from
the Christa McAuliffe Sabbatical Trust Fund Ski Race.




Points of Light objectives are clearly furthered by your
activities on behalf of the Christa McAuliffe organization, the
participation of Federal officials in charitable activities such
as this one is usually considered a personal volunteer activity.
It cannot be the case that any Federal official's participation
in a particular charitable activity of his choice is official
solely because it is in furtherance of the goals of the
President's Points of Light initiative. Generally speaking, for
the activity properly to be considered official, it must at least
be the case that either the speech given before the charitable
organization relates to the official's duties, or the event is in
furtherance of the Administration's objectives and it is
important that the Administration be represented at the event.
However, there has been understandable confusion about the extent
to which the support of and participation in private charitable
activities is considered official, given the official status of
the Points of Light initiative in the White House. On balance,
these twe trips should be considered unofficial, and you should
provide appropriate reimbursement.>

On January 19, 1990, you participated in the Celebrity Cup Ski
Invitational being sponsored by the Genesis Foundation. The
Foundation helps fund the National Birth Defects Center at the
Franciscan Hospital in Brighton, Massachusetts. You arrived at
the event in the late morning, participated in a luncheon, skied
during the afternoon, and spoke at the Dinner and Awards Banquet.
Your speech addressed private sector health care and the
Administration's emphasis on children as reflected in the budget.
You had no prior involvement with the Genesis Foundation, and
have had no subsequent involvement with the Fund. You viewed
your participation in the event as primarily in furtherance of
the Administration's policy goals in those fields. We concur
that your travel was predominantly official and that any personal
enjoyment you galned from participating in the ski-related
activities was incidental to the reason for your travel.

On June 14, 1989, you spoke to the Foundation for Economic
Research in Boston, and later that day you attended your son
Christopher's 8th grade graduation ceremony. You have informed
my staff that the speaking engagement in Boston was not planned
or scheduled around your son's graduation, but rather, your
presence in Boston to speak to this group allowed you to attend
the graduation for which you otherwise would not have travelled
to attend. Moreover, you regard the speech to the Foundation is

3as noted previously, the government was previously
reimbursed for all travellers to the 1991 Ski Event, and all
travellers but you to the 1990 Ski Event.
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an excellent opportunity to explain the Administration's policies
to an influential group of business and civic leaders.
Therefore, your trip was properly characterized as official,

On June 21, 1990, you attended the dedication of the Christa
McAuliffe Planetarium in Concord. Later that day you spoke to
the International Business Center of New England in Boston. Your
participation in both of these events is properly considered
official. However, there does not appear to be any official
purpose for the first leg of the trip, to Boston, where you
visited your dentist. Where travel is by commercial aircraft and
a separate leg of an official trip is the result of personal
travel, Executive Branch practice is to require the traveller to
reimburse the government for the personal leg of the trip. This
is also the practice of the White House Travel Office in
calculating mixed official and political travel where there is a
separate political leg of an official trip. Therefore, you
should reimburse the government for that initial trip to Boston.

IT. Reimbursements Made by Outside Organizations

For a number of trips for which you were required to reimburse
the government for your travel or the travel of Mrs. Sununu or
members of your family, the required reimbursement was made by an
outside organization. Depending upon the circumstances, a
payment made by an outside organization for the travel of a
federal employee, his spouse or his family members raises three
questions under ethics laws and regulations: (1) whether the
payment was consistent with the applicable agency gift
regulations and 5 U.S.C. § 7353;% (2) whether the payment was

“The gift regulations for the Executive Office of the
President are found at 3 C.F.R. § 100.735-14. They provide, in
relevant part, that:

an employee shall not solicit or accept, directly or
indirectly, any gift, gratuity, favor, entertainment, loan,
or any other thing of monetary value from a person who:

(1) Has, or is seeking to obtain contractual or other
business or financial relations with his agency;

(2) Conducts operations or activities which are
regulated by his agency; or

(3) Has interests which may be substantially affected
by the performance or nonperformance of his official
duty.




9

consistent with the supplementation of salary statute, 18 U.S.cC.
§ 209;° and (3) whether the payment was properly reflected on the
employee's public financial disclosure form for the relevant
reporting period if the employee was required to file for that
reporting period.

Based upon our review of the records and based upon our

discussions with you, your staff, and Mary Matalin, Chief of
Staff of the Republican National Committee, we believe that none
of the reimbursements that have been accepted from outside

organizations violate any substantive ethics law or regulation.®

3 C.F.R. § 100.735-14(a). The gift statute was enacted by the
Ethics Reform Act of 1989, P.L. 101-194 (Nov. 30, 1989). It
provides, in relevant part, that:

no . . . employee of the executive . . . branch shall
solicit or accept anything of value from a person --

(1) seeking official action from, doing business with
or (in the case of executive branch officers and
employees) conducting activities regulated by, the
individual's employing agency; or

(2) whose interests may be substantially affected by
the performance or nonperformance of the individual's
official duties.

5 U.S.C. § 7353(a).

The supplementation of salary statute provides that no
employee of the executive branch may:

receive{] any salary, or any contribution to or
supplementation of salary, as compensation for his services
as an officer or employee of the executive branch of the
United States Government . . .

18 U.S.C. §209(a).

®In three instances, we found that payments were accepted
from organizations or individuals that were not qualified to
reimburse a federal employee (or his spouse or family) for
travel-related expenses. In each instance, however, your office
corrected the erroneous payment prior to our review of the travel
records.




A. Payments Made by Republican Party Organizations for

Mrs. Sununu's Travel

The records of the Military Office show that the Republican
National Committee (the "RNC") and the Republican Governors
Association (the "RGA") reimbursed the government on a number of
occasions when Mrs. Sununu travelled with you. Based upon our
review of the records, and our discussions with you and Mary
Matalin, we do not believe that any of these payments give rise
to any issues under the applicable ethics statutes angd
regulations.

We understand that these payments were made in connection with
Mrs. Sununu's independent relationship with the RNC and the RGA.
She has worked on the staff of the RGA since February 1989, and
was also made a consultant to the RNC in March 1990. We
understand from the RNC that Mrs. Sununu has played an important
role in fundraising efforts for the Republican Party. Ms.
Matalin stated that Mrs. Sununu has "independent political
credentials" and that she does not need a specific assignment
from the RNC or RGA in order to serve their interests. In the
RNC's view, "every group is a potential donor base." The RNC has
assured us that, in each instance in which the RNC or the RGA
reimbursed the government for travelling on military aircraft,
the Republican Party had an interest in having Mrs. Sununu
travel.

Because this independent relationship was the basis of payments
by the RNC and the RGA for Mrs. Sununu's travel, the payments
were consistent with the applicable gift regulations, 5 U.S.C.

§ 7353 and 18 U.S.C. § 209. Reimbursements by political
organizations in connection with legitimate political activities
of Federal employees, their spouses or family members are not
prohibited under the gift regulations for the Executive Office of
the President or the gift statute. These reimbursements are not
considered "gifts." Moreover, when the reimbursement is provided
to a Federal employee's spouse or family member in connection
with the spouse's or family member's own political activities,
they clearly do not constitute compensation for the services of
the Federal employee. Accordingly, these payments do not
implicate 18 U.S.C. § 209.7 Finally, the Office of Government

"The office of Government Ethics has issued an informal
advisory letter -- involving nearly identical facts -- that
clearly supports this view of 18 U.S.C. § 209. Informal Advisory
Letter 83 x 3, Office of Government Ethics (February 4, 1983).

In that letter, OGE reviewed reimbursements that were made by
outside organizations for the travel of the spouse of a federal




11

Ethics has informed us that payments by national political party
organizations for the travel of Federal employees and their
family members in connection with political activities do not
need to be reported on an employee's public financial disclosure
form.

B. Payments Made for Sununu Family Members by the RNC

On one occasion, the RNC reimbursed the Military Office for the
cost of Mrs. Sununu, Peter Sununu and Christopher Sununu to
travel from Washington to Boston and back. In addition, the RNC
also reimbursed the Military Office for the flights of your
parents on the return trip to Washington.g These reimbursements
were made in connection with a New Hampshire GOP Senate reception
and an award given to you at the New England Lebanese American
Dinner on September 17, 1989.

From discussing this trip with you, we understand that RNC
Chairman Lee Atwater advised you that the dinner represented an
important political opportunity. We further understand that the
entire family was an important part of your appearance at the
event, which in part celebrated Americans of Lebanese descent.
The New England Lebanese American Foundation invited the entire
family, and we have confirmed with the RNC that in these
circumstances the attendance of the entire family furthered the
political interests of the Republican party.

Because of the RNC's independent interest in having the family
members attend, it is our view that, under the analysis discussed
above, the payments do not implicate 18 U.S.C. § 209. 1In
addition, because the family members were attending the event in
a political capacity, the gift statute and regulations are not
implicated by the payments. Reimbursements by political
organizations in connection with the legitimate political
activities of Federal employees and their family members are not
prohibited under the gift regulations of the Executive Office of
the President or the gift statute. Finally, as noted above,

employee. OGE concluded that the payments could not be properly
characterized as "compensation for the services" of the federal
employee if the spouse were travelling "in his or her own right."
1d.

8You and Ed Rogers were originally listed as official
travellers for this trip. In the course of reviewing available
records, your determined that you and Mr. Rogers should have been
listed as political travellers. The 