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RO. BOX 4999A. FIELD STATION 

625 N. EUCLID AVE. 

ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI 63108 

(314) 367-1700 

December 11 , 1992 

Ms. J u l i e Clark 
National Legal Aid & Defender Association 
1625 K St., N.W., 8th f l o o r 
Washington, DC 20006 

RE: F. Wm. McCalpin 

Dear J u l i e : 

I am w r i t i n g t o s t r o n g l y recommend F. Wm. McCalpin f o r the 
Legal Services Corporation Board of D i r e c t o r s . I have known B i l l 
i n many contexts. I am the d i r e c t o r of Legal Services of Eastern 
Missouri, a former president of The Bar Association of Met r o p o l i t a n 
St. Louis, serve as president of The St. Louis Bar Foundation, and 
serve on the Board of Governors of The Missouri Bar. Most 
i m p o r t a n t l y , B i l l has been a mentor t o me and a sh i n i n g example of 
the p u r s u i t of excellence i n the quest f o r j u s t i c e . 

B i l l has served a t every conceivable l e v e l possible i n the 
development and p u r s u i t of equal j u s t i c e under the law through 
l o c a l , s t a t e and n a t i o n a l bar associations, and through h i s 
ext r a o r d i n a r y community service. I n 1965 B i l l was appointed by 
Lewis Powell, the president of the ABA at t h a t time, t o c h a i r the 
ABA Special Committee on A v a i l a b i l i t y of Legal Services. He served 
on t h a t committee from 1965 t o 1970. He then chaired the ABA 
Standing Committee on Legal Aid & Indigent Defendants from 1973 t o 
1976 and from 1983 t o 1985, and has been a member of the committee 
since 1985. He has served as president of The Bar Association of 
Met r o p o l i t a n St. Louis, member of the Board of Governors of The 
Missouri Bar, and member of the House of Delegates of the ABA. B i l l 
has also served as secretary of the ABA, chairman of the Fellows 
of the American Bar Foundation, president of the National 
Conference of Bar Presidents, and has received the highest honor 
awarded by the ABA, the ABA Medal. 

I n a d d i t i o n t o a l l of those a c t i v i t i e s mentioned above, B i l l 
served as member and president of the Missouri Legal Aid Society 
and member and president of the Legal Aid Society of the C i t y and 
County of St. Louis. He also served as member and chairman of the 
Board of D i r e c t o r s of the Legal Services Corporation. 

RICHARD B. TEITELMAN. EXECUTIVE DIBECTOR ANDGENEHAL COUNSEL 



Ms. J u l i e Clark 
December 11, 1992 
Page Two 

Not only would B i l l b r i n g a record of u n p a r a l l e l e d service and 
leadership i n the l e g a l services community t o the Board of 
Di r e c t o r s of the Legal Services Corporation, but he would also 
b r i n g a keen i n s i g h t i n t o the past h i s t o r y and f u t u r e d i r e c t i o n s 
f o r l e g a l services f o r the poor through h i s understanding of the 
d e l i v e r y of l e g a l services. B i l l i s also very knowledgeable about 
the d e l i v e r y of l e g a l services i n other c o u n t r i e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y 
Canada and Great B r i t a i n . On several occasions I have witnessed 
B i l l leading very academic and t h o u g h t f u l presentations w i t h 
respect t o the comparison of the d e l i v e r y of l e g a l services i n the 
United States t o the system of d e l i v e r y i n Canada. 

B i l l i s an a c t i v e volunteer w i t h our Volunteer Lawyers 
Program, and i s always ready t o t a l k w i t h law students, young 
lawyers and others t o encourage t h e i r p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n p r o v i d i n g 
services t o those who otherwise would not have access t o our system 
of j u s t i c e . However, the most impressive aspect of B i l l ' s service 
i s h i s s e n s i t i v i t y and the profound compassion he brings t o the 
needs of the poor. I have seen B i l l on a number of occasions 
i n t e r a c t i n g w i t h c l i e n t s who are i n desperate need of services, and 
I have seen the warmth and compassion he e x h i b i t s . 

B i l l i s , i n the immortal words of Martin Luther King, J r . , "a 
drum major f o r j u s t i c e . . . a drum major f o r righteousness". I 
know t h a t B i l l w i l l serve on the Board of D i r e c t o r s of the Legal 
Services Corporation w i t h d i s t i n c t i o n 

Sincerely, 

Richard Teit? 
Executive D i r e c t o r 
DIRECT PHONE: (314)454-6810 

RBT:bs 
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F. Wm. McCalpin 

Born (b)(6) 

Attended local schools; graduated from St. Louis University in 1943 with A.B. in Economics and from Harvard 
Law School with Ll.B in May, 1948. 

Admitted to the Missouri Bar in 1948 and the Illinois Bar in 1953. Joined Lewis, Rice & Fingersh as an Associate 
in 1948; panner from 1956-1991; retired partner since. Member of American College of Trial Lawyers. 

Served as President of the Bar Association of Metropolitan St. Louis 1961-62. Represented that Association in 
the House of Delegates of the American Bar Association 1966-72. Member of the Board of Governors of The 
Missouri Bar 1967-73. Director Missouri Lawyer Trust Account Foundation 1989-. Chairman Joint Committee 
of the Judicial Conference and The Missouri Bar on Public Perception of the Judiciary 1991-92. 

Assistant Secretary of the American Bar Association from 1975-79; Secretary 1979-83; House of Delegates 
1979-88. Chairman of the American Bar Association Standing Committee on Lawyer Referral Service 1964-65. 
Chairman of the American Bar Association Special Committee on Availability of Legal Services 1965-70. 
Chairman of the American Bar Association Special Committee on Prepaid Legal Services 1970-73. Chairman of 
the American Bar Association Standing Committee on Legal Aid and Indigent Defendants 1973-76 and 1983-85, 
Committee Member 1985-89. Member Consortium Legal Services and the Public 1988-, Chairman 1990-; 
Chairman Senior Lawyers Division 1991-92. 

Chairman of The Fellows of the American Bar Foundation and ex-officio Director of the Foundation 1976-77. 
Director and member of Executive Committee of the American Bar Foundation 1977-87; Vice President 1982-84; 
President 1984-86. President of the National Conference of Bar Presidents 1973-74. 

Director Missouri Legal Aid Society 1977-79; President 1977-78. Director of the Legal Aid Society of the City 
and County of St. Louis 1965-70. Member of the National Advisory Committee for the Legal Services Program 
of the Office of Economic Opportunity 1965-70. Member Board of Directors of the Legal Services Corporation 
1979-81; Chairman 1980-81. Member Board of Directors of National Legal Aid and Defender Association 1986-; 
president 1989-92. 

Trustee of the Junior College District of St. Louis and St. Louis County, Missouri, 1962-65; served as Treasurer 
and Vice President. Trustee and Secretary of St. Louis Educational Television Commission (KETC) 1965-72. 

Member of the Board of Trustees of St. Louis University 1971-74. Has served as President of the Alumni 
Federation of St. Louis University and of the Harvard Club of St. Louis. 

Member State of Missouri Coordinating Board for Higher Education 1974-82; Chairman 1974. 

Member of Board of Directors of Family and Children's Service of Greater St. Louis 1972-78, 1979-85. 

Recipient of St. Louis University Alumni Merit Award 1971, the Backer Award of St. Louis University High 
School 1986, and the Herbert Harley Award of the American Judicature Society 1987. Received American Bar 
Association Medal 1988. 

coy 



LEWIS, RICE & FINGERSH 
A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PARTNERSHIPS AND INDIVIDUALS 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

F. Wm. McCalpin 611 OUVE STREET St Louis, Missouri 
ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI 63101 Overhnd Pick, Kansas 

314/444-7600 ^ City Missouri 
, _, , „ C/ayton, Missouri 

TELECOPIER 314/241-6056 

November 1, 1992 

Hillary R. Clinton, Esq. 
120 East Fourth Street 
L i t t l e Rock, AR 72201 

Dear Hillary: 

Let me add my small bit to the tons of congratulations and 
best wishes that you and B i l l have received. As I listened to the 
returns on Tuesday night I could not help but re c a l l our 
conversation in St. Petersburg a year ago la s t July. When I asked 
you then i f B i l l would run, you said that he had not decided but 
that i f he did i t would certainly make for a change in your lives. 
I think you could not then have fully appreciated how profound 
those changes would be. 

I had a note from Mickey today acknowledging receipt of a copy 
of my earlier letter to you. Obviously, he shares in the credit 
for the success, the lions' share of which goes to you and B i l l . 
With a l l best wishes, I am 

Sincerely yours, 

F. vim^McCalpi McCalpin 

FWM:nc 

cc: Mickey Kantor, Esq. 
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November 3, 1992 

F. William McCalpin 
611 Olive Street 
St. Louis, Missouri 63101 

Dear B i l l : 

I have a copy of your l e t t e r to H i l l a r y i n September. Can 
you believe what's happening? We a l l can't wait t o see you. 

Sincerely, 

fantoi 

National Campciign Chair 

MK:bop 

NOV 0 7 1992 

National Campaign Headquarters • P.O. Box 615 • Little Rock. Arkansas 72203 • Telephone (501) 372-1992 • FAX (501) 372-2292 
Paid for by the Clinton/Gore '92 Commmee 

© P M . I I . ; ! ! on Rc-ccieti Parasr ttoigft'* 
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October 7, 1992̂  

F. Wm. McCalpin, Esq. 
Lewis, Rice & Fingersh 
611 Olive Street 
St. Louis, MO 63101 

Dear Bill: 

Thank you for your thoughtful and perceptive letter. I want you to know how much 
I personally appreciate your support and interest in Bill's candidacy. As you are aware, our 
task is enormous and challenging, and we need informed suggestions such as yours. 

I am especially grateful for your sharing the information about private litigation in the 
federal courts and am passing that on to Al Gore's staff. Also, your thoughts about ways 
to gain support of the pro-lifers are excellent. Perhaps we can make wise use of that 
emphasis. We value your input and thank you for passing your ideas our way. 

As the campaign progresses, Bill and I continue to be strengthened by the many 
positive responses and suggestions we receive from around the country. We welcome your 
participation and enthusiastic support in this great endeavor and encourage you to help 
further in any way you can. I hope you will encourage your family and friends to join you 
in voting for Bill and Al on November 3. 

Sincerely yours, 

illary Rodhan Clinton 

HRC:mca 

cc: Gore Staff 

National Campaign Headquarters • RO. Box 615 • Little Rock. Arkansas 72203 • Telephone (501) 372-1992 • FAX (501) 372-2292 
Paid lor by the Clinlon/Gore '92 Committee 

® Prmier l on Rocyc led Paper 1 2 ' i ? ^ ^ < 



LEWIS, RICE & FINGERSH 
A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PARTNERSHIPS AND INDIVIDUALS 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

F. Wm. McCalpin 611 OUVE STREET St. Louis. Missouri 
ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI 63101 Overhnd P,rk. Kansas 

314/444 7600 Kansas City. Missouri 
TELECOPIER 314^41 6056 C"y"}n- M i " ° u r i 

September 22, 1992 

Hillary R. Clinton, Esq. 
120 East Fourth Street 
L i t t l e Rock, AR 72201 

Dear Hillary: 

Several times over the last months I have stated the need I 
have f e l t to stay out of the Presidential campaign as long as I had 
any responsibility for collecting Republican support for a 
reauthorization of the Legal Services Corporation. We got a B i l l 
through the House in May and through the Senate Committee in early 
July. I t begins to look as though this may be as far as we w i l l go 
in 1992, although we harbor the hope that the Senate may be willing 
to give Warren Rudman a going away present which may or may not 
generate another Presidential veto. My most current information i s 
that the Appropriation B i l l for the forthcoming f i s c a l year may get 
by without a veto. 

In any event, i t i s about time for me to come out of the 
closet. While I am willing to be useful in any way that may seem 
appropriate, two potential avenues occur to me. 

Late last year and early this year I wrote a chapter in the 
ABA response to Quayle's diatribe on behalf of the Council on 
Competitiveness. More recently I have come into possession of some 
materials that indicate that private litigation i s down in the 
federal courts and that i f there continues to be a log jam there i t 
may be attributed to a very significant increase in f i l i n g s by the 
United States in c i v i l matters as well as criminal. I f I can be of 
assistance in fleshing out this issue I w i l l be happy to do so. 

The other area that seems a possibility to me, providing i t 
does not contradict campaign strategy, i s to attempt to develop 
some support for B i l l among persons who may be disposed to be pro 
l i f e . In various conversations here I detect an increasing 
disposition to eschew blind adherence to the Republicans on this 
issue. I believe that by stressing the greater support of a 
Clinton administration for women and children who may be born and 
not aborted i t may be possible to win over some of those folks. 



LEWIS, RICE & FINGERSH 

Hillary R. Clinton, Esq. 
September 22, 1992 
Page 2 

The numbers in Missouri look pretty good from the top of the 
ticket a l l the way down, with the possible exception of the Senate 
race. Apparently, our client, the St. Louis Post-Dispatch. was the 
f i r s t major newspaper to come out in support. Let me know i f there 
i s anything I can do. 

Sincerely, 

F. Wm. McCalpin 

FWM:nc 

cc: Mickey Kantor, Esq. 



July 2, 1992 

Hillary Rodham Clinton, Esq. 
120 East Fourth Street 
L i t t l e Rock, AR 72201 

Dear Hillary, 

I was delighted and even astonished to receive your note 
handwritten from San Francisco while you were in the midst of your 
busy travels. I t evoked an interesting response. When Peggy told 
Barbara Eagleton that I had received a handwritten note from you, 
Barbara raised her eyebrows at your giving that attention to a mere 
Republican. 

Actually, the base reason for this communication i s to bring 
you up to date on the reasons this Republican gave you earlier this 
year for sitting on the sidelines at the moment. As you may know, 
the House of Representatives passed an LSC Reauthorization B i l l in 
May by a margin of about 100 votes. Yesterday a similar Rudman-
Kennedy companion measure was marked up and voted out of the Senate 
Labor and Human Resources Committee by a vote of 12 to 5, having 
survived the usual veto threat, this time from the Justice 
Department instead of the White House. There are 25 sponsors in 
the Senate and an effort i s being made to get that up to 40 before 
the Report and the B i l l are filed for floor approval, which, in a 
farewell gesture to Rudman, i s very likely to come before the end 
of this session. Actually, we would probably get significantly 
more Republican support—including Danforth and Durenberger—but 
for the provision which deregulates the use of private funds, 
permitting LSC grantees to use them for donors' intended purposes, 
including possibly abortion matters. 



Hillary Rodham Clinton, Esq. 
July 2, 1992 
Page 2 

You w i l l be cheered by the anti-Bush ferment which I am seeing 
among Republican friends here. For the white, middle to upper 
class, suburban, Protestant Republicans, the issue seems to be 
choice. Among those who are retired, i t i s the economy with 
fall i n g interest rates significantly lowering retirement income at 
a time when prices continue to ri s e . 

Although I have not seen B i l l ' s comprehensive plan which has 
been issued, I was fascinated to read an account of i t in one of 
the syndicated columns the other day which referred to the fact 
that i t treated infrastructure in terms of people. I heard that 
speech in St. Petersburg a year ago and have frequently said that 
I thought that i t was one of the most imaginative and appropriate 
addresses to that subject that I had ever heard. I am enclosing a 
flyer which I have just received from the Center for Defense 
Information which has some interesting suggestions of how current 
military expenditures can be turned to the support of the kind of 
infrastructure which you and I believe i s necessary. 

I f I may venture one step further, I would like to offer a 
thought relevant to current discussions and issues about values. 
I t seems to me that the Republican party places the interests and 
concerns of business at the very core of i t s program and speaks 
about, but doesn't do much to assist, the interest and values of 
other segments of the population. I think i t i s time to start 
talking about values in business and industry, as well as families, 
and I don't think those interests are necessarily opposed. 

I have recently seen a remarkable commencement speech by the 
Dean of the Graduate School of Business at Washington University 
here to one of our upper class prep schools talking about the need 
to recognize, live and work with cultural diversity in the 
community. My son B i l l recently attended a meeting in the White 
House addressing environmental issues involving CEOs of such 
industries as Dow Chemical, General Electric and others, as well as 
foundations and government representatives. He was astonished that 
the industry representatives were willing to go further in 
protecting environmental values than the government representatives 
at the meeting were willing to let them go. I think that, from the 
Democratic perspective, i t i s entirely appropriate to talk about 
values in business, including employees, customers, the public, as 
well as shareholders and highly-paid executives. 

Well, enough of this from an old renegade Kutak-type 
Republican. Let me see what I can do about getting this LSC 



Hillary Rodham Clinton, Esq. 
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Reauthorization through and then come out of the closet. In the 
meantime, please give my regards to Mickey Kantor when you run 
across him. 

Sincerely, 

F. Wm. McCalpin 

FWM:nc 
Enc. 



gacpi 
Center for Defense Information 

Spending on the Military vs. Building America: Economic Trade-offs 

The cost of a single B-2 bomber, at least $2 Billion, translates into 424 elementary schools 
for 254,000 children. 

For the cost of one new F-117 stealth fighter, about $140 million, 4,200 additional 
policemen could be hired to patrol the violent streets of our largest cities. 

For the cost of one F-14D fighter plane, about $121 million, we could have almost 3,600 
more public school teachers to work for one year in America's inner-city schools. 

For the price of operating one Army division for a year, about $2 Billion, the United 
States could greatly expand literacy programs for America's 30 million functionally 
illiterate adults. 

For about what the American troops and equipment defending Japan cost, an estimated 
$10 Billion a year, the spending on American kindergarten through 12th grade schools 
could be brought up to international standards. 

'or less than the cost of one new $832 million Aegis destroyer, 263,374 pre-schoolers 
could participate in Head Start for one year. The Pentagon has requested funds for nine 
Aegis destroyers for 1992-93. 

According to the Pentagon's Inspector General's office, it will cost from $100 to $200 Billion 
to clean up all the military bases in the United States. Current DoD plans call for $100 
Billion to build Star Wars. 

For the cost of 370 new Tomahawk cruise missiles the Pentagon wants to buy over the 
next two years, about $500 million, we could clean up 15 of the worst hazardous waste 
dumps. 

For $1 Billion, the Navy wants to buy 21 additional Trident I I missiles, money that could 
provide prenatal care for 2,127,000 low-income families. 

For what the Air Force wants to spend on a new fleet of C-17 cargo planes, an estimated 
$25 Billion, there would be more than enough money to rehabilitate 1,300,000 public 
housing units. HUD consultants estimate the rehabilitation job would cost $20 Billion. 

For about what the Pentagon will spend on the F-22 fighter program, about $114 Billion, 
all of America's mass-transit systems could be modernized and expanded. According to one 
Uudy, about $91 Billion is needed to modernize and expand mass-transit systems. 

G«ne R. La Rocque Eugene J. Carroll , Jr. James A. Donovan James T. Bush 
Rear Admiral, USN (Ret.) Rear Admiral, USN (Ret.) Colonel. USMC (Ret.) CapUin, USN (Ret) 
Director Deputy Director Associate Director Associate Director 

1500 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W. • Washington, D.C. 20005 • Telephone (202) 862-0700 • Telex 904059 WSH (GDI) • FAX (202) 862-0708 
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The Woman Who Would Be Ms. President 
I am writing in response lo Cal 

Tttontes April 16 column, "A Radical 
Feminist For President'" 

Hillary Qinton represents the 
American female not only of the 
1990s but of the 21st century as well. 
Her outspokenness and what Thomas 
labels radicalism epitomize the frus­
tration Willi the male-dominated 
American political system that wom­
en have endured over the past few 
centuries. 

Sen. Tom Harkin of Iowa expressed 
similar if not (He same political views 
during his now-defunct presidential 
campaign. But I do not see Thomas 
attacking Harkln's "radicalism" or 
his liberal (the 1980s bad word) 
Ideas. According to Thomas, the male 
expresses his ideas whether they are 
political or otherwise When a female 
does t(ie same thing, she is outspoken. 

America needs Hillary Ginton. Not 
only Is she intelligent and, most im­
portant, honest she represents the 
ever-growing American female popu­
lation that tries and often succeeds in 
balancing a career and a family. She 

represents the 1960s baby boomers 
who are tired of the status quo of the 
American political system. She repre­
sents change not only in the political 
system but in the social system as 
well. 

America is tired of the Barbara 
Bushes of this world Thomas and 
people like him are afraid of Hillary 
Clinton's power surge in the White 
House if her husband is elected presi­
dent. My response to that is an old 
adage: Two heads are belter than 
one. In November, I am casting my 
vote for Hillary Clinton's husband for 
president of the United Stales. 

T. Bennett Burkemper Jr. 
Troy, Mo 

Cal Thomas' April 16 column is a 
glaring example of irresponsible jour­
nalism. To my certain knowledge, it 
is erroneous, untrue and misleading. 
The worst part is that Thomas knows 
or should know that, because the 
facts are a matter of public record 
and have been for more than 10 
years. 

He asserts that during Hillary Clin­

ton's last two years on the board of 
Legal Services Corp. she presided 
over certain actions of the corpora­

tion to which Thomas objects. Hillary 
Clinton left the board of the corpora-
tlon on Dec. 31.1981. During 15 of her 
last 24 months on the board, I, not 
she, was the chairman. She was sim­
ply one of 11 members of the board. 

Further, the board Itself had noth­
ing to do with the actions of which 
Thomas complains. The corporation 
represents no clients and provides no 
services; It simply Is an agency that 
grants funds lo more than 300 local 
legal aid agencies. Grantees use the 
grants to provide services within the 
framework of the statute and regula­
tions adopted by the board. As 
Thomas should know, the statute cre­
ating the corporation provides that 
the president of the corporation, not 
the board, makes the grants. 

Even if a grantee were somehow to 
misuse the funds, the board would 
have no power to halt the abuse. De-
funding requires a hearing before an 
independent hearing examiner. The 
charge that Hillary Clinton was some­
how responsible for the actions of the 
grantees is absurd. 

The charge that the corporation b 
a "radical organization" pursuing a 
liberal social agenda Is hackneyed, 
shopworn, obsolete and unsupported. 
In an Aug. 23.1981, article in the 
Post Dlspatcb, reporter William Frel-
vogel took up those charges in detail 
and found them to be flawed and un­
supported. Since then, the corpora­
tion has been In the hands of Reagan 
and Bush appointees who were not 
likely to follow a liberal social 
agenda. 

Thomas may be entitled to specu­
late on the role of Hillary Clinton as 
the spouse of a president. He Is not 
entitled to misrepresent her service 
on the board of the Legal Services 
Corp. I can attest that in the 32 
months I served with her, she was a 
hard-working, even-banded, intelli­
gent, devoted and effective director 
of a corporation charged with dis­
bursing upward of (300 million a 
year. 

F. William McCalpin 
St. Louis 
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Assistance Foundation 
Jose P a d i l l a , C a l i f o r n i a Rural Legal Assistance 

Foundation 

LSC Board of Di r e c t o r s 

December 4, 1992 

We are w r i t i n g t o urge t h a t you do whatever you can t o 
get Tom Smegal appointed t o the LSC Board of D i r e c t o r s . He 
would be a great appointment! 

Tom Smegal i s knowledgeable about p r o v i d i n g l e g a l 
services t o the poor because of his own pro bono e f f o r t s and 
because of his involvement w i t h l e g a l services organizations 
f o r the past 20 years. I t would be extremely h e l p f u l t o 
have at l e a s t one new Board member who i s f a m i l i a r w i t h the 
recent h i s t o r y of the Corporation, and Tom's f i v e years on 
the LSC Board during the 1980's make him an e x c e l l e n t 
choice. Moreover, Tom i s a l i f e l o n g Republican who was the 
managing partner of a large, p r e s t i g i o u s San Francisco law 
f i r m f o r 15 years and i s c u r r e n t l y a senior partner at the 
equal l y esteemed f i r m of Graham & James. Tom has held 
leadership p o s i t i o n s i n the American Bar Association and i s 
a former member of the Board of Governors of the State Bar 
of C a l i f o r n i a . He i s also the former President of the Bar 
Association of San Francisco. 

Tom's resume i s attached. 

114 Sansome Street, Suite 900 • San Francisco, California 94104-3820 • (415) 543-3307 FAX (415) 956-9024 
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THOMAS F. SMEGAL, JR. 
Partner, San Francisco Office 

SPECIALIZATION: 

EDUCATION: 

ADMITTED: 

BORN: 

Intellectual Property 

J.D., George Washington University Law School, Cum Laude 
(1961) 
B.S.Ch.E., Michigan College of Mining & Technology (1957) 

California, Virginia, the District of Columbia, the United States 
Supreme Court and the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

(b)(6) \ 

Mr. Smegal joined Graham & James as a lateral partner in 1992 and specializes in 
intellectual property and litigation matters. 

Prior to joining Graham & James, Mr. Smegal was a member of the law firm of Townsend 
& Townsend, which he joined in 1965. Mr. Smegal became a partner there in 1970 and 
served as the firm's managing partner from 1974 until 1989. Prior to his association with 
Townsend & Townsend, Mr. Smegal was a patent attorney with Shell Development 
Company. During the past 30 years, while engaged in the full-time practice of intellectual 
property law, Mr. Smegal has prepared and prosecuted over 1,000 U.S. patent and 
trademark applications, rendered over 200 infringement and validity opinions regarding U.S. 
patents, participated as lead trial counsel in United States District Court trials involving 
patent validity and infringement and served as an arbitrator in many intellectual property 
arbitrations. 

In 1984, Mr. Smegal was nominated by President Reagan to serve on the Board of 
Directors of the Legal Services Corporation. Mr. Smegal served on the eleven-member 
Board through 1989. In 1991, Mr. Smegal was appointed by the President of the American 
Bar Association to serve on its Standing Committee on Legal Aid and Indigent Defendants. 

In 1987, Mr. Smegal completed a three-year term as one of 15 elected lawyer members of 
the Board of Governors of the State Bar of California, serving as Vice President in his final 
year. He also served as a member of the California State Bar Conference of Delegates 
Executive Committee from 1981 until 1984, and as Chairman of the Patent, Trademark and 
Copyright Section of the California State Bar in 1979-80. 

Mr. Smegal currently serves on the Advisory Committee to the Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit; in the American Bar Association House of Delegates; as Chair of the ABA 

TFS0E2.P50 



Section Officers Conference, and as Vice President of the Board of Directors of the 
International Association of Intellectual Property Lawyers. 

Mr. Smegal is a former President of the Bar Association of San Francisco and the 
American Intellectual Property Law Association. Mr. Smegal has also served as Chairman 
of the American Bar Association Section of Patent, Trademark and Copyright Law; as 
Chairman of the Board of Directors of the National Council of Intellectual Property Law 
and as President of the National Inventors Hall of Fame Foundation. 

Among the other law organizations of which Mr. Smegal was formerly President are: the 
Board of Directors of the Legal Aid Society of San Francisco; the San Francisco Bar 
Association Foundation; the San Francisco Institute of Criminal Justice (OR Project); and 
the Patent Law Association of San Francisco. 

TFS0E2.P50 
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Commentary 
LSC's Disservice to Indigents Is Fo y 

Whctter hiiing loMtyim n uk Con-
grot for k u money to their budget, or 
urging Pietideat Rould Reagu to veto 
in enure ipproprauofu bill jut to lull 
funding for legil lervkes — or advocat­
ing for iu outright abolition — the current 
board of the Legal Service* Corp. 11 a 
study in excess. 

If we were not dealing with so serious a 
miner as the legal rights of the poor, 
their antics would be hysterical. As it is. 
the attitudes of the majority of this board 
toward the poor and the dedicated lawyers 
and paralegals who serve them is one of 
the saddest spectacles I have ever witnes­
sed. The pencil-slim. 6-5 majority on the 
Legal Services board ia an embarrassment 
to our govenunem and a diaaervice to the 
indigents of this country, whom Congress 
desires to have legal representation. 

Like his predecessor, Clart Duram. 
current chairman Michael Wallace has at­
tempted to hobble LSC gram recipients 
through a never-ending senea of harassing 
regulations or. worse diabolical plou to 
undercut recipients' abdity to effectively 
represent their indigent clients. 

When 1 first began my service on the 
LSC board in December 19*4, there were 
not nearly as many of my colleagues who 
shared my views aa there are today. In the 
old days many, many votes were 9-to-2 — 
and I was one of the two. Now I am coo-
sistemly joined in my opposition to the 
unwise and destructive policy initiatives 
of the majority by four other members of 
the board. Thia is leaa a reflection on my 
advocacy than on the outngeous behavior 
of the majority. 

mrto WDcrniw 
The corporaooo's propoaed budget for 

1990. adopted by 6-9 majority, asks not 
for a freeze at they have during the pre­
vious years, but for a dtcrtau from our 

' current approphauon. In the face of 
overwhelming evidence thai only a tiny 
fracooa of the legal needs of America's 
poor are now being met. the Legal Ser­
vices Corp. comet to the Congress and 
asks for leu money than it is spending 
today. The proposal would simply main­
tain basic field programs: it would eli­
minate all state and national support cen­
ters: it would destroy the National Clear­
inghouse for Legal Services, the regional 
training centers and the computer ataistad 
legal reseaicti centers. In short, it would 
gut all eaacaial componcnti of aa effisc-
ove national legal services delivery sys­
tem for whicta Congress hat spedficatly 
eannarked ftinda for the past (bur yean. 

I daresay that the majority it unique in 
its budget request. It hat made t deli-

. beraie decision not ta compete for Coo-
grest' anenaoo and support. It hat never 
even requested in inflabonaiy increaae to 
maintain eaitdng program staff and ser­
vices. Thit i m a i f i to LSC't own cor-
poranoo n f f who received a coal-of-
linnf iis uaaa aa recently at Jan. I. 

The bodfa LSC subnuaad it a rhet­
orical imti ina j that has nothing to do 
wnh the ratty of legai tcrvicaa today. 
Then it aet OH word ia « about what 
our gnaeea do with the money we pro­
vide them, bow many dints they serve, 
or the quality of their work. Time is no 
word of praise or support. The entire tone 
of their budget proposal ta one of sua-
picioo and hostility toward the local pro­
grams. Why else would there be so much 
discussion of fraud and abuaa when, de-
spile the 15 million a year LSC haa used 
over the paal Ave years aggressively 
monitoring our grantees, the corporation 
has found no evidence of fraud or abuaa 
by our progmna? 

SUSMM OOSTOM nmoatt 
In other emasculating acoon. the board 

voted to lake a credit igamst grams of 75 
percent of all attorneys' fees that exceed 
SIOO.OOO received by legal services pro-

Tkimm F. Sugaf Jr u a panttr « Ar So* 
Fnndta firm of TVMIMI* wtf Timumf 
md winter of d* board of At Uial Strmca 
Carp, nit commmary if odefttd from lm-

In drlitmd March IS to tt* 
SM&O^MCM oa ConMrm. 

BY 
THOMAS F. 
SMEGAL JR. 

gram after Nov I. 1988 — acoon taken 
in the face of overwhelming opposition of 
more than 400 comments received by 
LSC. all but one negative. When it was 
suggested that this provision would serve 
only to punish those programs that were 
aggressive, effective and successful in 
serving their clients, the chairman agreed 
and adnuoed that was his purpose. 

Presently under consideration is an­
other proposed regulation thai will hmher 
dry up funda available to deliver legal 
services to the poor. LSC has proposed to 
severely restrict the use of private funds 
donated by United Way, private founda­
tions, bar assocationt. community organ-
tzalions or even individual comnbuton, 
such as myself No longer could private 
hinds be used to represent victims of 
domestic violence, the elderly, disabled, 
fanners or others, if they could not qual­
ify under LSC eligibility standarda. Often 
private funds are eannarked for such 
represenuuon only if the program doct 
not impose a means test. 

Even more absurd, private hinds could 
not be used to match funds under the 
Older Americans Aa or Oevelopmemal 
Oisabiloiea Act. both of which prehibit 
the uae of a means test. At a conse­
quence, more than S12 miUioo received 
by legal services programs under these 
federal sianitea would no longer be avail­
able. 

If this proposal is enacted, private and 
non-LSC federal funds will be signif­
icantly reduced, staff laid off. fewer eli­
gible cliems served, offices closed, and 
programs limited in using private funda to 
leverage funding from stale and local 
government souicet. 

Since the halcyon days of 19(1 when 
the Legal Services Corp. waa funded al 
S321 million, theoretically providing 
"minimum access'' or two lawyen per 
10,000 poor people, our granteea have 
susttined a lots in federal funding, ad­
justed for inAaooa, of about 40 peroen. 
Private and other public funds and the 
redoubled voiuntaiy efforts of bar asso­
ciations, though invaluable, can never 
begin to make up for the significant loss 
of federal funding thai our grantees have 

program year had already begun. No 
program had been warned that thia policy 
change was in the works. 

On top of the budgeung squeezes. LSC 
staff imposed something like 23 new 
"special conditions'' on each program. 
Most were reporting rquiremenu. Several 
required estensive documentation of each 
contact - including phone calls - to any 
nanonal or stale support center or re­
gional mining center. Many of these new 
gnu conditions were poorly worded or 
unclear. 

When asked for clahficauon. LSC staff 
gave differing and even conflicting inter­
pretations Recipients were thus put into 
the position of trying to comply with new 
requirements neither they nor LSC un­
derstood. 

Some of the conditions posed real 
problems of compliance completely out­
side of the recipient's control, like filling 
board vacancies by certain dates, regaid-
leas of whether the organizationa that do 
the appoinliag have scheduled raeetinp 
within that time frame. Many bar associ­
ations, like the Stale Bar of California on 
whote board of govenun I recently 
served, have carefully eoaMisbed pro­
cedures for tppoiming board mcagben. 
which taka Ave or six moaha 10 com­
plete. Bar tttociarions cannot and will not 
immedialciy dunge their procedures to 
conform to some new request of LSC 
communicated in gnat mnditinm dut 
were heretofore unknown. 

CUTTMS somen TO ALCMS 
Far outweighing these regulatory 

haaalcs, LSC hat undertaken new reg­
ulatory paths exusmg greater ditnipoon 
and chaoa among our granaeet. The worn 
recent regulatory mmatma an unparaUed 
ia their intrusive tad punitive m m is the 
history of thit Board. 

At the end oMtnuary. the LSC board 
patted an f i lm live revisioa of the ragi^ 

Jaate*. Slau. * * Jadiaar , aad n loud ofm-
nrs. 

In stale after state, recent studies have 
shown that the vast majority of the legal 
needs of poor people currently go unmet, 
even with increased slate aad private 
ftmding. In Maryland, for example, with 
a vigorous IOLTA program and strong 
private bar involvement, only 20 pern.us 
of the legal needs of the poor are served 
today: in Maitachuseos only 15 perceet 
of the needy population is being served, 
despite an active private bar and a sou 
program that helps to fund legtl services; 
in North Dakota, fully 95 percent of poor 
people's legal needs ire not being ser­
viced. And still, the majority of this boaid 
has the audacity to ask for cuts in the LSC 
budget. 

FOUB-MONTO FUNDOW CTCU 
In another obvious attempt 10 disrupt 

existing delivery of legal services, earty 
this year the LSC president sent a letter to 
all LSC-funded legal services prognmt 
announcing thai they would not receive a 
full year's gram. In an indrprmkiil move 
not considered by the full board. LSC 
staff determined that they would withhold 
full year's grams until mid-year grant 
applicauona were reviewed in Match. 
Thit programs into a four-
month cycle, v f( y, 
prognmt received a hill year commit-
mem. LSC am 1 thia policy after the 

The new regulation forbids legal services 
prognmt from serving aliens who r u e i n 
permanent resident ttatut under the gen­
eral amnesty provisioas of the 19M im­
migration reform. DtCA, for a period of 
five yean. DtCA does not require thit 
result tad, in bet, specifically delegates 
to the U.S. attorney general the authority 
to determine which prognmt an subject 
to the five-year diaqualiflcatioa. 

The attorney general hat not yet ittued 
final DtCA regutanons. bu the corpora­
tion hat tilflpmil its proposal tnyway, ef­
fectively usurping the Justice Depan-
mem'i statutory rote. The Senate has told 
LSC that ita interpretation of DtCA it 
wrong, and both houses of Congress haw 
snested that the Corporation haa no au­
thority 10 act before the Justice Dcpafl-
ment does. Yet Corponboa plant 10 pub­
lish the flnal regulaboa anyway, repid-
lesa of what Coogrett hat said and the 
h a thai the Justice Deperaneat haa not 

propnauon that included funda for LSC 
Congress adopted a nder that will requin 
a new board — that has yet to be nonu 
nated or confirmed — 10 develop a %} 
for competitive award of all grams am 
coniracts. including suppon 1 ,. to tx 
effecuve after Sept. 30. 

The nder does not authorue the currem 
board to do anything. Nevertheless. LSC 
has requested SI million is pan of its 
fiscal 1990 budget to develop and im­
plement competitive bidding. While the 
budget request said only that the funds 
will cover the cost of educating prospec­
tive providers and their local communities 
about the availability of federal funds for 
legal services snd developing end dis­
seminating requests for proposals. LSC's 
press release said the propoaed bidding 
proceaa will use a system of "multi-year 
grams under which eventually no 
than one-third of the program areaa would 
be subject to competition in any one 
year." 

Neither Congress nor LSC hat said 
what it meana by competition. Com­
petitive bidding could merely peri­
odic competition for the gnntt that sup­
port one basic service provider in a 
gnographic area, or it could mean some­
thing else. 

The something else could undermine 
the cunem delivery syscenl tad fragment 
services by breaking up the service srei 
iao small, arbitnnly defined geographic 
areaa, each served by a sepenie private 
firm or nonprofit oignnizauuo, by split* 
ting services along substantive lines wnh 
separate contracts being let foe 
like iirniwilnri divorces, laadlord/tenani 

1 mil resah in the kua 
of h n l control dot hat been the hallmark 
of the legal services program. It 
reaah ia the loss of r rmrn tn of tcala 
aad efficiency. Iota of coordination aad 
the ability to ifftaliitly natwork anaaia 
legal services providers who. 
would be mmpmng for scarce LSC doi-
lan rather than ujnrrmrsnng oa effective 
repretcntatioa. It would lead to ad-
miattntive overlap tad exsenive over­
hand expenses for the coiitraciort as well 
a for LSC. which would have enonnoaa 

for arimininration aad evat-

While it it not yet before the LSC 
Board for public riisnnsion, the lateat atr 

tempt to limit LSC grantee ~ 
ing their indigent clieatt with All) 
to our justice system involves da 
poraboa's myopic view of the Voting 
Rights Act The board will vote oa a staff 
proposal 10 prohibit all LSC ageaciat 
from handling any challenge 10 redistnet-
ing or census activities. Comments an 
due to the LSC board by April 13. Al­
legedly mtenhng to ensure - that ftadt 
available 10 recipieatt will be utilized lo 
the maximum extent for the datively of 
baaic day-today legal services 10 eligible 
poor individuals." the propoaal. mia-
named "Prohibition oa Redistncting 
Cues" actually seeks (he shelter of seve­
ral indevaat sections of the LSC act. The 
propoaed regulatioo it nothing more than 
another thinly-disguisad anempi by (he 
cmputtton to subven the 
uatutory rote of local programa m i 
their own pnomet, a flmdameatal OO^H 
pooem of the act creating the Lefal Ser­
vices Corp. 

t O W U I I M I QOAitiiiT, 
TT 

In to the Reagan admmutn-
tioa's in veto (he fiscal 1919 ap-

Tha only justification that LSC haa 
piuatnted for inttinning compeunve bid­
ding waa sated in the prett sc-
uutnpaaywg the budget request: "The ia-
troducboa of competitive bidding will 
bring LSC into line with standard prac­
tices ated by both private and government 
grammaken, and will open the delivery 
of legal sernces to a larger of 
providers. Logically, expanding the pool 
of potential service providers ia any one 
geufrsphic area will encourage program 
adhenaca to ooamct terms and pnacipien 
of maaagenal cfficicacy." 

thit translates to n u n cases for leaa 
money. Cost per case is the only aaerioa 
LSC it spparendy going to consider In-
created quality of iqaeauuutiua it m* 

at a goal, neither it iacreaied 
1 to local needs or enhanced 

abiihy to improve the Uvea of poor people 
generaUy. The goal ia the privaiizatua 
aad oommercializatian of legal service*. 

U is dear that impiememmg I-
iaed comptritioa for LSC fonda now. ba­
llon any cntena or minlaida an 
oped, would be a costly mistake. 

But when exitoag programs an per-
fortmng adequately or are making sub-
naaaal efforts to improve sen re-
qamag a uai^mitirei for the graa nmdt 
would be a useless exercise tha would 
oaty iajec! uzmecesury mstabibry without 
producing any measurable benefit. 

LSC haa spent imlUom of dollan over 
die laat eight yean 10 monitor | for 
1 nnjilitili n wnh the "process" requtre-
mtaa of the act aad regulations, but vir­
tually nodung to catan that the «emc*» 

an provided an of high qaalar LSC 

will prutumc quality service*. The 
LSC pnaa reteaae it a tart sdmissioa thit 
it not about quality, bid oaly 

and coat. 
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John O'Toole, National Center f o r Youth Law 
Ramon Arias, San Francisco Neighborhood Legal 

Assistance Foundation 
Jose P a d i l l a , C a l i f o r n i a Rural Legal Assistance 

Foundation 

LSC Board of D i r e c t o r s 

December 4, 1992 

We are w r i t i n g t o urge t h a t you do whatever you can to 
get Tom Smegal appointed t o the LSC Board of D i r e c t o r s . He 
would be a great appointment! 

Tom Smega-1 i s knowledgeable about p r o v i d i n g l e g a l 
services t o the poor because of h i s own pro bono e f f o r t s and 
because of h i s involvement w i t h l e g a l services organizations 
f o r the past 20 years. I t would be extremely h e l p f u l t o 
have at l e a s t one new Board member who i s f a m i l i a r w i t h the 
recent h i s t o r y of the Corporation, and Tom's f i v e years on 
the LSC Board during the 1980's make him an e x c e l l e n t 
choice. Moreover, Tom i s a l i f e l o n g Republican who was the 
managing partner of a large, p r e s t i g i o u s San Francisco law 
f i r m f o r 15 years and i s c u r r e n t l y a senior partner at the 
equ a l l y esteemed f i r m of Graham & James. Tom has held 
leadership p o s i t i o n s i n the American Bar Association and i s 
a former member of the Board of Governors of the State Bar 
of C a l i f o r n i a . He i s also the former President of the Bar 
Association of San Francisco. 

Tom's resume i s attached. 

114 Sansome Street, Suite 900 • San Francisco, California 94104-3820 • (415) 543-3307 FAX (415) 956-9024 
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THOMAS F. SMEGAL, JR. 
Partner, San Francisco Office 

SPECIALIZATION: 

EDUCATION: 

ADMITTED: 

BORN: 

Intellectual Property 

J.D., George Washington University Law School, Cum Laude 
(1961) 
B.S.Ch.E., Michigan College of Mining & Technology (1957) 

California, Virginia, the District of Columbia, the United States 
Supreme Court and the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

(b)(6) 

Mr. Smegal joined Graham & James as a lateral partner in 1992 and specializes in 
intellectual property and litigation matters. 

Prior to joining Graham & James, Mr. Smegal was a member of the law firm of Townsend 
ifc Townsend, which he joined in 1965. Mr. Smegal became a partner there in 1970 and 
served as the firm's managing partner from 1974 until 1989. Prior to his association with 
Townsend & Townsend, Mr. Smegal was a patent attorney with Shell Development 
Company. During the past"30 years, while engaged in the full-time practice of intellectual 
property law, Mr. Smegal has prepared and prosecuted over 1,000 U.S. patent and 
trademark applications, rendered over 200 infringement and validity opinions regarding U.S. 
patents, participated as lead trial counsel in United States District Court trials involving 
patent validity and infringement and served as an arbitrator in many intellectual property 
arbitrations. 

In 1984. Mr. Smegal was nominated by President Reagan to serve on the Board of 
Directors of the Legal Services Corporation. Mr. Smegal served on the eleven-member 
Board through 1989. In 1991, Mr. Smegal was appointed by the President of the American 
Bar Association to serve on its Standing Committee on Legal Aid and Indigent Defendants. 

In 1987, Mr. Smegal completed a three-year term as one of 15 elected lawyer members of 
the Board of Governors of the State Bar of California, serving as Vice President in his final 
year. He also served as a member of the California State Bar Conference of Delegates 
Executive Committee from 1981 until 1984, and as Chairman of the Patent, Trademark and 
Copyright Section of the California State Bar in 1979-80. 

Mr. Smegal currently serves on the Advisory Committee to the Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit; in the American Bar Association House of Delegates; as Chair of the ABA 

TFS0E2.P5O 



Section Officers Conference, and as Vice President of the Board of Directors of the 
International Association of Intellectual Property Lawyers. 

Mr. Smegal is a former President of the Bar Association of San Francisco and the 
American Intellectual Property Law Association. Mr. Smegal has also served as Chairman 
of the American Bar Association Section of Patent, Trademark and Copyright Law; as 
Chairman of the Board of Directors of the National Council of Intellectual Property Law 
and as President of the National Inventors Hall of Fame Foundation. 

Among the other law organizations of which Mr. Smegal was formerly President are: the 
Board of Directors of the Legal Aid Society of San Francisco; the San Francisco Bar 
Association Foundation; the San Francisco Institute of Criminal Justice (OR Project); and 
the Patent Law Association of San Francisco. 

TFS0E2.P50 
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Commentary 

LSC's Disservice to Indigents Is Folly 
Whetter hinng lobby u a n ask Con-

ireaa for kaa money in their bud gel. or 
uriini PmidnM Ronald Reafan to veto 
an emu* eppropnauona bill just lo kill 
tiindin| for l<(al tervicei — or advocat-
in| for ita own (hi aboliuon — the curmt 
board ot die Legal Servicca Corp. u a 
uudy in etceat. 

If we were not dealing with to jeriotB a 
matter as the legal rights of the poor, 
their antics would be hysterical. As it is. 
the aunides of the majority of this board 
toward the poor and the dediciifd lawyen 
and paralegals who serve them is one of 
the saddest spectacles I have ever witnes-
ud The pcncil-tlim. 6-5 majority on the 
Legal Servicca board ia an embwraasflienl 
10 our government and a diaaervice to the 
indigents of thia country, whom Congresa 
desires to have legal repraaemation. 

Uke his predecessor. Clart Duram. 
current chairman Michael Wallace has at­
tempted to hobble LSC gram raciptena 
through a never-ending aenea of haraaaing 
regulauona or. worse rtiahnliral plou lo 
undercut recipients' ability to effectively 
represent their indigent clients. 

When I first began my •enic* on the 
LSC board in December 1984. there were 
not nearly aa many of my coUogucs who 
shared my views aa there are today In the 
old days many, many voles were 9-io-2 — 
and I waa one o( tbe two. Now I am cos-
ttstemly joined in my opposition to tbe 
unwise and destructive policy initiatives 
of ihe majority by four other members of 
the board. Thia is leaa a reflection on my 
advocacy than on the tniuageuus behavior 
of the majority. 

The corponnon'i propoaed budget for 
1990. adopted by 6-S majority, asks not 
for a freeze aa they have during the pre­
vious years, but for a dtcrtau frotn our 

" current appropriation. In tbe face of 
ovenvbelnung evidence that only a any 
fraction of the legal needs of America's 
poor are now being met. the Legal Ser­
vices Corp. cooiea lo the Congreaa and 
asks for leaa money than it is spending 
today The propoaal would simply main­
tain basic field programs: it would eli­
minate all uate and national support cen­
ters: it would destroy the National Clear-
inghouac for Legal Services, the rtgiuaal 
training centers and the computer aaaiamd 
legal rescareb ccmen. In short, it would 
gut all eaacaial i ianpminna of an effec­
tive national legal servicaa delivery syv 
tern for wtucb Congreaa haa specifically 
eannarked hinds for the paal four yean. 

I dareaay thai the majority is unique in 
its budget requen. h haa made a deti-

. beraie dec moo aer to i nn«aa for Con­
greaa' aaeaooa and support. It bat never 
even requested an inflttonary mm an to 
maintain eauoaf program staff aad aer-
nom Thia iiwaissii to LSC s oara oor-
pmatain n f l wbn received a coal-of-
Uvmg mcreaaa aa reesty aa Jaa- I. 

The bod«a LSC aftraiued a a rhet-
orical m ^ i a i y that baa nothing in do 
wnh tte waiay of bgal aarvoa today 
Then • am eaa word m a atom what 
our gnattea do wnh the ratmey we pn> 
vide than, bow many clients they serve, 
or the quality of their work. There is no 
word of praise or suppon. Tbe enure tone 
of their budget propoaal ia one of ua-
picioo and hostility toward the local pro-
gntm. Why else would there be so much 
discussioa of fraud and abuse when, de­
spite the S3 oilboo a year LSC has used 
over the past five yean aggressivcty 
momtonng our granuea. the corporanoa 
baa found ao i iitlrnra of fraud or abuse 
by out profratns? 

ILUMMOHniMI 
la other emaacuianng acooa. the board 

vtaed to take a credit against gnas of 7} 
pereem of all attoraeya' fees thai eacacd 
SIOO.OOO received by legal services pro-

• f Twiiaf Jr. u * penwr « rtr i a i 
F w w c * firm of Tawmd omd Tommatad 
md imn^rr of UW board o f d * Lena/ Smscn 
Carp. JKs •miaiiiy a adap*d from rrsn-
aamf kr drliwrad Hard) IS u ma HomM 

imi^:l ' lMH,M 

BY 
THOMAS F. 
SMEGAL JR. 

gram after Nov 1. I9U -
in the face of overwhelming oppoaiuon of 
more than 400 comments received by 
LSC. all but one negauve. When n was 
suggested that this provision would serve 
only to punish those programs that were 
aggresaive. effective and successful in 
serving ihtir clients, the chamnaa agmd 
and admitted that was his purpose. 

Presently under conaideratiaa is an­
other propoaed regulation that will further 
dry up funda available to deliver legal 
services to the poor. LSC has pmpueed to 
severely restrict the use of private fondt 
donated by United Way. private founda­
tions, bar assocationa. community orgaa-
izationa or even individual contributors, 
such as myself. No longer could private 
funds be used to represem victims of 
domestic violence, the elderly, disabled, 
fanners or others, if they could not qual­
ify under LSC eligibility standarda. Often 
private funds are earmarked for such 
representation only if the program does 
not impose a meana teat. 

Even more absurd, pnvaae funds could 
not be used to match funds under the 
Older Americans Act or Developmental 
Disabiloies Aa . bath of which prohibit 
tbe use of a meana teat. Aa a conse­
quence, more than SI2 nullioa received 
by legal services programs under these 
federal statutea would no longer be avail­
able. 

If thia propoaal is enacted. pnvMe and 
non-LSC federal funda will be signtf-
icamly reduced, staff laid off. fewer eli­
gible cItems served, offices closed, and 
programs limned in uaing private funda to 
Itvcnge funding from state and local 

Since tbe halcyon days of 1911 when 
tbe Legal Services Corp was funded at 
S321 million, theoretically providing 
"Runitnum access'' or two lawyen per 
10.000 poor people, our granteea have 
nistamed a km in federal funding, ad-
jussed for inflation, of sbout 40 pereen. 
Pnvaae and other public funds and the 
redoubled voluntary efforts of bar aaeo 
cianoaa. though invaluable, can never 
begin to make up for the ugnificaei loaa 
of federal hutting thai our 

'•on. Siau. aw Jadmary md nlmad apa-
on. 

la state after stal 
A o n that the vast majority of the legal 
aeeda of poor people currently go uanM. 
even with increased staae and pnvate 
hndiag. In Maryland, for eaatnpfc. with 
a vigorous IOLTA program and snng 
pnvate bar involvemesl. only 20 perecat 
of the legal needs of the poor art served 
today : in Massachusetts only 15 percent 
of die needy populauoo is being served, 
dcapite an active pnvate bar and a stats 
program that helpa to fund legal services, 
in Nonh Dakota, hilly 93 percent of poor 
people's legal needs an not being ser­
viced. And still. the majonty of (hit baai4 
has the audacity to ask for cuts in the LSC 
budget. 

Fouurami nmonw CTCU 
la another otrvioua anempi ta disrupt 

eusung delivery of legal services, earty 
this year the LSC president scat a tetter to 
all L5C-runded legal services programa 
announcing that they would not receive a 
foil year s gram, la aa indgptndm move 
not onaidcrair by the foil board. LSC 
anff deterauned thai they would withhold 
foil year t grama unnl msd-year grata 
appiicauocs were reviewed is March. 
Thia throws moat programs mo a fnur-

I cycle. ft y. 
programa received a foil year comnut-
mem. LSC announced this policy after the 

program year had already begun. No 
program had been warned that this policy 
change was in the works. 

On top of the budgeting squceira. LSC 
staff imposed something like 23 new 
"special conditions ' on each program. 
Most were reponmg rquiremenu Several 
required ettensive documentation of each 
conm - including phone calls - to any 
national or state suppon center or re­
gional training center. Many of these new 
grant conditions were poorly worded or 
unclear. 

When asked for clanfication. LSC staff 
gave differing and even confliciing inter­
pretations. Recipients were thus put into 
the poauioa of trying to comply with new 
requiremcnta neither they nor LSC un­
derstood. 

Some of the condittons posed real 
problems of compliance completely out­
side of the recipieni s control, like filling 
board vacancies by certain dates, regaid-
Icsa of whether die orgamiannoa that do 
the appoumng have scheduled meeunp 
within that tune frame Many bar aaaoo-
anoos. like the Stan Bar of California oa 
whose board of governors I recently 

have carefully rstablishert pro-
' tppniiaing board mexcters. 

which take five or six nsooths to com­
plete. Bar associations cannot aad will a a 

' i n 
conform to some new requea of LSC 

that 

hittoty of this Bocrd. 
At the n d of laaaaty. the LSC board 

paaaed an eneosrve reviaaoa of the regn-
Isooos governing legal smrens » sliena. 
The new refulaooa fortnds legal services 
programs from serving aliens who reea»* 

propnauon that included funds for LSC 
Congress adopted a nder that will requin 
a new board — that haa yet to be nomi 
nated or confirmed — to develop a systefl 
for compeutive sward of all grants an 
contneu. including suppon i . to br 
effective after Sept 30 

The nder does not authorue the currem 
board to do anything. Nevertheless. LSC 
has requested SI nuiliaa ss pen of its 
fiscal 1990 budget to develop and im 
plemera compeunve bidding. While the 
budget request said only thai the 
will cover the cost of educaung prospec­
tive providers and their local communities 
about the availability of federal funds lot 
legal services snd developing snd dis­
seminating requests for propoaals. LSC't 
press release said the propoaed biddtng 
proceaa will uae a system of "mulu-year 
grams under which eveomally no 
than one-third of the program areaa would 
be subject to compeuuoa u any one 
year." 

Neither Congreaa nor LSC tm sari 
what it meana by compeuuoa. Cotn-
pecav* bidding could merely pen-
odic rfmw t̂itMmi for the grams that sup­
port one basic service provider in s 
gaograpbac area, or a could mean some­
thing else 

Tbe snmrrhmg else could uadcnmne 
tbe currem delivery syssetn and fngmes 
services by breaking up the service area 
iau small, arboranly defined feognphK 
areaa. each served by a separate pnvate 
firm or oonpeofil .^^•niiMam, by ^tlit-
ong services along subataauve lues wnh 
acpanae comncts besag let for 
like IMS iwarstril divorces. Undlonl/teaam 
I I — I I . aad public bcaefita. wnhoul ia-
gwdio local concerns. 

Any o m t p m o B wiD reaah in the loaa 
of local ooaBnl that has been die haUmarlt 
of the legal services program. It would 
t M k m the loaa of acooonm of scale 
aad eflVdeney, loaa of coordinaoon and 
the ability in cfleaivdy amarark amnag 
legal servicca providers who. 
woald be coopctuig for scarce LSC doi-

eral amnesty provisioua of the 19*6 an-
nugnuon reform. R C A . for a penod of 
five yean. DtCA doea not requin this 
reauh ami. ia fea, specifically ililigaai 
to the U.S. anoncy general the aufrmil) 
to dwmtunr which ptuglams an subject 
in the five-year rtiaqusliftmooa. 

The attorney general haa not yd iatued 
final DtCA refulaooa. bu the capon-
tsoe has adopted da propoaal anyway, ef­
fectively uaurpmg the Justice Depan-
mem'a stslutory role. Tbe Senate haa told 
LSC thai in imupmauuu of LRCA is 

lofCoagreahava 
toeaaed thm the Corporatsoa haa ao aa-
thonty to aa before tbe lusace Dopan-
mem doea. Yet Corponuoa plana to pub-
bah die final regulaoon anyway, regard­
less of wtm Congress has said and the 
h a that the Juauca Dcpanmea hat am 

While it ia am ya before die LSC 
Board for public diacuaaioa. the latest m-
tempt to limn LSC grantees frao prtrnd-
tng their mrtigim cliems wna fuU acxeas 
to our jusae* syana involves the cor-
poraDou s tnyopac view of the Voting 
Rights Aa. Tbe board will vote on a saff 
propoarf to protuba all LSC agencies 
from handling any rhallmgr to redntna-
ing or census scuvnses. Cmnieiai an 
due m the LSC board by Apnl I } . Al­
legedly tmendint to ensure "thm K m * 
available to recipnmi will be laoltaed to 
the mautmim extent for the delivery of 
beas dsy-to-day legal semcee to eligible 
poor individuals.'' the proposal, mia-
namcd "Probibiuon oa Redistncnag 
Cases" actually seeks the shelter of srve-
n l itrelevsB sacooaa of the LSC act. Tta 
propoaed regulaooo is nodung more tea 
aamher thinly-disguised aacapi by the 
cocpornDoa in subven ilia apprapnmt. 
oaoaory role of local progmaa a samag 
their o n pnonuea. a 
pooem of the am aeanng the Ugri Sar-
vieetCorp. 

representauoa. It would lead to ad-
miiirnitrr overlap and exoeearre ovu • 
bead rsprnsra for the ujrujaams a weU 
as for LSC. which would I 
euirnat for 

The only justification thm LSC haa 
pnunainl for instiluting tompeiiuw bid­
ding was staled a the press tc-
ooapaoying the budget request: "The a -
aoduroon of cotnpeuuve bidding will 
bring LSC mm line with standaid pne-
tica used by both pnvate and gov 

• j i — • — 
i. aad will open the delivery 

of legal tervieca to a larger of 
piwideii Logically, expanding the poet 
of poseetial service providers ia soy one 

' will 

abttey n iatprave the Uvea of poor | 
generally. The goal is the pnvau 
sad oonancnnalizsDon of legal scm 

U ia ctam 'Am implcacmmf generat-
iaad mmpmnna for LSC fonda mm. tm-
fan nay cmmia or Mandarta an deiwfr-
opad, would be a coatly mistake 

Bm when ei isnag ptugiaun are pai -
forming tilnpimnlj or are making sub-
aBaori cffoTO to tfl^rovc scrvicea. r^ 
qunag • uaupmuoo for the 
would ba a useless escreisc thm would 

instability < 

LSC haa ipea nullsom of dodan over 
da lam agbl yean to mooitor graaaca for 

of tht aa aad regulauona. ba w -

tesnp^Jd M af 'hJT LSC 
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P5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President 

and his advisors, or between such advisors |a)(S) 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 record misfile defined in accordance with 44 U.S.C. 
2201(3). 

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request. 

b(l) National security classified information [(b)(1) of the FOIA) 
b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of 

an agency 1(b)(2) of the FOIA) 
b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute 1(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 1(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 

concerning wells |(b)(9) of the FOIA) 



Withdrawal/Redaction Marker 
Clinton Library 

DOCUMENT NO. 
AND TYPE 

SU BJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION 

006. binder 
section 

Nominee for Legal Services Corporation Board (6 pages) nd b(6) 

COLLECTION: 
Clinton Presidential Records 
First Lady's Office 
Pam Cicetti 
OA/Box Number: 12502 

FOLDER TITLE: 
Legal Services Corporation Board Nominees [binder] [2] 

2014-0159-S 

sb3 l2 

Presidential Records Act - |44 U.S.C. 2204(a)| 
RESTRICTION CODES 

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

PI National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA| 
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office 1(a)(2) of the PRA| 
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute 1(a)(3) of the PRA| 
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or 

financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA) 
P5 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 record misfile defined in accordance with 44 U.S.C. 
2201(3). 

RR. Document wil l be reviewed upon request. 

b( l ) National security classified information 1(b)(1) of the FOIA) 
b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of 

an agency 1(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 1(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 1(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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Withdrawal/Redaction Marker 
Clinton Library 

DOCUMENT NO. 
AND TYPE 

SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION 

007. list Democrats (10 pages) nd b(6) 

COLLECTION: 
Clinton Presidential Records 
First Lady's Office 
Pam Cicetti 
OA/Box Number: 12502 

FOLDER TITLE: 
Legal Services Corporation Board Nominees [binder] [2] 

2014-0159-S 

sb312 

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

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

PI National Security Classified Information |(a)( I) of the PRA| 
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA] 
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute 1(a)(3) of the PRA| 
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or 

financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA] 
PS 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 1(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 with 44 U.S.C. 
2201(3). 

RR. Document wil l be reviewed upon request. 

b( l ) National security classified information 1(b)(1) of the FOIA| 
b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of 

an agency 1(b)(2) of the FOIA] 
b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute 1(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 1(b)(6) of the FOIA| 
b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement 

purposes 1(b)(7) of the FOIA) 
b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of 

financial institutions 1(b)(8) of the FOIA) 
b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information 

concerning wells 1(b)(9) of the FOIA) 



Withdrawal/Redaction Marker 
Clinton Library 

DOCUMENT NO. 
AND TYPE 

SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION 

008. binder 
section 

Nominee for Legal Services Corporation Board (4 pages) nd b(6) 

COLLECTION: 
Clinton Presidential Records 
First Lady's Office 
Pam Cicetti 
OA/Box Number: 12502 

FOLDER TITLE: 
Legal Services Corporation Board Nominees [binder] [2] 

2014-0159-S 

sb312 

Presidential Records Act - |44 U.S.C. 2204(a)| 
RESTRICTION CODES 

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

PI National Security Classified Information |(a)(l) of the PRA| 
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA| 
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute 1(a)(3) of the PRA| 
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or 

financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA] 
PS 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 record misfile defined in accordance with 44 U.S.C. 
2201(3). 

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request. 

b(l) 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 1(b)(3) of the FOIA) 
b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial 

information 1(b)(4) of the FOI A] 
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 1(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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009. list Client - Eligible (5 pages) nd b(6) 

COLLECTION: 
Clinton Presidential Records 
First Lady's Office 
Pam Cicetti 
OA/Box Number: 12502 

FOLDER TITLE: 
Legal Services Corporation Board Nominees [binder] [2] 

2014-0159-S 

sb312 

Presidential Records Act - |44 U.S.C. 2204(a)| 
RESTRICTION CODES 

Freedom of Information Act -15 U.S.C. 552(b)| 

PI National Security Classified Information 1(a)(1) of the PRA| 
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office 1(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 1(a)(4) of the PRA| 
P5 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 1(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 with 44 U.S.C. 
2201(3). 

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request. 

b(l) National security classified information 1(b)(1) of the FOIA| 
b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of 

an agency 1(b)(2) of the FOIA| 
b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute 1(b)(3) of the F01A| 
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 1(b)(6) of the FOIA| 
b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement 

purposes 1(b)(7) of the FOIA) 
b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of 

financial institutions 1(b)(8) of the FOIA| 
b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information 

concerning wells 1(b)(9) of the FOIA) 



Withdrawal/Redaction Marker 
Clinton Library 

DOCUMENT NO. 
AND TYPE 

SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION 

010. binder 
section 

Nominee for Legal Services Corporation Board (4 pages) nd b(6) 

COLLECTION: 
Clinton Presidential Records 
First Lady's Office 
Pam Cicetti 
OA/Box Number: 12502 

FOLDER TITLE: 
Legal Services Corporation Board Nominees [binder] [2] 

2014-0159-S 

sb3l2 

Presidential Records Act -144 U.S.C. 2204(a)| 
RESTRICTION CODES 

Freedom of Information Act -15 U.S.C. 552(b)| 

PI National Security Classified Information 1(a)(1) of the PRA| 
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office 1(a)(2) of the PRA| 
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute 1(a)(3) of the PRA| 
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or 

financial information 1(a)(4) of the PRA] 
P5 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 1(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 with 44 U.S.C. 
2201(3). 

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request. 

b(l) National security classified information 1(b)(1) of the FOIA) 
b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of 

an agency 1(b)(2) of the FOIA| 
b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute 1(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 1(b)(6) of the FOIA| 
b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement 

purposes 1(b)(7) of the FOIA| 
b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of 

financial institutions 1(b)(8) of the FOI A] 
b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information 

concerning wells 1(b)(9) of the FOIA] 



Withdrawal/Redaction Marker 
Clinton Library 

DOCUMENT NO. 
AND TYPE 

SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION 

Oil. binder 
section 

Nominee for Legal Services Corporation Board (14 pages) nd b(6) 

COLLECTION: 
Clinton Presidential Records 
First Lady's Office 
Pam Cicetti 
OA/Box Number: 12502 

FOLDER TITLE: 
Legal Services Corporation Board Nominees [binder] [2] 

2014-0159-S 

sb312 

Presidential Records Act - |44 U.S.C. 2204(a)| 
RESTRICTION CODES 

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

PI National Security Classified Information |(a)(l) of the PRA| 
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office 1(a)(2) of the PRA| 
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute 1(a)(3) of the PRA| 
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or 

financial information 1(a)(4) of the PRA) 
P5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President 

and his advisors, or between such advisors la)(5) of the PRA| 
P6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 

personal privacy 1(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 with 44 U.S.C. 
2201(3). 

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request. 

b(l) National security classified information 1(b)(1) of the FOIA| 
b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of 

an agency 1(b)(2) of the FOIA| 
b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute 1(b)(3) of the FOIA] 
b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial 

information 1(b)(4) of the FOIA] 
b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 

personal privacy 1(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 1(b)(8) of the FOIA] 
b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information 

concerning wells 1(b)(9) of the FOIA] 



Withdrawal/Redaction Marker 
Clinton Library 

DOCUMENT NO. 
AND TYPE 

SU BJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION 

012. binder 
section 

Nominee for Legal Services Corporation Board (3 pages) nd b(6) 

COLLECTION: 
Clinton Presidential Records 
First Lady's Office 
Pam Cicetti 
OA/Box Number: 12502 

FOLDER TITLE: 
Legal Services Corporation Board Nominees [binder] [2] 

2014-0159-S 

sb312 

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

Freedom of Information Act - [5 U.S.C. S52(b)| 

PI National Security Classified Information 1(a)(1) of the PRA| 
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office 1(a)(2) of the PRA] 
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute 1(a)(3) of the PRA] 
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or 

financial information 1(a)(4) of the PRA| 
PS 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 1(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 with 44 U.S.C. 
2201(3). 

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request. 

b(l) National security classified information 1(b)(1) of the FOIA| 
b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of 

an agency 1(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 1(b)(6) of the FOIA) 
b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement 

purposes 1(b)(7) of the FOIA] 
b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of 

financial institutions 1(b)(8) of the FOIA| 
b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information 

concerning wells 1(b)(9) of the FOIA| 



Withdrawal/Redaction Marker 
Clinton Library 

DOCUMENT NO. 
AND TYPE 

SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION 

013. binder 
section 

Nominee for Legal Services Corporation Board (5 pages) nd b(6) 

COLLECTION: 
Clinton Presidential Records 
First Lady's Office 
Pam Cicetti 
OA/Box Number: 12502 

FOLDER TITLE: 
Legal Services Corporation Board Nominees [binder] [2] 

2014-0159-S 

sb312 

Presidential Records Act - |44 U.S.C. 2204(a)| 
RESTRICTION CODES 

Freedom of Information Act -15 U.S.C. 552(b)| 

PI National Security Classified Information 1(a)(1) of the PRA| 
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office 1(a)(2) of the PRA| 
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute 1(a)(3) of the PRA) 
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or 

financial information 1(a)(4) of the PRA| 
P5 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 1(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 with 44 U.S.C. 
2201(3). 

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request. 

b(l) National security classified information 1(b)(1) of the FOIA] 
b(2) Release would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of 

an agency 1(b)(2) of the FOI A| 
b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute 1(b)(3) of the FOIA] 
b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial 

information 1(b)(4) of the FOIA] 
b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 

personal privacy 1(b)(6) of the FOIA] 
b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement 

purposes 1(b)(7) of the FOIA] 
b(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of 

financial institutions 1(b)(8) of the FOIA] 
b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information 

concerning wells 1(b)(9) of the FOIA] 



Withdrawal/Redaction Marker 
Clinton Library 

DOCUMENT NO. 
AND TYPE 

SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION 

014. binder 
section 

Nominee for Legal Services Corporation Board (4 pages) nd b(6) 

COLLECTION: 
Clinton Presidential Records 
First Lady's Office 
Pam Cicetti 
OA/Box Number: 12502 

FOLDER TITLE: 
Legal Services Corporation Board Nominees [binder] [2] 

2014-0159-S 

sb312 

Presidential Records Act -144 U.S.C. 2204(a)| 
RESTRICTION CODES 

Freedom of Information Act -15 U.S.C. 552(b)| 

PI National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA| 
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office 1(a)(2) of the PRA| 
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute 1(a)(3) of the PRA| 
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or 

financial information 1(a)(4) of the PRA| 
PS 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 1(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 with 44 U.S.C. 
2201(3). 

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request. 

b(l) 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 1(b)(4) of the FOIA| 
b(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 

personal privacy 1(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 1(b)(8) of the FOIA| 
b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information 

concerning wells 1(b)(9) of the FOIA| 



Withdrawal/Redaction Marker 
Clinton Library 

DOCUMENT NO. 
AND TYPE 

SU BJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION 

015. binder 
section 

Nominee for Legal Services Corporation Board (7 pages) nd b(6) 

COLLECTION: 
Clinton Presidential Records 
First Lady's Office 
Pam Cicetti 
OA/Box Number: 12502 

FOLDER TITLE: 
Legal Services Corporation Board Nominees [binder] [2] 

2014-0159-S 

sb312 

Presidential Records Act - |44 U.S.C. 2204(a)| 
RESTRICTION CODES 

Freedom of Information Act -15 U.S.C. 552(b)| 

PI National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA) 
P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office 1(a)(2) of the PRA] 
P3 Release would violate a Federal statute 1(a)(3) of the PRA) 
P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or 

financial information 1(a)(4) of the PRA] 
PS 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 1(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 with 44 U.S.C. 
2201(3). 

RR. Document will be reviewed upon request. 

b(l) 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 1(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 1(b)(6) of the FOIA| 
b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement 

purposes 1(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 1(b)(9) of the FOIA| 


