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TEXT:
FOX THE EDGE WITH PAULA ZAHN
February 14, 2000

PAULA ZAHN, HOST: And hello, everyone. Thank you
very much for joining us tonight on THE EDGE. Welcome.

Let's get right to our lead story, Valentine's Day.
It's time to show your affection for your significant other, and most
people spend about $30 doing just that. Valentine's Day candy sales top a
billion dollars and over 900 million cards are exchanged. But let's get to
the real bottom line. Most couples would probably agree that sex is a
Valentine's Day priority. So how can we keep that Valentine glow after the
candy is eaten, the flowers are dead and the lingerie doesn't fit anymore?

Well, let's turn to our expert panel. In Miami,
Rabbi Shmuley Boteach, author of “*Kosher Sex" and a new book, **Dating
Secrets of the 10 Commandments." And here in New York, Helen Gurley
Brown, former editor of **Cosmopolitan" magazine. Her new book is called
“I'm Wild Again." And E. Jean Carroll is a contributing editor for
“Esquire" magazine and writes a monthly advice column for “'Elle"
magazine. And Jane Pratt is editor-in-chief of **Jane" magazine.

Good to have you all with us. Happy Valentine's Day.

So Rabbi, since you're outnumbered, I'm going to
start with you. Here we go. What is the state of sex in America? Do you
think our sex lives are any better today, let's say, than they were 20
years ago?

RABBI SHMULEY BOTEACH, ""DATING SECRETS..."” AUTHOR:
Twice a week, five and a half minutes at a time. It takes longer to finish
the cigarette after than it does to actually make love. These are national
statistics. When I tell this to men, five and a half minutes, they look at
me and say, **Who are those supermen?"



(LAUGHTER)

BOTEACH: So I mean, sex is dead in the bedroom. It's
alive in the magazines. It's alive in the newspapers and movies. The
reason is that passion is being lost. I think that we're comparing each
other constantly. We're only visually interested in sex. Most people make
love with their eyes. Husbands have forgotten how to make love with their
hands. [ mean, that's why wives today have become traffic cops in the
bedroom. They need to give their husbands directions. You know, ““Turn
left, turn right, up, down."

[ think the inner vibration which was once
communicated is no longer so, and one of the great reasons is that sex
isn't as rooted in the emotions. You can't get physically naked unless you
simultaneously get emotionally naked.

John Gray's book, “*"Men Are From Mars," was
successful because it said that guys go into their caves. You know, they
can take off their clothes, but they never reveal their fears, their
anxieties to their wives. A great relationship is about total intimacy,
both physical and emotional and intellectual. I think that in previous
generations, which weren't as visual--it wasn't only the age of the camera
and everything else--people did know how to make love with all five
senses, and unless we restore that, passion will be lost.

ZAHN: But I think we all know how to make love with
all five senses, Helen Gurley Brown. Isn't the truth of the fact--or the
truth of the matter that Americans are tired? They're raising families.
They're holding down tough jobs. And five minutes twice a week may sound
pretty good to some folks!

(LAUGHTER)

HELEN GURLEY BROWN, AUTHOR, "'I'M WILD AGAIN":
Well, there is such a thing as programming sex into your life. You don't
want it to go away. That's particularly true for women over the age of 50
or of 60. Men have all the chances in the world. Women have to sort of be
sure that there's somebody there for them. 1 don't think sex is
particularly better. Sex always felt wonderful. It feels now just like it
felt then. But maybe more people are enjoying it and recognizing what an
important element it is in your life. So maybe there's a little more sex
than there used to be.

ZAHN: Well, we often think that everybody else is
having more sex than we are in our own lives. What is--what is the truth
of the matter? Jane?

JANE PRATT, EDITOR-IN-CHIEF, “"JANE": I think the
“*Jane" readers are having a lot more sex than [ am, that's for sure!

(LAUGHTER)

PRATT: When I--but seriously, I think maybe the
statistics that, you know, Rabbi Shmuley was talking about--maybe those
are--are people that are married with children or whatever, but I know
that the **Jane" readers, who are mostly single and--and you know, don't
have--don't even have a mortgage, you know, much less children--they're
having a lot of sex. And the thing that I'm finding is that the young
women are now increasingly more aggressive sexually. I mean, I think a lot
of that goes back to stuff that Helen, you know, taught them when--you
know, when she was doing ~"Cosmo" originally. But I think that they're
much more aggressive, and they're more likely to say '] want to get out
of this relationship because the sex isn't good," something we used to
hear from men only.



ZAHN: But we're talking--are we talking about just
the physical component of sex here? Because what the rabbi was talking
about is the passion going out of relationships and the intimacy being
lost.

E. JEAN CARROLL, “"ESQUIRE" CONTRIBUTOR: And this
is a prime--Valentine's Day would take the passion out of anything. It
kills eroticism!

ZAHN: What, the pressure?

CARROLL: You get all these phony cards, these fake
flowers, these botanical arrangements. You have this huge pressure to
perform and look good and go someplace, get reservations. I mean, if
anybody has sex today in America, I--1 will applaud. It's just impossible
under these circumstances. I mean, we're all here talking about sex, and
it's just--I'm sick of it!

ZAHN: Well, Rabbi, you said this is a great holiday
in some homes, huh?

BOTEACH: Well, this is a--this is a great Jewish
holiday. Let me--let me--let's be honest over here, OK? You know, the
story goes that the guy turns to his wife and says, **Honey, how about a
quickie tonight?" And she looks back at him and says, **As opposed to
what?"

I mean, the fact is that sex really is losing its
passion, and all surveys show it. | agree that young people are having
more sex, but they're often sexually burned out in their mid-20s. This is
why in most relationships today, for guys and girls compatibility has
become more important than attraction. And I don't just mean physical
attraction, | mean holistic attraction of the masculine and feminine
energies that want to merge. People now want to be museum lovers, Beatles
lovers rather than lovers. We vote Democrat. That's the criteria for a
relationship.

[ think that part of the mystery, the curiosity that
men and women had for each other is also being lost. To me that one word,
““curiosity,” is the focal point of every relationship.

CARROLL: Rabbi, but don't you think all the books
about sex and all the how-to's about sex and all the shows about sex--it
kills, it strangles...

BOTEACH: Of course. Because--because...

CARROLL.: ... sort of the mystery.

BOTEACH: Because it--it does destroy the mystery.
The fact is that, you know, men today watch tampon commercials. The women
know if their husbands volunteered as Viagra test subjects. We all know so
much about each other that women have become like a puzzle solved. I think
men have become like a mountain climbed. And I think that we're all not
learning to renew ourselves within a relationship. That's why men look for
horizontal renewal. For them, they just want a new body. How about seeing
your wife through a new pair of eyes? How about...

ZAHN: Horizontal renewal?

BOTEACH: ... serving up a...

(CROSSTALK)

ZAHN: I don't think I've ever heard that statement
before! Helen, when you look back on your days at **Cosmopolitan,” you
were the ones actually dispensing all this information about how
women--what women should expect in their physical relationships, what they
could do to better satisfy their men. Do you really think that we're less



satisfied today because of that stuff?

BROWN: | have...

ZAHN: Do you think the directions turn people off,
or do you think they help people?

BROWN: No, no, no, no, no. You can't get everywhere
sexually just by reading a book or listening to other people, but I don't
think it hurts to read that material. I don't agree with anybody,
particularly E. Jean, that the Valentine's Day is nowhere in terms of
romance and love. [ think... -

CARROLL: You're not feeling pressure tonight, when
you and David go home?

BROWN: No, no, no. I'm promoting my new book. I'm
not going home.

(LAUGHTER)

BROWN: But I think Valentine's is a time to be
loving of a whole lot of people. You can send flowers or a Valentine to
your boss, to your neighbors, to your girlfriends, to people in your
office. I don't think it's such a terribly big deal. And if you want to
get all enamored again, you just run a bathtub full of hot water, put a
lot of bubble bath in, plunk him in with a bottle of champagne for the tub
and votive candles all the way around. You can get sexy very quickly.

(CROSSTALK)

ZAHN: You have to wait to do that for at least
what--wait for 40 minutes to do that. They got to watch the rest of the
show before...

(CROSSTALK)

ZAHN: OK, panel, hang on one second. We got to take
a short commercial break, and we'll continue our conversation right after
this. We'll be right back.

(COMMERCIAL BREAK)

(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP, "*When Harry Met Sally")

UNIDENTIFIED ACTOR: My family moved to the Bronx
when...

UNIDENTIFIED ACTRESS: We lived on Fordham Road.

UNIDENTIFIED ACTOR: ... I was 10. Hers moved when
she was 11.

UNIDENTIFIED ACTRESS: I lived on 183rd Street.

UNIDENTIFIED ACTOR: For six years she worked on the
15th floor...

UNIDENTIFIED ACTRESS: I worked for a very prominent
neurologist.

UNIDENTIFIED ACTOR: ... as a nurse, where | had a
practice...

UNIDENTIFIED ACTRESS: Dr. Penelman (ph).

UNIDENTIFIED ACTOR: ... on the 14th floor of the
very same building.

UNIDENTIFIED ACTRESS: We never met.

UNIDENTIFIED ACTOR: Never met.

UNIDENTIFIED ACTRESS: Can you imagine that?

UNIDENTIFIED ACTOR: You know where we met? In an
elevator.

UNIDENTIFIED ACTRESS: I was visiting family.

UNIDENTIFIED ACTOR: In the Ambassador Hotel in
Chicago, Illinois.



UNIDENTIFIED ACTRESS: He was on the 3rd floor. | was
on the 12th.

UNIDENTIFIED ACTOR: I rode up nine extra floors just
to keep talking to her.

(END VIDEO CLIP)

ZAHN: I love that! See, 1 hope I sound like that 50
years from now--a classic scene from a classic movie.

Continuing now with our extra-special Valentine's
Day panel, Rabbi Shmuley Boteach and here in New York, Helen Gurley Brown,
E. Jean Carroll and Jane Pratt. Welcome back.

Rabbi, I think in the interest of full disclosure,
we need to remind our viewing public that the three lovely ladies on our
panel tonight do not have children. You have a number of children at home,
right? You've got four kids?

BOTEACH: I've got six that I know of.

ZAHN: Six kids now that you know? OK, the numbers
have gone up. I've got three kids at home. Is there a difference, do you
think, among the people you talk to, in the sex lives between people who
have kids and people who don't?

BOTEACH: I think that people who have children have
better sex lives. | mean, everyone always complains that children destroy
love-making. Here you are in the throes of passion, careening through the
rafters of the ceiling, when you come crashing back down to earth because
your kids are pushing away the dresser which is holding the door closed.

But think about it. Children teach you playfulness.

What is sex? It's two adults at play. It's people actually letting go,
putting themselves on autopilot, submitting to instinct and actually
enjoying each other's...

CARROLL: Rabbi, | have a...

BOTEACH: ... touches and caresses.

CARROLL.: ... feeling you've forgotten what it's
like.

BOTEACH: Children teach you how to play. I come home
in my suit. | come home in my tie. It's a serious day. My kids come home,
and a few minutes later I'm on all fours, crawling on the floor. And
that's the way sex should be, as well. | mean, you have to bring out the
child within you to really enjoy...

(CROSSTALK)

PRATT: I don't think any of us need to be taught
playfulness by our children. I think we know playfulness. And I think that
that's one of the truths about young women today in general is that they
are staying young and playful and child-like for a long time--you know,
for much, much longer. I mean, you know, we're all sort of in that--in
that, you know, continual adolescence. And I'm still there, absolutely. So
I don't think that my--my sex life is suffering because of not having
children.

(CROSSTALK)

ZAHN: Do you think you demand more in your sex life
than...

PRATT: Oh, yes!

ZAHN: ... a married woman who is at home with all
these other responsibilities the rabbi was just talking about.

PRATT: Well, I don't know that I would have thought
that until I heard him say that five and a half minutes is great, that,



you know, the women are appreciating their five and a half minutes...

BOTEACH: No, no! They're not!

PRATT: ... that they're getting twice a week.

BOTEACH: I said the opposite.

PRATT: OK. Well, but if that's what they're getting,
then I'm--that's not so good.

BOTEACH: That's what they're getting. Exactly.

ZAHN: So whose fault is it that the average American
has a sex life like that? Helen?

BOTEACH: You know, by the way, a lot of it is
~ television. Just think about it. Once upon a time, you were bored at
night. You'd come home. It was 9:00 o'clock. There was no TV. There was no
radio. Sex was a principle form of recreation. You made love because there
was no other way to pass the time. I think people really were more sensual
as a result.

Today most couples, they watch TV till about 11:30,
just after all the late-night shows are over. That's when they turn over
and have this five and a half minutes. You're tired. It's the end of the
day. And you have other forms of recreation in the bedroom.

Good sex is about removing all the distractions, and
TV is. So you got to turn off this show right now!

ZAHN: No, you don't!

(CROSSTALK)

ZAHN: Helen, that--that's a novel idea. So TV is
destroying our sex lives? And you got about 30 seconds to respond before
we hit a break here.

BROWN: Nothing destroys your sex life except you
yourself. If you let it fade away, slippy slide, other things interfere.
You've got to be sure it's there. You are responsible, whether there are
children or there aren't children, whether you're stressed, whether you
get home at 9:00 o'clock at night. You just make dates for sex with your
special person.

(CROSSTALK)

ZAHN: ... sound romantic to you?

CARROLL: The whole day should be very sexual. In the
morning, when the sap is rising, at noon when you run home--just, you
know--you don't even have to be in congress. Y ou can just be--a kiss, a
hand-hold, putting your hand out and putting it on...

PRATT: Yeah!

(CROSSTALK)

PRATT: I think a kiss sound better than that five
and a half minutes...

(CROSSTALK)

PRATT: That five and a half minutes is sounding more
and more depressing the more we go along!

CARROLL: It probably could be a little more
satisfying, too.

ZAHN: Don't go away. There's still more to learn
about...

BOTEACH: Right on, Helen!

ZAHN: ... sex and romance. *"Right on, Helen" the
rabbi said. All that good stuff.

Later on, some not so good stuff at the Reform Party
meeting over the weekend. [ the party in shambles or just experiencing



some growing pains?

Keep it right here on THE EDGE. We'll have the
latest on the Reform Party.

(COMMERCIAL BREAK)

(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP-"When Harry Met Sally")

UNIDENTIFIED ACTOR: Her face was burned on my brain,
and it was 34 years later that | was walking down Broadway, and [ saw her
come out of Toffanetti's (ph).

UNIDENTIFIED ACTRESS: We both looked at each other,
and it was just as though not a single day had gone by.

UNIDENTIFIED ACTOR: She was just as beautiful as she
was at 16.

UNIDENTIFIED ACTRESS: He was just the same. He
looked exactly the same!

(END VIDEO CLIP)

ZAHN: Welcome back. I think I'm going to have to
rent that movie tonight.

Continuing with our Valentine's Day panel of experts
on love and romance--in Miami, Rabbi Shmuley Boteach, and here in New
York, Helen Gurley Brown, Jane Pratt, E. Jean Carroll.

Welcome back.

All right, one of the points you were making before
we went to the break--you think if people really want to make a commitment
to their sex life, they should mark something on their calendar and make
it a priority. But I think your readers are always struggling for that
answer. How do you keep passion in the relationship? What do you tell
them?

PRATT: Absolutely. I mean, it's--1 don't think you
can plan it like that. [ think the second that you make a little X on your
calendar--you know, this is sex night or...

ZAHN: It's a little clinical, huh?

PRATT: ... we're having a date or--that's--and |
feel the same way, you know, as E. Jean does about Valentine's Day. That's
also sort of saying, "*OK, this is--this is a--one day a year when you're
going to really be romantic and sexual and all of that."

ZAHN: You may even get 10 minutes of sex tonight!

PRATT: Right! I get 10 instead of 5 and a half! But
I--so I think then it becomes not exciting. I think it does have to be
more spontaneous than that. And I think one of the partners just has to go
for it sometimes at a really inappropriate time.

BROWN: I didn't mean you put it on the calendar
with...

PRATT: Oh, | know you didn't!

BROWN: I just meant you keep it in your life...

PRATT: Sure.

BROWN: ... and have it in your mind. And the sexiest
people are the ones who insist on continuing to be sexual and to have
sex--may not be on a formal basis, but he knows that you want it whenever
he wants you to have it. You never say no.

CARROLL: The key here is to stay in love. If you're
in love--you know, a lot of things that we hear on TV are how to fight,
how to--how to, you know, get back at your husband, how to get revenge.
The key thing, if you want to be sexy as all dickens is to be in love with
that man and have that man be in love with you. And the secret is how do



you--how do you do that?

BOTEACH: Can I just add, though, even if you're in
love, one of the paradoxes of a marriage is that the more in love you
fall, the more intimacy you have, the more the cool waters of routine
enter a relationship, the more they extinguish the fiery flames of
passion.

So often love can paradoxically snuff out sexual
fire. You therefore have to focus on the fact that you don't really want
to be best friends in a relationship. Talking--that's all great,
intimacy--but you also do want to have passion. I love the comment about
spontaneity and inappropriate times for sex. I think also one of the
problems is, is that men have very short attention spans. And you know,
their heads are radar towers. They really seek in like a...

BROWN: Men have one attention span, and it's usually
in a place--you know where.

(CROSSTALK)

BOTEACH: But we want--in order for it to be on their
wives, | actually encourage husbands, in order to rescue their--their
marriages from the marital morgue, you know, when you really have the last
nail in the coffin of your sex life--I tell husbands **Take your wives to
a"--you know, *“to, like, a club or something. Leave them at the barstool
for a few minutes, and you watch like a fly on the wall. Wait till you see
all the guys who hit on her." A lot of times men forget how beautiful and
attractive their wives really are.

CARROLL: And that is supposed to be the ultimate
turn-on?

PRATT: You know that--but I think that these
differences that, you know, the rabbi's talking about between men and
women--l don't think there are such distinct differences in terms of that
anymore. I think...

BOTEACH: Oh, come on. Wait a second. When a woman
doesn't want sex...

PRATT: I really do think they are.

BOTEACH: When a woman doesn't want sex, she turns to
her husband and says, **Not tonight, honey. | have a headache." And yet
when a guy--a guy can have an axe lodged in his head, and he's still
always ready to go. I think women are far more libidinous, far sexier than
men. I think they have a far stronger sexual desire. But their fire is
like, you know, the fire burning inside a coal. It has to be fanned into a
flame. That's what foreplay's all about.

But the problem is today that a lot of guys think
foreplay is something by Black & Decker. They really have lost the idea of
warming up the oven before--you know, that--in order to have a really
well-baked dish. And what Helen said earlier about the whole day being
foreplay is a brilliant comment because unless things work well in the
living room, they're not going to work well in the bedroom, either. You
can't just switch on sexuality like a light switch.

ZAHN: Do you think--do you think roles have changed
that much that women do demand a lot more romance from men, or do you buy
that premise?

PRATT: With all due respect, [ don't know the last
time a woman actually turned to her husband and said, **Not tonight, dear.
I have a headache." | think that's a little outdated. And I'm finding
that more women are being freer to be more aggressive sexually.



I just have to throw in one--the most hilarious
study that we did in the current issue of *“Jane." The readers--we
studied them and their male counterparts and found that more of the women
are cat-calling men on the streets now than men are cat-calling women! So
I think that women are freer to be more aggressive now.

BROWN: It's so much easier to have sex if you're a
woman. You just have to show up and be there.

(LAUGHTER)

BROWN: A man has to perform. He has to be in a
certain condition in order to be sexual. So when he's in that condition or
about to get there, I don't think you should ever turn away. And Jane is
right, maybe a lot of women don't instigate sex, but we certainly should
be available when it's offered to us because I think it's a great
compliment. I never did think a man was insulting you when he wanted to go
to bed with you, even if he wasn't your ideal human being.

CARROLL: Also, the more you do it, the more you want
to do it.

BOTEACH: Yeah, but a lot of women--a lot of women...

CARROLL: Turning down sex is...

BOTEACH: ... do get turned off--a lot of women do
get turned off sex when they feel that they've been used...

CARROLL: Rabbi! Rabbi! We're--you can't speak for
women. You cannot speak for women!

BOTEACH: But I'm in touch with my feminine...

CARROLL: You cannot say *"a lot of women."

BOTEACH: I'm in touch with my feminine side!

CARROLL: Oh, OK. All right.

BOTEACH: I meet a lot of women who learned to put on
all their defenses. They become very anxious about sex because they do
feel that **What if I give this guy my heart, and it comes back in
pieces?" And one of the problems is that people--I think couples today
are becoming emotionally anorexic.

You know, you can't make love until you take your
clothes off. How could you really fall in love when you make love if you
still have all of the metaphorical clothes on? So [ agree. Fine. A guy
wants to go to bed with you, it's sexy, but unless he really wants to love
you and make sex into an act of love, you can actually freeze up during
sex.

Studies show that 72 percent of single women, you
know, regularly will fake orgasms, and a lot of guys will have problems
with sexual dysfunction, like impotence, because they think they're being
evaluated and judged by their girlfriends. And it's not the kind of
impotence that could even be cured by Viagra. So intimacy must come hand
in hand. You cannot have physical intimacy without emotional intimacy.
You've got to get totally naked. And that's where commitment comes in...

(CROSSTALK)

ZAHN: You know, | hear these statistics. I have to
say, 72 percent of all women have faked orgasms at one point in their
life--do you--have you met any of those women?

BOTEACH: They're all Jewish!

ZAHN: Ellen, you talk to them. Jane, you talk to
them.

BROWN: I know some women who fake orgasm. It's one
reason to want not to be a man. They can't. They have to be there and do



it, and you have to see it. I'T's the real thing. Whereas one doesn't
recommend that a woman fake orgasm, but she isn't tested. If she seems to
have had an orgasm, then she had it, and he can be happy and go away
contented, thinking that he's a wonderful human being. It's better to be a
girl.

ZAHN: Before we let you all go, isn't it true,
though, that we have to accept the fact that there are differences in
people's sexuality levels? And doesn't that change during relationships?

PRATT: Yes, it...

ZAHN: There are times when one's sexuality...

PRATT: Absolutely.

ZAHN: ... is heightened...

PRATT: Oh, yeah!

ZAHN: ... and there are times when people simply
aren't interested.

PRATT: And over the course of your life I think it
changes. You know, that--that thing that people are always saying about
how women reach their sexual peak, you know--you know, mid-30s, 40s,
whatever, and that men reach it at 17, which is why all of us women in our
mid-30s should go out with 17-year-old men. No, not really! But
anyway--but [ think that, you know, you do. You go through different
cycles in your own life, too.

ZAHN: Rabbi?

BOTEACH: The most important...

ZAHN: You get 10 seconds, and [ want E. Jean to wrap
this up.

BOTEACH: The most important thing is for men and
women to find a common speed, a common metabolism in sex. In sex, guys are
like triangles, instantly interested, instantly slips into a coma. Women
always complain that their husbands are not as loving after sexual climax.
[ think to have that greater regularity and routine, you have to make
(INAUDIBLE) to knowledge. That's where passion and intimacy come from.

ZAHN: E. Jean, you get the last word about sex
tonight.
CARROLL: Every woman's hope--every woman's wish
should be to be as young and sexy an rarin' to go as Helen Gurley Brown!
ZAHN: All right, panel, thank you very much for
being with us...

BOTEACH: I want to be that, too!

ZAHN: ... on this Valentine's Day. Happy Valentine's
Days.

BOTEACH: The rabbis want that, too!

ZAHN: And don't watch any of those movies until
after this show is over.

We'll be right back.

(COMMERCIAL BREAK)

(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)

UNIDENTIFIED MAN: There is a 30-day requirement to
call a meeting...

(CROSSTALK)

UNIDENTIFIED MAN: That's right, it is democracy.

(CROSSTALK)

UNIDENTIFIED MAN: Will the vice chairman please call



the meeting to order?

(END VIDEO CLIP)

ZAHN: Whooch! Welcome back to THE EDGE.

Well, as you just saw, there wasn't a whole lot of
love this Valentine's weekend at the Reform Party meeting in Nashville.
Chairman Jack Gargen was ousted and replaced by Pat Choate, Ross Perot's
running mate in 1996. '

This happened on the heels of Governor Jesse
Ventura's split with the party, which he called a sham. And Donald Trump
has since decided not to run for president and said the Reform Party is
self-destructing.

What the heck is going on inside the Reform Party?

Joining me now to talk about that is Roger Stone,
spokesman for Donald Trump. Thanks for dropping by.

ROGER STONE, TRUMP ADVISER: Paula.

ZAHN: OK. The interim head of the Reform Party is
now calling Donald Trump a hustler, saying he never had the intention of
running for the president, he was just out there hyping his book.

STONE: Well, I think that the Governor Ventura would
see things differently. I think a lot of his state party chairmen were
really beseeching Mr. Trump over the weekend to run. We went and we
visited with Reform Party people in Los Angeles and Miami and St. Louis
and Hartford.

So--and Trump says in today's *"New York Times"
that's just not so. This wasn't just a promotion. He had a very real
interest. Their party has melted down. | mean, that's the most graphic
example I've ever seen of why not to run for president.

He said from the beginning if he ran, he ran to win.
He wanted to have a shot. How can you have a shot when everyone in your
party is trying to kill everyone else?

ZAHN: But from the very beginning, he also knew who
was in the party. In that same article he says that **I was not
comfortable with--that's not the company I wish to keep." And he
mentioned David Duke, a Klansman, a neo-Nazi, and Mr. Buchanan, and a
communist in Miss Falani. He knew that when he got involved in the party.

STONE: Well, the complexion of this party changed.
Jesse Ventura, one of the great progressives of the party, left. We had
substantial support for Mr. Trump among some of Perot's supporters, some
of Ventura's supporters. But we didn't know they were going to oust their
newly elected national chairman and that the thing would dissolve into
threats of lawsuit and counter lawsuit.

This party is a mess. And...

ZAHN: But that's a different issue from some of
these key players he knew were in the party before he ever...

STONE: (inaudible)...

ZAHN: ... dipped his toe in the pond.

STONE: Well, he certainly didn't know about Mr.
Duke, since that happened last Thursday.

ZAHN: That is true. But Miss Falani he did...

STONE: We--right.

ZAHN: ... and Mr. Buchanan.

STONE: Actually no, Pat Buchanan, Pat Buchanan
joined the party only shortly before Mr. Trump did. So you had no way of
knowing that the party was going to melt down in this way.



ZAHN: Now, Mr. Trump has also said on the record he
will not entertain any kind of presidential run this time around, even in
Mr. Ventura's new party.

STONE: We took a very hard look at that over the
weekend. We were in Palm Beach, and it--and really, out of deference and
respect for Governor Ventura, we took a very hard look at the viability of
that. And the judgment we made was, at this very late date, it would be
almost impossible, even with Mr. Trump's wealth, to get on the ballot in
all 50 states.

It's not clear how many state Reform Party
affiliates will stay with the current party and how many will move to the
Independence Party with Governor Ventura. That's an open question. We just
made the judgment that there wasn't the time.

ZAHN: The other open question involves John McCain.
There was talk out there that John McCain, regardless of how he does with
the Republicans and that nomination, might also be supported by the Reform
Party. Can you confirm that you've heard that as well, and whether this is
a plausible idea?

STONE: Well, first of all, I think it's important to
look at the question of McCain and the overall gist of things. I mean,
here you have a guy running against the Republican establishment with a
reform message. So if you're Donald Trump, you've got to wonder whether
there's room in this race for two reformers and one establishment
candidate.

To a certain extent, if you read Mr. Trump's book,
“*The America We Deserve," Mr. McCain and Mr. Trump had many similar
issue positions. And therefore there is a reformer doing pretty well right
now.

Secondarily, legally, of course, it would be
possible for the Reform Party to cross-endorse John McCain, where he'd win
the Republican nomination. But he can't appear on the ballot in two places
anyplace other than in New York State, which is the only state that allows
cross-endorsement.

ZAHN: One last question (inaudible)...

STONE: But he could get the $12.6 million from the
Reform Party.

ZAHN: And who is Mr. Trump going to support?

STONE: He hasn't announced that yet. He talked to at
least one candidate for president on the phone today...

ZAHN: And who that... ...

STONE: ... and a different one yesterday.

ZAHN: ... might that be Mr....

STONE: No, I'm not...

ZAHN: ... Stone?

STONE: ... at liberty to tell you.

ZAHN: A Republican or a Democrat?

STONE: He spoke to one of each. And we'll see. l
mean, he's going to remain a member of the Independence Party of New York
State because he feels very strongly that the Independence Party should
endorse Mayor Giuliani for the Senate here in New York. So he intends to
remain a member of the Independence Party.

ZAHN: Roger Stone, thanks for keeping us up to date,
as always.

STONE: Happy to be here.



ZAHN: Let's bring Mr. Trump in here to talk about
the (inaudible)...
STONE: See what we can do.
ZAHN: ... as well. All right. Thanks so much.
Coming up next, John McCain is giving fits to
Democrats and Republicans alike. We will tell you why, and Roger just
talked about that a little. More on the other side of this break.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)

ZAHN: Well, it's looking more and more like John
McCain's message is making hay with voters. A recent poll in South
Carolina, the next big GOP primary, shows McCain trailing G.W. Bush by
only 2 points, 40 percent to 42 percent, a statistical dead heat.

But how does the Republican rank and file feel about
this electric crusader for the campaign finance reform who seems to have
appeal across party lines? And which GOP candidate would Democrats rather
face in the general election?

Joining me now from Washington, Bill Sammon, White
House correspondent for **The Washington Times," and FOX NEWS political
analyst and John Fund, editorial page editor for *"The Wall Street
Journal." Welcome, gentlemen, thanks for with us.

BILL SAMMON, THE WASHINGTON TIMES: Thank you.

ZAHN: So John, why don't you talk about how critical
this independent vote is going to be in South Carolina.

JOHN FUND, THE WALL STREET JOURNAL: Well, about 40
percent of the electorate is likely to be independents or Democrats,
because the Democrats are voting later on, and they can freely vote in
this primary. That's very important for John McCain, because it was those
voters in New Hampshire that gave him his surprise big win.

The problem is, as John McCain goes further down the
line, if he doesn't score a big victory in South Carolina, there are more
and more states that only allow Republicans to vote. And George W. Bush
does have some advantages. You take Texas, where he's of course the
governor, Florida where his brother's the governor, and California, which
has a winner-take-all system in which only registered Republicans can
elect delegates.

That's basically half the delegates that George W.
Bush needs to win the nomination. So John McCain has to move quickly and
score a series of victories in places like South Carolina, Michigan, and
Virginia, where independents can vote. And he has to do that all in a row,
pretty much do it all at once.

ZAHN: That may be true, but Bill Sammon, what does
George W. Bush have to do in South Carolina? Let's say if he wins by
anything less than 10 percentage points?

SAMMON: Well, it's...

ZAHN: Is that bad news for him?

SAMMON: Well, no. I think a win is a win. And at
this point, coming off that crushing defeat in New Hampshire, any kind of
win for George W. Bush is going to be a very big win. In fact, a lot of
people believe that whoever wins South Carolina may go on to take the
nomination.

It's interesting, you talk about the Democrats and
independents and which way they might vote. I talked to a number of them
today in Michigan who are planning on making some mischief by voting for



McCain in the primary and then--because they don't think he's going to get
the nomination. But I've talked to the same types of people in South
Carolina who actually say they had been doing that, but now they're urging
Democrats to vote instead for Bush, because McCain is coming on so strong,
they feel now that Bush is the weaker candidate.

ZAHN: Do you buy that, John?

FUND: Some people are doing that, but that's really
just the very party faithful. The vast majority of voters don't play those
kind of tactical games. They want the candidate they like the most. And
John McCain legitimately, with independents and patriotic people, people
who want the antithesis of Bill Clinton in the White House, is
legitimately popular.

However, on issues, and a lot of regular Republicans
care about issues, he's showing weakness, because Governor Bush is finally
exposing some of the weaknesses and holes in his positions and the fact
that he doesn't really have a complete tax plan, for example.

SAMMON: Well, it's interesting, even in Michigan,
where they're--they think Bush will be the nominee, they're worried, and
they're only doing this mischief-making among the real party faithful, the
rank and file party activists. They don't want to go to the so-called
centrist Reagan Democrats because they're afraid those Democrats might
stick with McCain. There's that much appeal with this guy.

ZAHN: One thing | want to go back to, John, is
(inaudible) to react to a point Bill made earlier. You talked about the
math of Super Tuesday and what both candidates need to do. But Bill said
there's a general feeling that whoever wins the South Carolina primary may
go on to take the nomination. Is that something you're hearing as well? |
don't think I've ever heard that comparison before.

FUND: Oh, it would give John McCain enormous
momentum if he won South Carolina, because Michigan comes three days
later, and he has a chance of making a one-two knockout. However, there is
enormous institutional heft in the Republican establishment. They have all
of these states where party regulars vote, Texas, Florida, and California
together. It would be a long marathon.

[ don't think that even if John McCain won those, it
would be an automatic knockout. I don't think George W. Bush is the same
candidate he was 20 days ago. I think he's become energized. He's become
far more cognizant of the fact that he has to fight for this nomination.
It would be a marathon, it would not be a swift knockout.

SAMMON: But still, in the short term, things look
like they're going McCain's way. Not only do you have Michigan three days
after South Carolina, you also have Arizona. Of course, he's the--McCain
being the home town favorite, (inaudible)...

ZAHN: All right, Bill Sammon, John Fund, we got to
leave it there for tonight. Thanks for your input.

Coming up next, beauty and grace, Jackie Kennedy had
all those things and her share of tragedy.

(COMMERCIAL BREAK)

ZAHN: Jacqueline Kennedy Onassis was the epitome of
beauty, style, and grace. As a first lady, she seemed to live on a plane
above the rest. But in spite of a public life, Jackie managed to remain
very private. For example, did you know that this perfect hostess
influenced her husband's policies? Or that her second husband, Aristotle



Onassis, accused her of destroying his life?

You can find more information like this in Donald ,
Spoto's heavily researched new book called **Jacqueline Bouvier Kennedy
Onassis: A Life." And I talked with Mr. Spoto earlier and asked him how
his book was different from others about Jackie.

DONALD SPOTO, AUTHOR, "JACQUELINE BOUVIER KENNEDY
ONASSIS: A LIFE": This is the first biography that follows her from the
cradle to the grave. Since her death almost six years ago, there has been
so much mythicizing, so much innuendo, so much gossip, and so many
downright lies that it was wonderful to discover in the archives of the
John Kennedy Library, in her papers, in her letters, in documents dealing
with friends who knew her and worked with her over the years, that the
real Jackie was someone quite different, a woman whose whole life, after
all, was laced with unhappiness.

She had a tragic childhood. She was the older of two
daughters of an alcoholic, womanizing father and a calculating
social-climber of a mother. They divorced when she was 7, so you can
imagine the kind of trauma that was.

ZAHN: And they even pitted her against her younger
sister.

SPOTO: That's exactly right. I mean, poor Lee, who
was about 4 years younger than Jackie, was equally confused. It was
terrible to be sort of tennis ball shuttle shuttled back and forth between
mother and father.

She had some privileges in her life too, but there
were really a lot of strains and stresses. The next major trouble and
difficulty in her life, of course, had to do with her marriage to the
handsome, charming, up-and-coming Senator John F. Kennedy, (inaudible)...

ZAHN: And you describe in great detail how much she
hated politics.

SPOTO: She hated politics...

ZAHN: Odd to kind of marry a guy that you knew was
going to have a political life if you detested politics so much. Did you
ever figure out what the overall attraction was?

SPOTO: The overall attraction was to something more
than politics, it was to the human situations and the human dimensions
behind the politics. Now, let me be specific. For example, Jackie was
passionately committed to the cause for civil rights. And when Martin
Luther King was unjustly imprisoned on a trumped-up charge of inciting to
riot, it was Jackie and Robert Kennedy and the great Senator Harris
Wofford, later Senator Harris Wofford, who brought a lot of moral pressure
to bear on Jack to enable Martin Luther King to be sprung from prison.

ZAHN: Now, jump ahead to her marriage with Aristotle
Onassis. You describe earlier on this was not a woman who came out of
happy surroundings. did she ever find happiness, either in her marriage
with John F. Kennedy, or Aristotle Onassis, as we see in these pictures?

SPOTO: Well, Onassis provided her with an escape
hatch at a time that was very, very difficult. This was a real tender
affection, and he provided her with that escape hatch that she needed.

ZAHN: Tender affection is different, in my judgment,
than real love. Did real love exist there? And | know that all of your
evidence is anecdotal, so you have to rely on what other people have told
you.

SPOTO: Yes. Well, you know, every relationship has



its own truth and its own terms. This was not a relationship of
exploitation, it was not phony, there was nothing false about it. Whatever
it was, it had its own truth for them for a time.

One of the things that fascinated Jackie about the
world of gossip was, she never understood why people were so fascinated
with her.

ZAHN: Oh, I don't believe that for a second!

SPOTO: No, she didn't. No, she didn't. She really
did not.

ZAHN: [ know people who worked closely with her in
publishing fields saying that there was no one that was more manipulative
of the press than Jackie Kennedy Onassis.

SPOTO: Well, I wish I had been able to track them
down during my research, Paula.

ZAHN: They won't talk to you.

SPOTO: Well, there you are. Because the evidence |
got from everybody else was exactly the opposite. Now, there's a good kind
of manipulation. There's an awareness that you have an ability to use
media and to use your role for good. I mean, good people do this all the
time.

ZAHN: Sure.

SPOTO: That's why you and I are sitting here, we're
manipulating the media and the public for what we hope is a good cause,
the cause of the truth.

ZAHN: Let me ask you this. It occurs to me that we
wouldn't be sitting here talking about Miss Onassis today if she had ever
opened her life up to us. Isn't the truth that that was and continues to
be her allure?

SPOTO: I think part of her allure is the fact that
she never sought approval from the public. She went about her life doing
what she believed was right. She never sought the limelight, never called
a press conference, she never went on a...

ZAHN: She didn't have to.

SPOTO: ... talk show. Part of the reason for this
was, of course, to protect her children and to carve out for herself a
working motherhood and a home for her children that was as normal as
possible within the confines of this relentless glare of publicity.

Like anyone who is pursued by that, she really got
sick and tired of not being able to sit in a quiet corner of a restaurant
and have a glass of wine with a friend. That must have been maddening.

ZAHN: And you write in the book how seriously she
did take motherhood. And it's always been interesting to people who
observe this family how strikingly different Caroline was from her
brother. Now, Caroline would you describe as very much like her mother,
and John F. Kennedy, Jr., was a different kind of soul?

SPOTO: Well, it's very interesting. They're both
like their mother insofar as they both went into publishing and editing.
Caroline wrote two wonderful books, John went into publishing of
“"George" magazine.

ZAHN: But in temperament.

SPOTO: In temperament, | think they shared many of
her best characteristics, their refusal to promote themselves, their
attempt to find a serious private life. I mean, when you look at the lives
of Caroline and, alas, of the late John F. Kennedy, Jr., you find



substantial lives of good and decent and honorable people. What greater
legacy can a mother leave than children like that?

ZAHN: All right. | agree with that. But isn't it
also true that John F. Kennedy, Jr., did lead a much more public life? He
was much more comfortable in news conferences.

SPOTO: That is true.

ZAHN: He didn't mind taking his shirt off in the
park and then roller blading.

SPOTO: That is true. He didn't mind that at all. I
think compared to many people--1 mean, we never found photographers
dragging him drunk from the Grand Army Plaza fountain, for example. I
mean, it must have been very difficult to be the son of a slain president,
to be so attractive, to be so much in the public eye. It must have been
very difficult.

I think it's remarkable that he turned out as well
as he did.

ZAHN: In closing, you talk about the fact that
there've been so many lies spread about Jackie Kennedy Onassis through the
years. Your book, I wouldn't call a particularly favorable look at her
life. Would you describe it as an honest look?

SPOTO: Oh, I think it's--I think because I've told
the truth on every page, it can't help but be favorable. This is a woman
about whom it's easy to be favorable.

ZAHN: But it's not a glossy.

SPOTO: But I also think it's candid, no.d there's
nothing glossed over.

ZAHN: You don't cover all the warts...

SPOTO: That is right, there's nothing to gloss over.
It's candid. And as someone said to me who knew her very well, *'I think
this is the book she would like her children and grandchildren to read.”
And that made me very happy.

ZAHN: You like her, very quickly, (inaudible)...

SPOTO: Very, very much. There's so much to admire.
Here was a woman, Paula, who stood on the parapets of history, not only as
an observer but as a participant. I think she left the world a better
place.

ZAHN: And we'll be right back with THE EDGE "'Image
of the Day" and some of your feedback.

(COMMERCIAL BREAK)

ZAHN: And now it's time for our EDGE ““Image of the
Day." It was so easy when we were kids on Valentine's Day, you just gave
everyone those chalky little hearts with the sayings on them.

But with adulthood comes the complexities of
Valentine gift-giving. And FOX's Kathy Fountain (ph) gives us the straight
story.

(BEGIN VIDEOTAPE)

KATHY FOUNTAIN, FOX NEWS CORRESPONDENT (voice-over):
For children, Valentine's Day has a simple set of rules--paper hearts for
everyone in class. But the etiquette gets dicey for adults.

SIDNEY BAINE, ETIQUETTE EXPERT: For example, the
boss walks in and hands the secretary a dozen red roses. Well, red
signifies love. He may not have a clue that that's what that means. It
just seems like a nice gesture for Valentine's Day.



FOUNTAIN: Image consultant Sidney Baine says, Don't
take any chances at work. If you must celebrate, bring a treat for
everyone, or no one. But outside of work, it's OK to remember friends and
family. But the gift should fit the person.

BAINE: If you have a neighbor who is sick or can't
get out, get the Valentines for them. Pick up a packet of Valentines and
some stamps to go with that.

FOUNTAIN: When giving roses, remember the different
colors have different meanings. Pink and yellow are for friendship, red is
only for your true love.

BAINE: White roses signify innocence and purity,
which is probably not what you want to give for Valentine's Day.

FOUNTAIN: And Sidney says it is appropriate for
women to give men roses. But she says the holiday's not about how much you
spend but how much you care. And any gift should reflect that.

BAINE: Just the old-fashioned Valentines are the
best. Make a Valentine. I think that's wonderful, when somebody makes you
a Valentine and writes a poem or writes something about you. Can't beat
that.

(END VIDEOTAPE)

ZAHN: As for the roses, [ don't care whether they're
yellow, pink, or red, I love them all.

And that was FOX's Kathy Fountain reporting for us.

And now it's time for some of your feedback. Our
voicemail box was loaded with the responses to my interview with Ken
Starr. Here's what you had to say.

(BEGIN AUDIO CLIPS)

_ CALLER: My name's Kathleen, (inaudible) California.
Ken Starr does not want to make any comments now, but he certainly was
making them during the Judiciary hearings. I don't believe him at all. I
think Clinton has done a great job.

CALLER: Matt Dillon in Entd, Oklahoma. And I for one
think that Ken Starr is the great American. I think the case had already
been made in the media that this was just about sex, when it was actually
about much more than just sex.

CALLER: John Hamilton in Houston, Texas. Listening
to Ken Starr makes me proud to be an American. Listening to the Clinton
family makes me very sad to be an American.

CALLER: Darlene, San Jose, California. Ken Starr is
sitting on television trying to seem so mild and meek. And he almost
destroyed America.

(END AUDIO CLIPS)

ZAHN: As always, we love your feedback. You can
e-mail us at theedgefoxnews.com, or leave us a voicemail message at
1-877-361-EDGE, and let us know what you think.

Thanks for joining us tonight. Happy Valentine's
Day! Hope you'll be back with us tomorrow night.

END



RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (NOTES MAIL)

CREATOR: Lisa Ferdinando ( CN=Lisa Ferdinando/OU=WHO/O=EOP [ WHO ] )
CREATION DATE/TIME:25-FEB-2000 10:51:49.00

SUBJECT: FOX Special Report, February 24, 2000

TO: Victoria L. Valentine ( CN=Victoria L. Valentine/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Thomas D. Janenda ( CN=Thomas D. Janenda/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Sean P. O'Shea ( CN=Sean P. O'Shea/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Sarah E. Gegenheimer ( CN=Sarah E. Gegenheimer/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Stephen N. Boyd ( CN=Stephen N. Boyd/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO })
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Rebecca J. Salay ( CN=Rebecca J. Salay/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO 1)
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Rebecca L. Walldorff ( CN=Rebecca L. Walldorff/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Richard L. Siewert ( CN=Richard L. SiewerttOU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Nanda Chitre ( CN=Nanda Chitre/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Matthew T. Schneider ( CN=Matthew T. Schneider/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Michael K. Gehrke ( CN=Michael K. Gehrke/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN '

TO: Michael A. Hammer ( CN=Michael A. Hammer/OU=NSC/O=EOP@EOP [ NSC ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Melissa G. Green ( CN=Melissa G. Green/OU=0OPD/O=EOP@EOP [ OPD ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Mark A. Kitchens ( CN=Mark A. Kitchens/lOU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Leslie Bernstein ( CN=Leslie Bernstein/lOU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN



TO: Laura J. Lewis ( CN=Laura J. Lewis/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ] )
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Lisa Ferdinando ( CN=Lisa Ferdinando/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ] )
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Kimberly S. Anderson ( CN=Kimberly S. Anderson/OU=0A/O=EOP@EOP [ OA])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Jenni R. Engebretsen ( CN=Jenni R. Engebretsen/”OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN '

TO: June Shih ( CN=June ShivOU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Joshua S. Gottheimer ( CN=Joshua S. Gottheimer/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Justin L. Coleman ( CN=Justin L. Coleman/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Jennifer H. Smith ( CN=Jennifer H. Smith/ OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Jennifer M. Palmieri ( CN=Jennifer M. Palmieri/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Jeffrey A. Shesol ( CN=Jeffrey A. Shesol/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP { WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Irma L. Martinez ( CN=Irma L. MartinezZ OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Helen L. Langan ( CN=Helen L. Langan/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO | )
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Gordon Li ( CN=Gordon Li/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO 1)
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: gamble-bennett@dol.gov ( gamble-bennett@dol.gov @ inet [ UNKNOWN 1)
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Elizabeth R. Newman ( CN=Elizabeth R. Newman/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Eli G. Attie (CN=Eli G. Attie/O=OVP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Dorinda A. Salcido ( CN=Dorinda A. Salcido/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Dawn M. Chirwa ( CN=Dawn M. Chirwa/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN



TO: Brian A. Reich ( CN=Brian A. Reich/O=0VP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Aprill N. Springfield ( CN=Aprill N. Springfield/ OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Anne M. Edwards ( CN=Anne M. Edwards/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ] )
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Anna Richter ( CN=Anna Richter/OU=0PD/O=EOP@EOP [ OPD ])
READ:UNKNOWN"

TO: Thurgood Marshall Jr ( CN=Thurgood Marshall JryfOU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Toby C. Graft ( CN=Toby C. Graff/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ] )
READ:UNKNOWN ‘

TO: Steve Ricchetti ( CN=Steve Ricchetti/’OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Steven J. Naplan ( CN=Steven J. Naplan/OU=NSC/O=EOP@EOP [ NSC])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Scott Hynes ( CN=Scott Hynes/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Ruby Shamir ( CN=Ruby Shamir/OU=0OPD/O=EOP@EOP [ OPD ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Robin M. Roland ( CN=Robin M. Roland/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Paul K. Engskov ( CN=Paul K. Engskov/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Natalie S. Wozniak ( CN=Natalie S. Wozniak/OU=NSC/O=EOP@EOP [ NSC])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Maura M. Pally ( CN=Maura M. Pally/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Michele Ballantyne ( CN=Michele Ballantyne/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Melissa M. Murray ( CN=Melissa M. Murray/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Megan C. Moloney ( CN=Megan C. Moloney/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Lowell A. Weiss ( CN=Lowell A. Weiss’OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN



TO: Lindsey E. Huff ( CN=Lindsey E. Huff/OU=NSC/O=EOP@EOP [ NSC])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Laura D. Schwartz ( CN=Laura D. SchwartzZOU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Kristina Wolfe ( CN=Kristina Wolfe/O=OVP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ])
READ:UNKNOWN -

TO: Katharine Button ( CN=Katharine Button/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN '

TO: James E. Kennedy ( CN=James E. Kennedy/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO 1)
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Julia M. Payne ( CN=Julia M. Payne/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ] )
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Joseph P. Lockhart ( CN=Joseph P. Lockhart/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ] )
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Joshua Gotbaum ( CN=Joshua Gotbaum/OU=0OMB/O=EOP@EOP [ OMB ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Jennifer Ferguson ( CN=Jennifer Ferguson/OU=0OMB/O=EOP@EOP [ OMB ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Jeffrey M. Smith ( CN=Jeffrey M. Smith/OU=0STP/O=EOP@EOP [ OSTP ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Jason H. Schechter ( CN=Jason H. Schechter/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Heather M. Riley ( CN=Heather M. Riley/ OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Gilbert S. Gonzalez ( CN=Gilbert S. GonzalezZ OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Gene B. Sperling ( CN=Gene B. Sperling/OU=0PD/O=EOP@EOP [ OPD ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Emily Karcher ( CN=Emily Karcher/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Elizabeth E. Baylor ( CN=Elizabeth E. Baylor/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Douglas B. Sosnik ( CN=Douglas B. Sosnik/ OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: David Vandivier ( CN=David Vandivies/OU=OMB/O=EOP@EOP [ OMB ])
READ:UNKNOWN



TO: Christine L. Anderson ( CN=Christine L. Anderson/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Beth Nolan ( CN=Beth Nolan/OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Anthony R. Bernal ( CN=Anthony R. Bernal/O=OVP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Anne W. Bovaird ( CN=Anne W. Bovaird/ OU=WHO/O=EOP@EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Alejandro G. Cabrera ( CN=Alejandro G. Cabrera/O=OVP@OVP [ UNKNOWN ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TEXT:
FOX SPECIAL REPORT WITH BRIT HUME
February 24, 2000

BRIT HUME, HOST: Welcome to Washington. I'm Brit
Hume.

John McCain is accelerating his efforts to win over
Republicans--whose party's nomination, after all, he is seeking--by saying
he's a tight-fisted conservative in the Reagan mold, and his opponent is
not.

David Shuster has the story.

(BEGIN VIDEOTAPE)

DAVID SHUSTER, FOX NEWS (v01ce -over): Trymg to
appeal to traditional Republicans who are suspicious of him, Arizona
Senator John McCain is now describing himself as a fiscal conservative and
calling George W. Bush a big spender.

SEN. JOHN MCCAIN (R-AZ), PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATE:
Spending under Governor Bush as governor of the state of Texas has
increased by 35 percent. Under Bill Clinton, the federal government
spending has increased by 20 percent.

SHUSTER: Never mind that all governors have
increased spending, McCain is convinced that targeting Bush in this way
will work. Part of the strategy involves a new television ad airing in
critical primary states.

MCCAIN (campaign commercial): Here's some straight
talk. I'm a proud Reagan Republican. I'll tear up the 44,000-page tax code
that benefits special interests.

SHUSTER: To students in Sacramento, he underscored
what he described as his own 17-year record of going after pork-barrel
projects and wasteful spending.

MCCAIN: Until the last breath [ draw, I will fight
to give you back your government, which has been stolen from you by the
big money and special interests in Washington, D.C.

SHUSTER: McCain is also hitting hard at the issue of
electability. He says he's the only one who can enlarge the party and that
the Republican establishment is on a losing streak.

MCCAIN: This is the party of Abraham Lincoln. I see
our party as on the verge of being able to reform. And don't you think
that Republicans in California would like to win a campaign for a change?



SHUSTER: On this day, McCain's appeal came on two
hours of sleep. Late Wednesday night, his charter jet rolled off the
tarmac in Bremerton, Washington, and was stuck in the mud for hours. But
the former fighter pilot was unfazed.

MCCAIN: I was tempted to go up there and grab the
controls and run that engine up and pull us out of the mud! But it
was--you know, it was just nothing much you could do about it. These
things happen in campaigns.

(END VIDEOTAPE)

SHUSTER: Another thing that can happen in campaigns
is endorsements. Early on, when George W. Bush was getting almost all of
them, John McCain said endorsements were useless. Now he seems to have had
a change of heart. He's picked up the endorsement of the mayor of San
Diego and will be campaigning with her in that city on Friday--Brit.

HUME: David, we know that McCain is making an effort
for next week's round of--of races in Washington. It had not been though
that beyond some new ads he was going to do much in Virginia. s that
still the case?

SHUSTER: Brit, he's actually stepping up his effort
in Virginia now. They've increased the ad buy in Virginia, but more
importantly, McCain is going to be having a series of events in Virginia
over the weekend and early Monday morning. His campaign has decided they
believe they can make some inroads in Virginia. They're going to give it a
stronger effort than they originally had planned--Brit.

HUME: All right, David Shuster, thanks very much.

George W. Bush spent the day in Austin, Texas, in
part because of that scheduled execution there, but also to give himself a
chance to rest and think things over. As Carl Cameron reports, he has some
things to think about.

(BEGIN VIDEOTAPE)

CARL CAMERON, FOX NEWS (voice-over): George W. Bush
headquarters in Austin. In a lobby full of pictures of the governor and
his wife hangs a quote from the founder of **Forbes" magazine, B.C.
Forbes. It is perhaps remarkable for a campaign that was once thought
unstoppable. Quote, **History has demonstrated that the most notable
winners usually encountered heart-breaking obstacles before they
triumphed. They won because they refused to get discouraged by their
defeats."

KARL ROVE, BUSH CAMPAIGN STRATEGIST: Campaigns are
about who makes the fewest number of mistakes, not who makes the flawless
campaign. And so yeah, you can look back and say, *Jeez, | wish we'd
spent more time in New Hampshire" or *"I wish we'd done this or that."

CAMERON: Bush hopes to eliminate McCain by the end
of next month. One hundred and twelve delegates are up for grabs Tuesday,
February 29th, five hundred and eighty-eight on March 7th, super-Tuesday,
and four hundred and thirty-seven by March 21st. Sixty-five percent of
those delegates are in states where only Republicans may vote.

The Bush camp is planning for protracted warfare
with both governor and new ads blasting McCain. Rove says the candidate
will scale back his talk of tactics to criticize his rival.

ROVE: Increasingly, you'll see the governor
deferring questions of process. I mean, he was--he wants to focus on the
issues.

(END VIDEOTAPE)



CAMERON: And while the governor's staff was at
campaign headquarters trying to figure out ways to press what they think
is their cash advantage over McCain, the governor spent the day in his
mansion working on Texas business. Across the country, optimistic Bush
backers are trying to find a way to put a positive take on what has
obviously been negative series of outcomes in Michigan and Arizona. They
say all these losses, all these setbacks will ultimately help George W.

Bush because it will strengthen him and make him a better candidate for
the general election--Brit.

HUME: So Carl, I gather they sort of scheduled in
these losses just to toughen their guy, kind of like training for a fight?

CAMERON: It's all the problems of distraction, but
that's about making him a better candidate. Another distraction that has
become an issue that seems to be haunting George W. Bush in the wake of
his South Carolina campaign, his appearance at Bob Jones University, a
university that has been criticized for what some say is its anti-Catholic
views. Today John McCain again brought up the point, saying that he would
have gone there and criticized the school's policies. And in the U.S.
Senate, New Jersey Democrat Bob Torricelli is now planning a resolution,
non-binding, of condemnation of the university and, by extension, George
Bush--Brit.

HUME: And how do the Bush campaign--how is the Bush
campaign going to deal with this?

CAMERON: Well, one of the things that they're
talking about is perhaps making some sort of speech of inclusion and
inclusiveness in the coming weeks ahead, but ultimately they don't
apologize for that appearance because they say it was representative of
the governor's appeal to core conservatives, particularly Christian
conservatives.

HUME: All right, Carl Cameron, thanks very much.

And coming up next: Vice President Gore takes on the
Republicans. We'll have details.

Stay with us.

(COMMERCIAL BREAK)

HUME: Vice President Gore tried to do something not
many politicians would try to do. He blasted the Republican Party and at
the same time tried to pick off some Republican votes. It would be a neat
trick if he could pull it off.

And, as Jim Angle reports, the Gore camp thinks it
has an issue where it just might work, the environment.

(BEGIN VIDEOTAPE)

JIM ANGLE, FOX NEWS (voice-over): After watching
John McCain do such a good job of poaching votes from Democrats, Al Gore's
going fishing for some crossover support himself. Speaking to
environmentalists on the banks of the Hudson River, Gore charged that GOP
leaders are lined up against the environment and that many Republican
environmentalists are feeling abandoned.

ALBERT GORE (D), VICE PRESIDENT, PRESIDENTIAL
CANDIDATE: I want to welcome all of the pro-environment Republicans to
stand with me and to march under my banner in this election. I need your
help.

ANGLE: And even sounding a little like McCain, Gore
railed against special interests, which he said are not thrilled about a
Gore presidency.



GORE: They're in a state of agitation about it, to
tell you the truth, and they've targeted me for my stands in behalf of the
environment. But I say to you I wear their attacks as a badge of honor.

ANGLE: Gore got the endorsement of the New York
League of Conservation Voters and another endorsement captured in a new
television ad from Bobby Kennedy, Jr. The vice president conceded that
Bill Bradley also has a good record on this issue, but he had nothing but
scorn for the Republicans, saying both McCain and Bush are a threat to the
environment. '

GORE: Let's face it. For these candidates, clean air
really is an act. Clean water is, too. And that's why we've got to stand
together.

ANGLE: At the end of the day, Gore went to the first
completely orthodox Jewish community in the nation, where men and women
are segregated. As men welcomed the vice president in the synagogue, women
and their infants listened from the street outside. Gore repeated his
earlier message with a little different tone.

GORE: We honor and glorify the creator by being good
stewards of what he has created.

(END VIDEOTAPE)

ANGLE: But Friends of the Earth, a group that backs
Bill Bradley, accused Gore of selling out on his promise to protect
wetlands and of accepting campaign contributions from a company that built
a shopping mall in a sensitive area. Now, the National League of
Conservation Voters actually gives Bill Bradley a higher rating for his
voting record while in Congress than it does to Al Gore, but, so typical
of many other things, Brit, Bradley just doesn't seem to be able to catch
a break these days even from people who like him-Brit.

HUME: Tell me something, Jim. What exactly what he
trying--what--I mean, how does he really expect to pull over Republican
voters, even on the environment?

ANGLE: Well, one of the things that they're doing
now is they're starting to target swing voters, especially in suburbs. And
of course, that just happens to be one of the same voter groups that John
McCain now has following him--Brit.

HUME: All right. I got you, Jim. Thanks very much.

Former Senator Bill Bradley is also proud of his
record on the environment, and a group that backs him is accusing Gore of
selling the environment short. Bradley is campaigning in Washington state,
hoping to do well in that primary next week by calling Gore conservative.

FOX NEWS correspondent Wendell Goler reports.

(BEGIN VIDEOTAPE)

WENDELL GOLER, FOX NEWS (voice-over): Bill Bradley's
campaign for what may seem like a student body presidency stopped at its
fourth college or university in the past three days. Aides feel Bradley's
liberal idealism has a stronger appeal to young intellectuals, and Bradley
quickly labeled Al Gore a conservative hawk for proposing more new
spending on defense than schools.

BILL BRADLEY (D), PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATE: I don't
get it. [s that the greater need today, missiles and tanks?

GOLER: Bradley has launched six days of appearances
in Washington state, hoping to rescue his lagging campaign by doing well
enough in next week's non-binding primary to divert the nation's attention
from the Republican race and win some of the independents who've been



voting for John McCain in the super-Tuesday contests in early March.

Bradley's two-part message is that, one, Al Gore
can't win in November.

BRADLEY: And when he goes up against somebody like
John McCain, McCain will beat him like a drum and...

GOLER: And two, that Gore's more conservative record
in Congress means Democrats shouldn't trust him.

BRADLEY: For example, he was 84 percent
right-to-life. He sided with the tobacco companies on a regular basis. The
NRA called him ““the man of the year." And on five separate occasions, he
voted to maintain the tax-exempt status for schools that practice racial
discrimination.

GOLER: But Bradley's strategy carries a price. It
was condemned by the state party chairman, who released a letter saying
“"We are deeply concerned you've chosen Washington as the state to launch
your negative attack against Al Gore. These attacks are bad for democracy
and bad for the Democratic Party." And one of the founders of the group,
Voters for Choice, has revoked her endorsement of Bradley, accusing him of
using the abortion rights issue for political gain. But Bradley says
Gore's abortion position is still unclear.

BRADLEY: His campaign issued three positions on
Medicaid abortions in this year--three different positions in the course
of--in the course of, I think, a 48-hour period. So there's a question
here. Where is he?

(END VIDEOTAPE)

GOLER: Bill Bradley is pouring a ton of money into
Washington state over the next week for an ad campaign that includes a
two-minute-long television commercial voters will see a lot of. Bradley
has the money. He also has the problem of having the lowest numbers of any
presidential candidate in this state except Alan Keyes--Brit.

HUME: Wendell, what is Bradley's response to the
criticism he's now getting from some abortion activists, including one who
had previously endorsed him?

GOLER: Well, Bradley says he didn't realize that
Christina Keel (ph) had endorsed him, but at the same time, he notes that
the--one of the founders of the National Abortion Rights Action League has
criticized that group's endorsement of Al Gore--Brit.

HUME: All right, Wendell. Thanks very much.

Still to come now, more on how the races are shaping
up with the pollster John Zogby.

Stay tuned.

(COMMERCIAL BREAK)

BRIT HUME, HOST: Eleven states are holding primaries
in a couple of weeks on super-Tuesday, but the stakes are highest in New
York, California and Ohio because, of course, those states have the most
delegates to the party's convention at stake. So far, the GOP race in New
York state is tight, but as FOX's Catherine Herridge tells us, John McCain
could be at a disadvantage.

(BEGIN VIDEOTAPE)

CATHERINE HERRIDGE, FOX NEWS (voice-over): Senator
McCain has gained a lot of ground since his stormy battle last month
against the state GOP hierarchy over access to the New York ballot. A
Marist poll suggests Senator McCain and Governor George W. Bush are now



running neck and neck among registered Republican voters.

MCCAIN: In New York, we're running a dead heat with
the Republicans.

HERRIDGE: The New York primaries are closed. That
means only registered members of the Republican and Democratic Parties may
vote in each party's primary. This, according to state GOP officials, will
be a true test of Republican support, unlike other contests where McCain
gained overwhelming support from Democrat and independent voters.

THOMAS OGNIBENE, NEW YORK CITY COUNCIL MINORITY
LEADER: He's had a message that isn't always a message that is positive
for Republican voters. And when he comes into New York state, he's going
to have to answer for that message.

GUY MOLINARI, MCCAIN 2000 NY STATE CO-CHAIR: Do you
want to win in November? You can't win with just a narrow Republican base,
to the right of Republicans. I mean, you'll get blown out in November.

HERRIDGE: Congressman Peter King, a recent defector
to the McCain campaign, will be joining Guy Molinari as the senator's
co-chair in New York. Molinari believes McCain is gaining momentum,
claiming Governor Bush doesn't have grass-roots support, only the support
of the Republican establishment. Bush does have powerful backers,
including George Pataki and the GOP chairman, Bill Powers. At their
disposal, a formidable statewide network for their candidate.

JOHN LEO, “'U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT": It's the
biggest state so far, and it's a state that Bush really can't afford to
lose. George Pataki has put the whole machine behind him, and this will be
the biggest defeat so far, if he manages to lose here.

HERRIDGE (on-camera): Some years the race has all
but been decided by the New York primary. This year the contest between
Governor Bush and Senator McCain promises to be one of the most intense in
recent memory.

In New York, Catherine Herridge, FOX NEWS.

(END VIDEOTAPE)

HUME: John McCain may be facing tough tests in New
York and the other super-Tuesday states, but how tough? And what does the
polling show, if anything, about his chances of winning over Republicans,
who have so far been voting against him in large numbers?

To discuss that, our friend, the pollster John
Zogby, joins me now from Utica, New York.

Hello, John.

JOHN ZOGBY, POLLSTER: Hi, Brit.

HUME: John, what--is the conventional wisdom
basically correct that--that these next states really don't favor McCain,
based on what we've seen so far?

ZOGBY: Brit, those are the two most dangerous words
of the year, “*conventional wisdom." The whole world's been turned upside
down.

Let's look at the polling, though. If you look at
New England, Massachusetts, Connecticut and Rhode Island all are states
where McCain leads, and Connecticut is a closed primary. In New York, in
my poll and in the Marist poll, it's neck and neck and...

HUME: In Connecticut he leads--he leads in
Connecticut.

ZOGBY: He leads in Connecticut, yeah.

HUME: And that's--and that's open only to



Republicans.

ZOGBY: That's right. That's right.

HUME: So there's a--so there's a state where McCain
doesn't have any likelihood of getting help from the other--from
independents and Democrats, but is ahead anyway.

ZOGBY: That's right. That's right.

HUME: Now, tell me about the state of play in New
York, as you see it, in terms of the polling.

ZOGBY: Well, on one hand, as Catherine just pointed
out, you know, there is the formidable Republican organization of Bill
Powers and George Pataki. On the other hand, this organization really
hasn't won much of anything significant since 1994. In 1998, they couldn't
bring a vote out to reelect Senator D'Amato or the attorney general,
Dennis Vacco. And George Pataki won his own race, but he won it against a
very weak Democratic candidate.

And so right now, it's a dead heat, but also there
are Republican who are rather angry at the organization for their attempts
to leave McCain off the ballot. And a further point, I might add, anywhere
from 45 to 48 percent of the Republican voters in a primary in New York
are Catholic, and there is an issue that John McCain is certainly going to
try to take advantage of.

HUME: And they have...

ZOGBY: The Bob Jones University incident.

HUME: In recent history, though, Catholics really
haven't voted as a bloc, have they?

ZOGBY: No, that's right. Brit, there is not a
Catholic vote, per se, but there are Catholic sensibilities. And even
Catholics who are fallen-away Catholics, who don't go to church, will get
their fists up if somebody says something nasty about the pope.

HUME: Now, your most recent poll in New York, taken,
I guess, what, about four days ago...

ZOGBY: That's right. INAUDIBLE)

HUME: And it showed what, John?

ZOGBY: Forty-four, forty-one, Bush over McCain. So
an indication that...

HUME: That's--that's well...

ZOGBY: ... McCain can certainly do better than he
did in Michigan or South Carolina among Republicans.

HUME: Right. And there's been a more recent one,
what, by Marist--Marist College...

ZOGBY: Same thing.

HUME: Same thing, roughly?

ZOGBY: Three points, 46...

HUME: So that's a...

ZOGBY: ... to 43, I think.

HUME: So your view, I take it, is that McCain has a
real shot in New York.

ZOGBY: McCain has a shot, especially if he were to
win in Washington on Tuesday--a split decision, win in Washington, lose in
Virginia--and come into the states on March 7th with some additional
momentum.

HUME: Now, let's talk just for a moment about
Washington and Virginia. McCain's obviously making a big push. There are
very few delegates at stake. It's like, what, 12 delegates. Of all of



those that will be chosen, only 12 are at stake on Tuesday? [s that right?
ZOGBY: That's right. It's not very many delegates.
Right.

HUME: And--but in--and in Virginia, | guess it's the
whole--the whole package of delegates, however many there are--McCain
apparently is going in there over the weekend. He's upped his media buy.
Do you see that as a state where he has a shot?

ZOGBY: Well, he wasn't supposed to have a shot, but
a new poll is out in the last couple of days showing McCain down by 11 in
Virginia, which is an awful lot closer than anybody anticipated it would
be. And so who knows? This push, media buy and some limited campaigning,
may just push him into a position where he at least neutralizes the size
of Bush's victory...

HUME: And...

ZOGBY: ... if not outright wins there.

HUME: So if you--George W. Bush is scheduled to be
down this weekend. John McCain will be campaigning at least part of the
time in Virginia. If you were advising Bush, would you have him down this
weekend?

ZOGBY: No. No. No. He's on the ropes right now. And
I--and he's got to realize that he's on the ropes. He can take nothing for
granted at all. The whole world has been turned upside down for him. Now,
is he still the frontrunner? Obviously, he's still the frontrunner, but
not a good time to be resting.

HUME: Talk to me for a bit about California. It's
thought of as, you know--broadly speaking, it's thought of as a liberal
state. [t's been a Democratic state in general elections of late. But is
it really a state where a guy with a moderate image has a good shot, in
your view?

ZOGBY: Yeah. Generally, it is. You know, 40 percent
of the Republican voters in California identify themselves as born-again
Christians. Generally speaking, it's a moderate Republican state. I think
the key to understanding California is the state of Washington. If McCain
wins in the state of Washington, that could be the kind of momentum that
he needs to trigger himself into a victory. Right now in California, if
you take the overall beauty contest where everyone can vote, the last poll
I saw had McCain up with about 23 percent, Gore in second place, Bush in
third place, Bradley way down. Among Republicans--1 have not seen a
specific poll among Republicans. I would assume that George W. Bush is
ahead in California right now. But I think Washington and what happens on
February 29th is the key to seeing...

HUME: Because the momentum...

ZOGBY: ... what will happen in California.

HUME: Is that because of momentum or is it because
the Republican Party profile in the two states is similar? Last question.

ZOGBY: I think both. It's both.

HUME: I got you.

ZOGBY: It's the momentum and the party profile.

HUME: John Zogby, thanks ever so much. Always good
to have you.

ZOGBY': Same here, Brit.

HUME: We got to break now, but coming up next, Rita
Cosby with new information about the John F. Kennedy, Jr., plane crash.
First a break for some other headlines. '



Stay tuned.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)

(18:27)

BRIT HUME, HOST: FOX NEWS has some new information
concerning the plane crash that killed John F. Kennedy, Jr. Sources say
federal investigators believe pilot error caused the plane to plunge into
the sea.

Senior correspondent Rita Cosby has been following
the story and joins us now live with the latest.

Hello, Rita.

RITA COSBY, FOX NEWS: Hi, Brit.

Sources close to the investigation are telling me
that investigators have found nothing mechanically wrong with the plane
and strongly believe that pilot error caused this crash. Sources tell me
that investigators believe that JFK Jr. experienced spatial disorientation
based on what radar shows was happening to the plane, how the aircraft
began spiraling before it crashed into the ocean. Sources also say
investigators believe JFK Jr.'s, lack of substantial flying hours may have
been a factor, that he may not have been an experienced enough pilot to
fly at night and in those conditions, where there was poor visibility.

JFK Jr., obtained his pilot's license back in 1998
and had been flying on July 16th of last year, the night of the crash,
under so-called *“visual flight rules." Under those rules, a pilot flies
by sight and does not depend on air traffic controllers to guide his
plane's route.

Now, the regional New England office of the National
Transportation Safety Board is putting together all the facts surrounding
this crash right now. They will file a report with the head office of the
NTSB here in Washington in a matter of weeks. Then the official board will
rule on the decision and release an official finding in a matter of
months.

Also on board that plane, in addition to JFK Jr.,
was his wife, Carolyn Bessette, and her sister, Lauren Bessette--Brit.

HUME: Speaking of the Bessettes, Rita, there had
been considerable thought that the Bessettes were likely to file a lawsuit
of some size on this matter. What is--what do you know about that, if
anything?

COSBY: Well, sources close to the Bessette family
are telling me that, indeed, there were some serious discussions about
possibly filing a wrongful death lawsuit, but now they will not do that.
Sources are telling me that they believe a settlement will be reached,
that actually, Caroline Kennedy, JFK, Jr.'s sister, has been quietly
talking about settlement with the mother of Lauren and Carolyn
Bessette--that's Anne Freeman (ph)--and that they believe that a
settlement will be reached somewhere in the neighborhood of $10 million.

HUME: All right, Rita Cosby. Thank you very much,

Rita.

A group of African-American Secret Service agents,
including those who protect the first family, has filed a race
discrimination case against the agency. While they don't blame President
Clinton, they say he should get involved and help fix what they claim is a
long history of unfair treatment of African-American agents.

FOX NEWS's Julie Kirtz reports.



(BEGIN VIDEOTAPE)

JULIE KIRTZ, FOX NEWS (voice-over): Over the years,
Secret Service agent Evette Summerour has protected President Clinton, the
first lady and their daughter, Chelsea. The job of a special agent is to
keep the crowds back and do what it takes to keep the first family safe.
But Summerour and two other black agents say the Secret Service has denied
them and many qualified black agents key assignments and management jobs
because of their race.

EVETTE SUMMEROUR, SECRET SERVICE AGENT: I obviously
have the skills for it or they wouldn't keep me around. So [ wonder why is
it that [ can never break through?

KIRTZ: The agents want the Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission to allow a class-action lawsuit on behalf of more
than 200 black agents to proceed to federal court.

RAY MOORE, SECRET SERVICE AGENT: I had always hoped
that the service would be able to solve this problem internally.

KIRTZ: The black agents say they don't believe the
president is to blame, but they say if he really cares about race
relations, he will personally address their complaint.

JOHN RELMAN, AGENTS' ATTORNEY: The least you can do,
if they're willing to put their life on the line, is get involved, fix
this problem.

KIRTZ: The White House had no comment and referred
all questions to the Secret Service, where a spokeswoman said *"The agency
is very surprised by the suit."” She said a"The Secret Service does take
the allegations very seriously. We work hard to ensure a diverse work
environment."

The Secret Service also points to black agents who
are in management, including Larry Cockle, formerly the lead agent on
President Clinton's detail and the one forced to testify before Ken Starr.
Just this month, Cockle was promoted to one out of seven assistant
directors. But those filing the suit aren't satisfied because overall,
they say, less than 5 percent of Secret Service managers are black.

RELMAN: ... that the stain of race discrimination
has found its way onto the White House grounds...

KIRTZ (on-camera): The Secret Service isn't the only
federal law enforcement agency to face a court fight over discrimination.
The FBI and the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms have both settled
cases after agreeing to reform their promotion practices.

In Washington, Julie Kirtz, FOX NEWS.

(END VIDEOTAPE)

HUME: And coming up next: The Clinton administration
is still trying to sell that China trade deal, and we'll have the latest
on that after a short break.

Stay tuned.

(COMMERCIAL BREAK)

HUME: President Clinton has met with business
leaders in Washington to try to make progress on the China trade
agreement. This comes as Beijing is blasting the U.S. for expressing
concern about China's threats to Taiwan.

FOX NEWS correspondent Brian Wilson joins us now
with the latest.

Hello, Brian.

BRIAN WILSON, FOX NEWS: Hello, Brit.



On a day, basically, when China told the United
States to mind its own business, the president was out making a big pitch
to normalize trade relations with the Chinese. Now, the exchange of harsh
words between the United States and China's been going on all week. It
started with a statement from China saying basically they might attack
Taiwan under certain circumstances. The express--the United States
expressed grave concern about those comments. Now Beijing is calling U.S.
criticism ““crude interference in China's internal affairs."

Well, against that back and forth, that backdrop,
the president addressed business leaders in Washington and promised to
vigorously promote normalized trade relations with China and support
China's entry into the World Trade Organization. Mr. Clinton said there
were valid economic and national security reasons to do so.

(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)

WILLIAM J. CLINTON, PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES:
I believe that this agreement is vital to our national security and that
every single concern we have will grow greater and the problems will be
worse if we do not bring China into the WTO. If we pass this up, we will
regret it for a generation. And all of our successors and interests will
be paying a price far greater than economic because of our rejection. We
cannot allow this effort to fail.

(END VIDEO CLIP)

WILSON: But as you may know if you're been following
this story, the folks in the building behind me have to sign off on any
Chinese trade deal. There are many people up on Capitol Hill concerned
about the impact of a trade deal and the threats that have come out
recently by China toward Taiwan.

The Republican leadership is talking about taking a
vote on this maybe in the summer. The administration would like to have it
sooner rather than later, but there are many people on Capitol Hill
scratching their heads, saying *“Why do they want that?" because if the
vote were taken today, people on both sides of the aisle say the measure
would likely fail--Brit.

HUME: Brian, obviously, this is one of these cases
where presidential involvement is critical if this is going to happen. How
much are we going to be hearing from the president about this issue?

WILSON: Well, the president seemed to leave the
impression today that this was a big priority. He's going to make a big
push for this. But it's a tough uphill battle. There are many people on
Capitol Hill, for a myriad of reasons, who don't like this agreement. Some
don't like China's stand on religious liberty. Others don't like their
environmental record. There are a lot of reasons why, and all this
saber-rattling of China toward Taiwan isn't helping matters much.

But the president says he's going to make a really
big push.

HUME: All right, Brian Wilson, thanks very much.

New developments in the Elian Gonzalez case. Lawyers
for the boy's Florida relatives have filed papers in federal court in
Miami, including an affidavit from Sister Jeanne O'Laughlin. She's the nun
who arranged the meeting between the boy and his Cuban grandmothers. And
this affidavit may provide new insight into that visit.

FOX NEWS correspondent Orlando Salinas joins us live
from Miami with the latest.

Hello, Orlando.



ORLANDO SALINAS, FOX NEWS: Hi, Brit.

Right now, as you said, we do have a copy of several
affidavits that were filed on behalf of Elian Gonzalez's Miami lawyers.
Now, this was the lawyers' response to the government's motion to dismiss
this federal lawsuit to begin with.

Now, one affidavit of particular interest, Brit, as
you said, is that probably of Sister Jeanne O'Laughlin. Now, she is the
nun who brought Elian and his grannies together in her home last month.
She believes it was Cuban officials who bullied the grannies and scared
them from speaking their minds. Sister Jeanne at first said, Brit, she
believed Elian should go back to his father in Cuba, then changed her
mind. Now she said maybe a little insight as to why.

Remember the grannies were caught with a phone
during that meeting? Sister Jeanne in that affidavit stated that she
believed the grannies were so scared they had to lie about it, that after
a meeting with a high-ranking Cuban government official who was right
there in Sister Jeanne O'Laughlin's home. The nun says that both women
were very intimidated, very frightened by that Cuban official who was
there.

Also now, remember the grannies? They also did fly
into Miami. Remember they were going to meet with Elian? Well, now it
looks like Sister Jeanne in that affidavit said the Cuban official on that
plane was with them. She says that Cuban official is the one who ordered
that Learjet to leave Miami.

And what about one of Elian's grandmothers
supposedly wanted to defect to America, Brit? In this affidavit, Sister
Jeanne stated that--that that was actually not based on any private
conversations with the granny, but actually, rather, with conversations
with several people who were involved in this, including INS officials,
Brit.

.HUME: Now, Orlando, does this affidavit or this
information--does it make any legal difference, as far as the disposition
of this case is concerned, as far as you can tell?

SALINAS: Yeah, you know, on its face right now,

Brit, it doesn't look like it. We've sort of been gleaning through some of
the papers right now. But on its face, it doesn't look like it changes a
whole lot right now, although Elian's Miami lawyers, or course, Brit,
would tell you it changes lots of things.

HUME: All right. All right, Orlando Salinas from
Miami tonight, thank you very much.

SALINAS: Sure.

HUME: And do not touch, please, that remote. Our
panel of pundits is coming up next. You don't want to miss them. Thank
you.

(COMMERCIAL BREAK)

(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP, MCCAIN CAMPAIGN COMMERCIAL)
SEN. JOHN MCCAIN (R-AZ), PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATE: You

can't turn on your TV without seeing an ad from the establishment trying

to fool you about me. Here's some straight talk. I'm a proud Reagan

Republican. I'll tear up the 44,000-page tax code that benefits special

interests, stop the outrageous waste and pork-barrel spending that steals

your money, use the surplus to secure Social Security, cut middle-class

taxes and pay down the debt. Give me your vote, and we'll give you back



your government.

(END VIDEO CLIP)

BRIT HUME, HOST: Luke Skywalker as Ronald Reagan.

(LAUGHTER)

And now, ladies and gentlemen, you get to hear from
two executive editors and one bureau chief. First Fred Barnes, executive
editor of *'The Weekly Standard,"” Mort Kondracke, executive editor of
“"Roll Call," and Jeff Birnbaum, Washington bureau chief for **Fortune"
magazine, FOX NEWS contributors all. Mara Liasson is on vacation.

Pretty good ad? Not such a good ad?

FRED BARNES, "THE WEEKLY STANDARD": No, I think...

HUME: Smart ad? Dumb ad? What?

(CROSSTALK)

BARNES: I still want to know what he means...

MORT KONDRACKE, ""ROLL CALL": Definitely a good ad.

BARNES: ... by tearing up the tax code. Is he, like,

Steve Forbes, wants to, you know, throw the whole thing out and...

HUME: Start all over?

BARNES.: ... or does he just want his tax--his tax
cut that has some tax increases in it? I'm not sure what he wants, but for
the purposes of that ad, he doesn't need to say. It's a pretty good ad.

KONDRACKE: No, it's a very good--it's a very good
ad, and it starts out--it anticipates...

HUME: It's going to air a lot of places, apparently.

KONDRACKE: Yeah. And it anticipates if--if George
Bush gets his fellow governors talking--talking him up or McCain's fellow
senators talking him down, McCain says, "*Oh, well, that's just the
establishment." You know, “*They're--they're--they're against me."

HUME: Meanwhile, he picks up a couple of
endorsements, including the mayor of San Diego, who I suppose is an
anti-establishment Republican.

(LAUGHTER)

JEFF BIRNBAUM, ""'FORTUNE" MAGAZINE: Well, actually,
what [--what's interesting about that ad, I think, is the beginning, that
“"Every time you turn on the TV, you hear a member of the establishment
attacking me." I think that that is just the tip of the iceberg.

I--McCain has promised not to go negative on his TV ads, but I've been
told by the McCain campaign that we should look for his ads in the future
to be ““aggressively comparative." In other words, I think McCain is
going to back off of his ""No negativity" pledge in order to fight back a
little bit harder because I think he sees that that works.

BARNES: Well, it only applied to ads, in the first
place. I mean, he had people phoning up...

HUME: Well, yeah, but Jeff is saying that...

(CROSSTALK)

BIRNBAUM: Even in ads.

BARNES: But he had people phoning up in Michigan, at
least, and I'm told elsewhere, suggesting that George W. Bush is
anti-Catholic.

HUME: Well, and you heard what he was saying in--in
David Shuster's package tonight. | mean, he was going right after Bush
hard and saying that, you know, he had a weak record and all that, so...

BARNES: Yeah, well, that's...

HUME: Now--now, right out here in Virginia, David



reports that not only will McCain be increasing his ad buy, but he will be
here, which he had not earlier planned to do.

BARNES: Well, there's supposed to be a poll coming
out tomorrow that shows him behind only by 11 points, which...

HUME: Yeah, John Zogby mentioned that. Right.

BARNES: And so that--you know, he's obviously within
shooting distance, and it's--and it's worth putting in some time.

HUME: Now, is that a winner-take-all deal? It's an
open primary.

(CROSSTALK)

HUME: No Democratic primary.

BARNES: Yeah, but here's one--Virginia's an
interesting case where it is an open primary. Not many Democrats are
expected to come in, some independents. But there's some pockets in
Virginia where McCain may do very well--Norfolk, all the Navy people. Now,
he hasn't been--the veterans' vote hasn't turned out as a block, but Navy
people in particular might be more inclined toward McCain. And then
there's northern Virginia...

KONDRACKE: And Norfolk is exactly where he's going
to visit.

BARNES: Right.

KONDRACKE: He's--he's--that--that's where his stop

BIRNBAUM: That's right.

HUME: He's not coming to the--what are thought to be
sort of the liberal Washington suburbs, where there might be a lot of
moderate Republicans?

KONDRACKE: But he is buying ads in the Washington...

BIRNBAUM: Yeah, he is buying ads...

KONDRACKE: ... in the Washington, D.C., market.

BIRNBAUM: And George W. Bush is going to be in the
northern suburbs of Virginia at AOL, where he will...

HUME: That's Friday.

BIRNBAUM: That's on Friday.

HUME: George W. Bush is going to be down over the
weekend. Now, let's talk for a minute about George W. Bush and how he's
campaigned since South Carolina and what it--what he may have done right
and wrong. He went--he went after Gore in Michigan. I think--1 bet I can
get this panel to agree that that was...

KONDRACKE: Good. [ mean, why--yeah, going after
Gore--I don't know why going after Gore isn't the right thing to do for
a--for a...

BARNES: Well, I'll tell you...

(CROSSTALK)

KONDRACKE: But still, you prove that you--you prove
what a tough Republican you are... BARNES: Oh, no, that's not...
KONDRACKE: ... by going after the opposition.

(CROSSTALK)

BARNES: Any Republican in the world can criticize
Gore.

KONDRACKE: Look, McCain's been doing it for a long
time.

BARNES: [ know, but...

KONDRACKE: ""I'm going to beat Al Gore like a



drum."

BIRNBAUM: But that's a secondary...

(CROSSTALK)

BARNES: Look, McCain is not winning primaries
because he's attacking Al Gore. That has nothing to do with it. I bet all
those independents and Democrats who come in don't even know he's doing
that. What Bush has to do is attack John McCain.

KONDRACKE: That, too.

BARNES: Well, that's the main thing he has to do.
Look, we've seen two Bush campaigns, the soft Bush campaign going into New
Hampshire. He got whomped. Out of New Hampshire, for 17 or 18 days, he was
a tough guy. He fought. He fought hard. He was critical. He started every
day--every press conference every day in the morning with his latest
attack on John McCain. It worked. He redefined himself. He redefined John
McCain. He comes out of South Carolina, and he goes soft again. He hasn't
won it. Somebody tell George W. Bush he hasn't won yet! He needs to fight!

BIRNBAUM: In fact, I think...

HUME: I suspect he may know that.

BIRNBAUM: I think he's noticed it. But I agree with
you, Fred. I don't think he's thinking well enough or--he spent, for
example, on Wednesday all day in Los Angeles, in California, on the same
day that the Grammys were playing that night. I think that even Jennifer
Lopez got more coverage than he did that night.

HUME: Or at least was better covered.

BIRNBAUM: Better covered.

(CROSSTALK)

KONDRACKE: I can tell that Jeff has been talking to
the McCain campaign. That was the McCain campaign's spin this morning,
that George W. was wrong. Look, 1--look, I think--1 think George W. has
got to...

HUME: Mort, Mort, Mort...

KONDRACKE: ... has got to...

HUME: ... Mort, Mort...

(CROSSTALK)

HUME: ... point of personal privilege...

BIRNBAUM: ... my best line of the year!

(CROSSTALK)

BARNES: The Jennifer Lopez part was Jeff's.

KONDRACKE: The--no, but the--but--but what--it seems
to me that what Bush has got to do is prove that he is the superior
Reaganite by--and this is what they are doing. This is the Bush spin, is
that--is that McCain's tax plan doesn't cut marginal tax rates.
“"My"--which is Reagan signature program. "~ And my--my program does," et
cetera, et cetera. ~ I'm"--you know, "I'm--I'm the original. I'm more
pro-life," blah, blah, blah. You know, that's what he's got to do.

HUME: Now, Karl Rove said in an interview with Carl
Cameron--he being, of course, Bush's political adviser--that we will not
be hearing the governor speaking about the political ins and outs of the
race for a-while. There's been a lot of that. Right move? Wrong move?

BARNES: It's about time. It's about time. You know,
the--Brit, you were there covering George Bush, Senior, at the time when
he was doing it most egregiously. Won the lowa caucuses, and he had the
“'big mo," said it every day, talking about the ins and outs of the race
right up until the New Hampshire primary, where he got his rear end kicked



by Ronald Reagan. And he never recovered.

HUME: There was another part of this message that
you seem to have forgotten that many people...

KONDRACKE: ""Message, | care"?

HUME: No, no, no. That was later. That was later,

Mort. You were still--you were still a stripling then.

(LAUGHTER)

HUME: He kept--he was up for the '80s.

(CROSSTALK)

BARNES: Yeah, well, that--look--look, I mean--1
mean...

HUME: I guess--I guess he could say...

BARNES: ... mechanics...

HUME: I guess George W. could say he's up for the
oughts?

BARNES: Yeah. Look, this is different even from what
George W. did when he was running in 1994, his first race for governor of
Texas. Then all he would talk about were his four issues. Wouldn't talk
about any of the ins and outs or tactics of the race. He'd talk about tort
reform, cutting taxes, education reform. That's all he would talk about.
He was maniacally on message. He needs to try that again.

HUME: But he was maniacally on--but remember, he was
maniacally on message in New Hampshire. He talked about the issues he
cared about. He gave very few press conferences. He didn't hold town hall
meetings. He wouldn't get off message.

BARNES: Wrong message.

BIRNBAUM: Well, you know, I think he's being
outflanked all the time, Bush is, by McCain. McCain is coming around, he's
trying to grab the mantle of Reaganism. He's trying to take the tax issue.

(CROSSTALK)

BIRNBAUM: And what is Bush doing to respond? I think
when he leaves Austin, he has to come out with something new. He has to
come out strong or he may be in more trouble than we think.

HUME: He was in Austin today.

BIRNBAUM: Yes.

HUME: He will be campaigning tomorrow, and will be
in Austin over the weekend.

BIRNBAUM: Right.

HUME: Smart?

BARNES: Well, I think...

(CROSSTALK)

BIRNBAUM: No, it's not smart, Fred!

BARNES: I'm getting to that!

(CROSSTALK)

BARNES: He's got a reason for being there today.

KONDRACKE: The Bush people are claiming that they're
going to be fine. " A week from now, we're all going to say we're back,"
you know--that they're back, that they're going to--that they're going to
do fine in the territories--you know, Guam and wherever.

BARNES: Mort, Mort...

KONDRACKE: And also they're--just a second. I'm
telling you...

BARNES: Samoa?

KONDRACKE: And they seem to believe this stuff.



(CROSSTALK)

HUME: In Washington state, it is the case that very
few delegates are at stake. Only a fraction of Washington's delegates are
up for the...

BARNES: Right. Seven.

HUME: Yeah, seven delegates...

KONDRACKE: But if McCain wins, wins Washington and
comes close in Virginia, then the psychology is still downhill for Bush.

BARNES: No, it's not.

(CROSSTALK)

BARNES: Look, if he wins one and Bush wins one,
that'll be...

BIRNBAUM: Right. Then it--then it's still a...

BARNES: That'll be all right.

BIRNBAUM: ... an open race going into the
super-Titanic Tuesday on March 7th.

HUME: Jeff Birnbaum, managing--I mean, excuse
me--bureau chief...

(CROSSTALK)

HUME: ... has the last word. And then that's all for
the panel. But stay tuned for a look at what it takes to get President
Clinton--well, how you meet his smooching standards.

(COMMERCIAL BREAK)

HUME: Finally, there's an old saying about blondes
having more fun. Well, at that state dinner for the king and queen of
Spain Wednesday night at the White House, blondes certainly seemed to get
a lot more presidential attention in the receiving line, especially those
wearing one of those off-the-shoulder dresses. Even that can help a
brunette, as you will see.

(VIDEO CLIP OF WHITE HOUSE RECEIVING LINE)

HUME: What would have happened to Jennifer Lopez?

And that's SPECIAL REPORT for this time. Please come
again next time, and in the meantime, stay tuned for news, fair and
balanced, as always.

END
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TEXT:
FOX THE EDGE WITH PAULA ZAHN
February 24, 2000

PAULA ZAHN, HOST: Tonight an EDGE exclusive. Why did
JFK, Jr.'s plane go down last summer? The NTSB knows, and tonight we'll
tell you what it will report.

And then: Has George W. Bush gone too far in trying
to appeal to Christian conservatives?

That's ahead on THE EDGE.

(NEWS BREAK)

ZAHN: And hello, everyone. Thank you very much for
joining us tonight on THE EDGE.

A little bit later on, Pat Robertson will tell us if
he thinks it was a bad idea to make those phone calls for George W. Bush
that said McCain chairman Warren Rudman was a bigot.

But leading THE EDGE tonight, an exclusive. The
government now knows what brought down JFK, Jr.'s plane last summer.

Rita Cosby has the latest from Washington.

Rita, what do we know tonight?

RITA COSBY, FOX NEWS: Paula, sources close to the
investigation tell me that federal investigators with the National
Transportation Safety Board now strongly believe that the plane carrying
JFK, Jr., his wife and also her sister crashed due to pilot error. The
regional office of the National Transportation Safety Board is putting
together it's factual report on what happened during the crash, and those
findings will be passed on to the full board here in Washington in a few
weeks, which will then make an official determination on the cause.

But sources close to the case tell me that
investigators strongly believe that it was pilot error and expect that
that will indeed be the final conclusion. Sources say investigators
believe JFK, Jr., experienced spatial disorientation based on what was
happening to the plane and how the aircraft began spiraling before it
crashed into the ocean.

Sources also say investigators believe JFK, Jr.'s
lack of flying hours may have been a factor, that he may not have been an
experienced enough pilot to fly at night and in those conditions. Sources
also tell FOX NEWS that investigators have found nothing mechanically
wrong with the plane.



Thirty-eight-year-old JFK, Jr., was flying a small
single-engine plane, a Piper Saratoga, when it plunged into the Atlantic
Ocean near Martha's Vineyard on July 16th of last year. JFK, Jr., his
wife, Carolyn Bessette and her sister Lauren Bessette took off from an
airport in Fairfield, New Jersey, at 8:38 PM Eastern time. He had intended
to fly Lauren Bessette to Martha's Vineyard and drop her off at the
airport there. But the plane never made it to its first destination.

JFK, Jr., obtained his pilot's license back in 1998.

He had been flying under so-called "visual flight rules." Under those
rules, a pilot flies by sight and does not depend on air traffic
controllers to guide his plane's route.

A few days after the crash, the NTSB released radar
data that gave a detailed picture of the plane's flight path. It indicated
that about 20 miles from Martha's Vineyard airport, the plane started
making an apparently unnecessary turn to the right. About a minute after
that, the plane made two more right turns and then began to quickly
descend.

Soon after the crash, aviation experts came out and
were speculating that it may have been pilot error, that he may have
become disoriented and lost his position in the air and was not able to
see--visually see the land and see where he was at spatially. Now we are
told, indeed, that that is what investigators have concluded. Indeed, the
official report will now still have to go to the NTSB for them to make
their official findings, but all signs right now are pointing that it
indeed will be the case, and federal investigators, those who are very
close to the investigation, we are told, according to sources, believe
that it was indeed pilot error--Paula.

ZAHN: So Rita, you're saying this report will not be
made public for, what, a week or two?

COSBY: We're hearing, actually, a couple of months.

What first happens is the regional office, which is based in the
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