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1960 Leon Fuerth earns his B.A. from New York University.  

 
1961 Fuerth completes his M.A. from New York University. 
 
1962-1965 Fuerth serves as a commissioned officer in the United States Air Force. 
 
1968-1979 Fuerth works in the United States Foreign Service. 

 
1975 Fuerth receives his Masters of Public Administration from Harvard University. 

 
1979-1984 Fuerth works as a professional staff member of the House Permanent Select 

Committee on Intelligence.  As a staff member, Fuerth is assigned to brief Senator 
Albert Gore, Jr. (D-TN) on arms control issues. (The Washington Post, 
06/16/1998) 

 
1984-1993 Fuerth is Senior Legislative Assistant for National Security for Senator Gore. 
 
1988 
 
March  In an effort to distance himself from the more “dovish” Democratic presidential  
  candidates, Gore emphasizes his conservative record on foreign policy issues.   
  The media highlights his list of foreign policy advisors, including Fuerth, former  
  Navy Undersecretary James Woolsey, and former Assistant Secretary of State for  
  East Asian and Pacific Affairs Richard Holbrooke, as strong influences on his  
  foreign policy philosophy. (The New York Times, 03/12/1988) 
 
1992 
 
July The presidential campaign of Governor William J. Clinton (D-AR) issues a 

statement criticizing President George H.W. Bush for a failure of leadership in his 
policy toward the former Yugoslavia, and calling for UN authorization of air 
strikes against Serbian positions in Bosnia.  The statement is drafted by Fuerth 
and senior foreign policy advisors Nancy Soderberg, Anthony Lake and Samuel 
R. Berger. (The New York Times, 07/29/1992) 

 
September The Washington Post reports that Fuerth, Lake and Berger are holding daily  
  conference calls with the Clinton campaign staff in Little Rock to discuss   
  potential members of the Administration’s foreign policy team. (The Washington  
  Post, 09/29/1992) 
 
 



 

 
 
November President-elect Clinton holds a news conference to outline the priorities of his first 

100 days in office and to announce the members of his transition team.  The 
foreign policy transition team includes not only Berger and Soderberg, but also 
Fuerth, which is interpreted by the press to be a sign of Clinton’s commitment to 
making Gore a significant partner in his presidency. (The Washington Post, 
11/13/1992) 

 
December As the crisis in Somalia intensifies, The New York Times reports that Transition 

Director Warren M. Christopher has been giving the kind of advice and counsel to 
Clinton normally provided by a Secretary of State, promulgating speculation that 
he will be given the appointment.  Berger, who is heading Clinton’s national 
security transition team, has been working with Christopher, Soderberg, and 
Fuerth as an informal national security council on policy toward Somalia. (The 
New York Times, 12/06/1992) 

 
 Clinton nominates Christopher as Secretary of State and Representative Les Aspin 

(D-WI) as Secretary of Defense.  Clinton also states that Soderberg and Fuerth 
will have foreign policy positions within the White House. (The Washington Post, 
12/23/1992) 

 
1993 
 
January Clinton names Fuerth as National Security Advisor to the Vice President. (The 

Washington Post, 01/15/1993) 
 
 Fuerth is given responsibility worldwide for implementing American policy on 

economic sanctions (including those on Bosnia, Iran, and Iraq).  Such a role is 
considered unprecedented for a member of the Vice President’s staff. (Richard 
Holbrooke, To End a War, New York: Random House, 1998, p. 88) 

 
March The media reports that Gore is asserting a more active role for the Vice President 

within the Clinton Administration by building his own power base and carving 
out policy areas, such as the environment, high technology, and nuclear affairs, in 
which he built a national reputation as a senator.  Clinton supports the more active 
role for Gore, bringing him into meetings with heads of state and in for the daily 
intelligence briefing.  The enhanced portfolio of the Vice President’s office is also 
apparent with Fuerth’s membership on the Deputies’ Committee, the group of 
deputy secretaries from the Pentagon, CIA and State Department which co-
ordinates foreign policy and is currently managing U.S. responses to Bosnia. Gore 
is also taking a lead role in policy toward the Balkans. (The Guardian, 
03/05/1993) 

 
April Clinton meets with Russian President Boris Yeltsin in Vancouver in a summit to 

promote political and economic reforms in the former Soviet republic.  Clinton 



 

pledges $1.6 billion in assistance to Russia to help implement these reforms.  In 
addition, the two leaders hold a series of meetings to coordinate policy between 
the U.S. and Russia.  Among the new elements of the package is a “Democracy 
Corps” intended to coordinate the activities of the innumerable private and 
governmental agencies now trying to assist Russia, and a new Commission on 
Technological Cooperation in energy and space, whose chairmen will be Gore 
and Russian Prime Minister Viktor S. Chernomyrdin. (The New York Times, 
04/05/1993) 

 
May Journalist Robert Novak writes that Gore is taking the most hawkish position 

within the White House in pushing for military intervention in the Balkans.  State 
Department officials believe that Fuerth is having significant influence on Gore’s 
stance. (Chicago Sun-Times, 05/16/1993) 

 
July Following an attempt on former President Bush’s life, Gore encourages Clinton to 

retaliate against Iraqi President Saddam Hussein by launching missile strikes on 
Iraq.  Gore undertakes his own informal inquiry into the alleged assassination 
attempt, working through Fuerth, who encourages the retaliations on Iraq. (U.S. 
News & World Report, 07/19/1993) 

 
December In the second meeting of the Gore-Chernomyrdin Commission, the two leaders 

announce a series of major agreements in Moscow to help accelerate Russian 
economic reforms.  Gore and Chernomyrdin depict the 22 accords providing for 
new cooperation on space, energy, nuclear and scientific projects as an attempt to 
ease Russian unemployment and otherwise benefit the Russian people.  The most 
ambitious accord provides for a U.S. payment to Russia of up to $100 million 
annually for the next four years for use of the Mir space station. A U.S. astronaut 
is slated to occupy Mir for three months in 1995, and three others will stay on 
board for a six-month period after that. (The Washington Post, 12/17/1993) 

 
1994 
 
May Gore and First Lady Hillary Rodham Clinton head the 44-person U.S. delegation 

to South African President-elect Nelson Mandela’s inauguration.  President 
Clinton wanted to go but chose not to, due to a busy legislative calendar and back-
to-back foreign trips in June and July.  Fuerth is one of the members of the U.S. 
delegation. (USA Today, 05/11/1994) 

 
August The U.S. wins support from the 13-member Caribbean Community and Common 

Market for a possible invasion of Haiti as economic sanctions and diplomacy fail 
to pressure Haiti’s military leaders to relinquish control and restore the exiled 
President, Rev. Jean-Bertrand Aristide, to power.  Fuerth joins Deputy Secretary 
of State Strobe Talbott and Deputy Defense Secretary John M. Deutch in a 
helicopter flyover of the porous Dominican Republic-Haitian border, where a 
maritime embargo has created a large gasoline smuggling operation into Haiti, 
due to high gasoline prices.  The officials promise U.S. help to seal the border as 



 

the debate between continuing the embargo and initiating military operations 
continues within the Administration. (The New York Times, 08/11/1994) 

 
October Clinton lifts a long-standing ban on U.S. contacts with Sinn Fein, the political arm 

of the Irish Republican Army (IRA), clearing the way for direct talks with U.S. 
officials.  Clinton allows Sinn Fein leader Gerry Adams to enter the U.S. and 
engage in high-level talks at the State Department, largely due in response to the 
IRA’s cooperation with a month-old cease-fire in Northern Ireland and Sinn 
Fein’s pledge to enter peace talks with Britain.  Fuerth, Soderberg, and Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of State for European and Canadian Affairs John Kornblum 
meet with Adams at the State Department to discuss the Northern Ireland peace 
process. (Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, 10/04/1994; The Independent (London), 
10/04/1994) 

 
 Fuerth attends an official state dinner hosted by Clinton for Nelson Mandela on 

his first visit to the U.S. as President of South Africa. (The Washington Post, 
10/05/1994) 

 
December Fuerth travels with Gore and Talbott to Moscow for another meeting of the Gore-

Chernomyrdin Commission.  During the trip, the U.S. delegates visit President 
Boris Yeltsin, who is recovering from surgery.  At the hospital, both Yeltsin and 
Gore attempt to smooth over U.S.-Russian relations following Yeltsin’s recent 
public statements rejecting NATO expansion.  Gore assures Yeltsin that NATO 
will only be doing preliminary studies on expansion in 1995; no plans for actual 
expansion are in the works for the following year.  While seeking to assure 
Yeltsin, Gore says that NATO would even consider Russia for membership.  
Yeltsin declares that Russian would never join NATO. (Strobe Talbott, The 
Russian Hand: A Memoir of Presidential Diplomacy, New York: Random House, 
2002, pp. 143-145) 

 
1995 
 
February Signaling a new approach toward the Balkans, the Clinton Administration asks 

Serbian President Slobodan Milosevic to recognize the borders of Bosnia and 
Croatia, where he is backing Serb insurgents, and to end armed aid for the rebels.  
In exchange, mediators offer Milosevic a complete lifting of UN sanctions for a 
period of two months, with the possibility of renewal.  The media reports that the 
policy is adopted only after heated internal debate.  Albright opposes the move 
and Fuerth warns that, once lifted, sanctions would be hard to replace.  
Christopher and Perry both favor the new approach. (The Washington Post, 
02/15/1995) 

 
November During the peace negotiations in Dayton, OH, to end the Bosnian conflict, 

Milosevic insists that Serbia, as well as Bosnia, has a need for humanitarian 
assistance to provide heating oil to the region.  In addition, he asks for natural gas, 
which he offers to pay for by exporting a limited amount of grain (which would 



 

require an easing of UN sanctions).  Fuerth, still the main actor in control of 
sanctions within the Administration, believes that Milosevic’s requests far exceed 
Serbia’s needs.  However, a compromise is reached to provide humanitarian relief 
in the form of gas and oil for heating for the Serbs and Bosnians. (Holbrooke, p. 
250) 

 
1996  
 
December President Clinton nominates Albright to be Secretary of State on the 5th.  Clinton 

also announces the nominations of William Cohen as Secretary of Defense, 
Anthony Lake as Director of Central Intelligence, and Samuel Berger as Assistant 
to the President for National Security Affairs. (Chicago Sun-Times, 12/05/1996) 

 
1997 
 
March Fuerth travels with Gore to China amidst a diplomatically troubling environment 

related to Washington’s economic relationship with China.  The Chinese 
government approaches the Clinton Administration with the opportunity to allow 
Gore to preside over the signing of a billion-dollar deal for China to buy a small 
fleet of Boeing 777 aircraft.  However, at a time when the White House is under 
scrutiny for allegations of improper campaign finance relations with China, 
Gore’s aides say he should steer clear of any such events.  Boeing is clear that it 
wants the deal; however, the Vice President remains non-committal.  As Fuerth 
states, “We will consider any development that may arise if it is a normal 
transaction, appropriate and good for American business and labor, and in the 
commercial interests of the United States.”  (The New York Times, 03/19/1997) 

 
 During the meeting with Chinese Premier Li Peng, both Gore and Li play down 

the controversy over the campaign finance investigation.  Li assures Gore that the 
uproar will not disrupt China’s plans for a closer partnership with the U.S.  The 
two also seek to contain the strain in Sino-U.S. relations over human rights.  Gore 
raises the issue of China’s repression of political dissidents with Li, known as the 
“Butcher of Beijing” for instituting martial law preceding the 1989 crackdown in 
Tiananmen Square, but aides say the Vice President avoids an acrimonious tone.  
Li manages to get Gore to have a champaign toast with him at a morning business 
deal signing, which is considered by many in the U.S. media as a mistake for 
Gore. (The Washington Post, 03/26/1997; The New York Times, 03/26/1997) 

 
September As political pressure increases and hearings ensue on allegations of campaign 

finance corruption in the Clinton Administration, the media begins to focus 
particular attention on oil financier Roger Tamraz, a major contributor to the 
Democratic Party.  Tamraz met with DNC Finance Director Richard Sullivan and 
Finance Chairman Marvin Rosen in September 1995, seeking access to Gore and 
other senior Administration officials to promote his vision of a $2.5 billion 
pipeline carrying oil from the Caspian Sea region of Central Asia to western 
markets.  But on September 13, Fuerth writes a memo urging the Vice President 



 

and other officials to avoid meeting Tamraz because “American oil companies do 
not consider him to be a reliable partner.”  Fuerth describes the project as 
“commercially questionable at best,” adding that Tamraz is “not likely to get any 
oil company to agree to work with him.”  The memo is passed on to Sullivan, who 
subsequently drops Tamraz from a breakfast meeting scheduled with Gore. (The 
Washington Post, 09/09/1997) 

 
December Intense internal debate within the Administration emerges over whether to impose 

sanctions against European Union (EU) countries for signing a $2 billion contract 
to develop Iran’s South Pars gas field.  Talbott, Undersecretary of State for 
Political Affairs Thomas Pickering and Undersecretary of State for Economic, 
Business, and Agricultural Affairs Stuart Eizenstat urge delay, while Fuerth, 
Assistant Secretary of State for Near Eastern Affairs Martin Indyk, National 
Security Council Special Assistant to the President and Senior Director for Near 
East and South Asian Affairs Bruce Riedel, and State Department Policy Planning 
Director Gregory Craig push for sanctions.  Although congressional pressure is 
building for sanctions, the consequences could be grave.  If sanctions are 
imposed, the EU would reactivate a complaint to the World Trade Organization 
about U.S. unilateral curbs. The Administration has said it would ignore an 
adverse decision, wrecking the trade body that it worked hard to build. (Journal of 
Commerce, 12/15/1997) 

 
1998 
 
February The Jerusalem Post reports that Israeli Industry and Trade Minister Natan 

Sharansky is lobbying to persuade the Russian government to stop providing 
advanced technology and equipment for Iran’s ballistic missile program.  He 
confers with Gore, who sends Fuerth, along with members of the NSC, to 
Moscow to discuss the issue.  A Washington Post profile piece highlights Gore’s 
heightened responsibility in developing policy toward Russia.  The report 
illustrates the fact that the role of the Vice President in the Clinton Administration 
is much more active and powerful than most historical precedents in U.S. history. 
(The Jerusalem Post, 02/16/1998; The Washington Post, 03/14/1998) 

 
June In a profile piece on Fuerth, The Washington Post describes Fuerth as the most 

important foreign policy advisor that the general public does not know about.  In 
his memoir, Richard Holbrooke echoes those sentiments, stating, “Fuerth…was 
one of those powerful but rarely seen people who play major roles behind the 
scene in Washington.”  The reporter speculates that, given the possibility of a 
Gore presidency (in which case Fuerth would presumably become national 
security advisor), Fuerth is attempting to give more access to the press and 
develop the personal skills necessary for this position. (Holbrooke, p. 88; The 
Washington Post, 06/16/2006) 

 
November The Pentagon steps up the movement of warships to the Persian Gulf, while the 

Clinton Administration emphasizes there will be no negotiation with Iraq after 



 

they announced on October 31 that they were halting cooperation with the UN 
Special Commission, which is responsible for overseeing the destruction of Iraq’s 
chemical and biological weapons and long-range missiles.  Attending the White 
House meeting on the Iraq situation are Gore, Albright, Berger, Fuerth, Cohen, 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff General Henry Shelton, Director of 
Operations for the Joint Chiefs Vice Admiral Vernon Clark, and Director of 
Intelligence for the Joint Chiefs Rear Admiral Thomas Wilson. (The Boston 
Globe, 11/11/1998) 

 
1999 
 
February Gore opens a conference on corruption in emerging democracies in Washington 

with a speech outlining the Administration’s foreign policy objectives in 
promoting American values abroad.  USA Today focuses on the conference as a 
way for Gore to highlight his foreign policy experience, which is considered to be 
one of his strongest assets in the coming presidential election cycle.  The article 
emphasizes the unique role Gore and his staff have carved out in influencing 
foreign policy during the Clinton Administration.  Fuerth says Gore “has the 
ability to persuade very senior foreign leaders that they are dealing with someone 
of real substance and that this is someone with whom they can have, not stock 
discussions, but real discussions.” (USA Today, 02/24/1999) 

 
March A nearly unanimous U.S. Senate vote approving the deployment of a National 

Missile Defense (NMD) system provokes a furious reaction from the Russian 
government, which warns that nuclear arms control could be derailed by the 
initiative and that the system could violate the 1972 Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) 
Treaty.  The Senate action further sours U.S.-Russian relations in the run-up to a 
visit to Washington by Russian Prime Minister Yevgeny Primakov in the 
following week.  Fuerth says that Gore will try to convince Primakov that the 
ABM treaty could be renegotiated before the NMD system is deployed “so as not 
to contravene our international obligations.” (The Guardian, 03/19/1999) 

 
 The U.S. and Russian governments expect to finalize two nuclear security 

agreements during Primakov’s visit to the U.S.  One agreement provides for 
Russia to receive over $300 million from the U.S. in payment for uranium 
removed from Russian nuclear weapons and for Russia to gain immediate access 
to the international market for future sales of such material.  In the second deal, 
Washington officials will accept a proposal from Russian Atomic Energy Minister 
Yevgeny Adamov to restrict the cooperation of two Russian scientific institutes 
with Iran’s nuclear program in exchange for a lifting of U.S. sanctions on the two 
institutes.  “This will put in place more stable financial relations and guarantee the 
thing continuing on into the future,” says Fuerth.  “If that happens, that will be a 
big deal.” (The Washington Post, 03/21/1999) 

 
 Fuerth suffers a mild heart attack in late-March.  While he recovers, NATO 

begins air strikes in Kosovo and Serbia.  Fuerth recuperates at home and has a 



 

secure phone to participate in classified briefings, but his place at the table with 
the President’s national security team is filled by his deputy, Col. Richard M. 
Saunders. (The New York Times, 03/31/1999) 

 
September The media reports that Gore is under increasing scrutiny from both Republicans 

and Democrats (particularly Bill Bradley, who is challenging Gore for the 
Democratic Party presidential nomination) for his relationship with corrupt 
Russian officials.  His critics argue that Gore pressured the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) and USAID to provide financial assistance for Russia’s 
economic development throughout the mid-1990s while ignoring intelligence 
reports that the Russian officials receiving the aid were using it for their own 
private gain.  Gore’s critics say his role in the Gore-Chernomyrdin Commission, 
where the media reports Fuerth has served as the de-facto Executive Secretary, 
has given him a strong position to leverage economic assistance for the Russians. 
(Insight on the News, 09/27/1999) 

 
2000 
 
February The Russian government tells the Clinton Administration it wants to abandon a 

joint project to convert its remaining military atomic reactors to purely civilian 
use because of delays, sharp cost overruns and warnings by nuclear experts of a 
possible Chernobyl-type catastrophe.  The project has formed a centerpiece of the 
Clinton Administration’s arms control efforts.  Under the plan, the United States 
was to help Russia convert the cores of three atomic reactors from natural 
uranium, which produces plutonium when irradiated, to highly enriched uranium 
(HEU).  One of the leading opponents of the core conversion plan, Princeton 
physicist Frank von Hippel, told Fuerth that converting the reactors to HEU 
would “probably be worse” in terms of proliferation than doing nothing. He called 
instead for the reactors to be converted to low-enriched uranium, which cannot be 
used in nuclear weapons. (The Washington Post, 02/13/2000) 
 

March In response to recent statements by several Republican presidential candidates on 
foreign policy, Fuerth says, “It’s always easy for the guy who is not yet in power 
to make simple declaratory statements about how he will immediately fix it all.  
But once you have had the responsibility of making decisions that mean life or 
death, you start to study the specific facts very carefully.” (St. Louis Post-
Dispatch, 03/05/2000) 
 
Russia criticizes a bill signed by President Clinton that will halt contributions to 
Moscow to help finance the International Space Station if Russian firms are found 
to have helped Iran develop nuclear, chemical or biological weapons.  The new 
law is aimed at pressuring Russia to halt proliferation, which Moscow has long 
insisted is not occurring.  Russian Deputy Prime Minister Ilya Klebanov also 
protests the new law to Fuerth, who is visiting Moscow. In another development, 
Russian officials announce that they will continue selling conventional weapons 
and spare parts to Iran despite a 1995 agreement between Gore and then-Prime 



 

Minister Viktor Chernomyrdin to halt the deliveries by this year. (The Washington 
Post, 03/16/2000) 

 
 Fuerth issues a statement outlining a potential Gore Administration foreign policy 

strategy.  He states that it would largely follow the policies of the Clinton 
Administration, including military intervention for humanitarian and 
peacekeeping purposes, but that a Gore Administration would change the policy 
on gays in the military.  Fuerth and other campaign officials emphasize that Gore 
would implement such a policy in a slow way, as recognition of military 
opposition to such a policy, but that Gore has committed to the issue and will 
provide leadership in implementing a policy to allow gays to openly serve in the 
military. (USA Today, 03/23/2000; Denver Rocky Mountain News, 03/26/2000) 

 
April Chief Executive of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Region (SAR) Tung 

Chee-hwa meets with several U.S. politicians to lobby for China’s entry into the 
World Trade Organization (WTO) and for the U.S. Congress to normalize trade 
relations with China.  Tung also meets with Fuerth to discuss trade issues and to 
reportedly stress Hong Kong’s independence. (South China Morning Post, 
04/07/2000) 

 
Senior Republican senators tell President Clinton that they oppose his efforts to 
renegotiate an arms control treaty with Russia and to build only a limited 
antimissile defense system.  The senators -- including Majority Leader Trent Lott 
and Jesse Helms -- favor a full, robust defense system against missiles, and many 
of them prefer to scrap the treaty altogether. They worry that Clinton will be too 
willing to compromise in order to conclude a strategic arms agreement with 
Russia before he leaves office. Gore supports Clinton’s approach and wants the 
President to decide during the campaign. That would allow Gore to fend off 
Republican charges that the Democrats have been soft on defense.  Fuerth says 
Clinton “has time, and there is every reason why he should make this decision.” 
(The New York Times, 04/11/2000) 
 
A profile piece on Fuerth in The New York Times underlines the division of labor 
Gore and Fuerth established early in their careers:  Fuerth would provide the 
policy analysis, and Gore would “take care of the politics.”  In his memoir, Strobe 
Talbott describes the relationship between Gore and Fuerth:  “I’d rarely known 
two people more closely wired into each other’s brains than the Vice President 
and [Fuerth].  They had many of the same mannerisms of speech, including a 
fondness for metaphors drawn from science, mathematics, cybernetics, and high 
technology.  For both of them, problems existed to be solved by deduction, by 
careful weighing of alternatives and by dogged advocacy.” (Talbott, p. 59; The 
New York Times, 04/25/2000) 
 
Convinced that the global spread of AIDS is reaching catastrophic dimensions, 
the Clinton Administration formally designates the disease for the first time as a 
threat to U.S. national security that could topple foreign governments, touch off 



 

ethnic wars and undo decades of work in building free-market democracies 
abroad.  The National Security Council, which has never before been involved in 
combating an infectious disease, directs a rapid reassessment of the government’s 
efforts. The new push is reflected in the doubling of budget requests--to $254 
million--to combat AIDS overseas and in the creation on Feb. 8 of a White House 
interagency working group to “develop a series of expanded initiatives to drive 
the international efforts” to combat the disease.  Fuerth says that the government 
is looking for “the kind of focus and coordination on this issue that we normally 
strive for on national security issues.” (The Washington Post, 04/30/2000) 

 
May Gore travels to Israel to join in the fifty year celebration of Israeli independence 

as part of his extended visit to the region.  Fuerth takes a lead in media relations, 
being the sole Administration official to brief reporters on the trip. (The 
Independent (London), 05/01/1998; The Washington Post, 06/16/1998) 

 
Fuerth meets with Democratic Party leader for the Hong Kong SAR Lee Che-
ming to discuss trade relations with China and to voice concern over the 
leadership of Tung Chee-hwa.  Lee pushes for U.S. support of democratic reforms 
in Hong Kong and tries to tie the issue to China’s entry into the WTO.  (South 
China Morning Post, 05/07/2000) 

 
 The New York Times reports that Gore is seeking to expand the number of foreign 

policy advisors in his presidential campaign.  While the article stresses Gore’s 
confidence in his own foreign policy experience, as well as Fuerth’s, Gore 
believes he needs to hear from more diverse voices on foreign policy.  Gore’s 
group includes former Senator James Sasser, who was Ambassador to China from 
1996 to 1999; Laura D’Andrea Tyson, former Director of the National Economic 
Council; Joan E. Spero, former Under Secretary of State for Economic Affairs; 
and Ashton B. Carter and Graham T. Allison, Harvard professors who served at 
the Pentagon in President Clinton’s first term.  They have less of a direct impact 
on forming policy positions than George W. Bush’s foreign policy team has in his 
campaign, but Gore is attempting to establish a solid core of foreign policy 
advisors in order to make a potential transition easier. (The New York Times, 
05/17/2000)   

 
 Gore and Bush spar over nuclear missile policy, highlighting their different 

foreign policy agendas.  Bush calls for a unilateral reduction in U.S. nuclear 
weapons, hoping the Russians will do the same, while simultaneously calling for a 
stronger national missile defense system.  Gore defends the Clinton 
Administration’s limited national missile defense system, arguing that an 
expansion of such a system could violate the 1972 ABM Treaty.  Fuerth argues 
that the more limited system being examined by the Clinton Administration could 
be in place by 2005 in time to face a possible threat from North Korea.  He says 
Bush’s effort to “tear up all the technology and start all over again” would set 
back development and leave the United States vulnerable to rogue states. (The 



 

New York Times, 05/24/2000; The Washington Post, 05/28/2000) 
 

July The Clinton Administration comes under scrutiny for not yet appointing a special 
presidential envoy for AIDS.  Fuerth is among the group of high-ranking officials 
in the Administration reviewing the position, but it is reported that turf battles 
have blocked the ability to appoint an envoy. (The Washington Post, 07/19/2000) 

 
August Newly elected Mexican President Vicente Fox makes his first visit to 

Washington, calling for a much more open U.S.-Mexican border.  Fox meets not 
only with Clinton but also with Gore and Bush.  Fox’s vision of a future in which 
people and their possessions can move far more freely across the 2,000-mile 
border is not shared by the Administration, or by either presidential contender.  
Gore finds the idea of open borders “clearly problematic,” says Fuerth, and Bush 
repeats that “we ought to enforce our borders.” (The New York Times, 
08/25/2000) 
 

September Gore proposes that the White House release a modest amount of oil from the 
strategic national reserve to try to stabilize oil prices, a move Bush immediately 
denounces as a political ploy that could endanger national security.  One senior 
official notes that when the idea was first floated at White House meetings last 
week, two of Gore’s senior aides, including Fuerth, were present at the meetings. 
The White House apparently decided to let Gore propose the idea first, giving him 
public authorship of the plan. (The New York Times, 09/22/2000) 
 

 
November Election night for the presidency turns into turmoil.  While major news networks 

make differing “calls” as to who wins the electoral college, Florida emerges with 
a race too close to call based either on exit polling or statistical estimations.  Local 
electoral commissions issue a recount in several Florida counties.  Both Bush and 
Gore send representatives to the state, while numerous Republican and 
Democratic supporters protest the manner in which the election was carried out, 
particularly in the state of Florida. (The Washington Post, 11/08/2000) 

 
December In a 5-4 decision, the U.S. Supreme Court upholds the Florida Supreme Court’s 

ruling to end the recount in Florida, effectively giving the presidency to Bush.  
Bush becomes the first president since Benjamin Harrison in 1888 to lose the 
popular vote but win the Electoral College vote.  The following day, Gore 
concedes the election to Bush in a speech, calling on national unity to settle the 
turmoil unleashed as the result of five weeks of uncertainty. (The New York 
Times, 12/13/2000, 12/14/2000) 

 
2001 Fuerth joins the faculty at The George Washington University’s Elliott School of 

International Affairs as a J.B. and Maurice C. Shapiro Professor.  In January 
2003, he is appointed Research Professor at the Elliott School. 
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Leon Fuerth Suggested Topics 
Prepared by B.J. Bloom 
Miller Center of Public Affairs, University of Virginia, 10/17/2006 
 
Joining the Administration 
• How did you come to meet Al Gore?  What were your early impressions of him?  Discuss 

your transition from working on the House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence to 
working as a legislative assistant for Gore.   

• Describe the development of your relationship with Gore, particularly on foreign policy 
issues.  In which policy issues did Gore specialize?   

• What role, if any, did you play in Gore’s 1988 presidential campaign?   
• When did you first meet Bill Clinton?  What role did you play in the 1992 presidential 

campaign?  Discuss Clinton’s choice of Gore as a vice-presidential candidate and Gore’s role 
in the campaign.  Comment on the relationship between Gore’s advisors and the Clinton 
campaign. 

 
National Security Advisor to the Vice President 
• Discuss your appointment as National Security Advisor to the Vice President.  Did you have 

conversations with Clinton, Gore or Mack McLarty before accepting the post regarding the 
nature of your portfolio?  

• Describe the organization of the Vice President’s office during the Clinton Administration.  
Evaluate the relations between this office and the rest of the White House staff. 

• Characterize your interaction with major White House offices (Legislative Affairs, Political 
Affairs, Management and Budget, etc.) and executive departments (State, Defense, CIA, 
etc.).  Why were you, as a staff member for the Vice President, selected to be on the 
Deputies’ Committee with Clinton’s national security team?   

• How did your role as National Security Advisor to the Vice President differ from previous 
administrations?     

• Evaluate the relationship between Gore and the rest of the foreign policy team. 
• With whom did you work most closely on the Clinton foreign policy team? Evaluate your 

relationship with other senior officials on the foreign policy team and with key members of 
the White House staff. 

• Which foreign policy issues engaged President Clinton the most?  Vice President Gore? Did 
Clinton’s attention to foreign policy change as his presidency progressed?   

• Describe the way you and Gore discussed and formulated foreign policy.  How did you select 
the issue areas on which you yourself worked?  Did you communicate foreign policy options 
and advice to the Vice President mainly in writing or orally?  Did this differ in how you 
presented such information to the Deputies’ Committee or to President Clinton? 

• Characterize the role played by you and Gore on Russia policy.  Analyze the Gore-
Chernomyrdin Commission.  How did having the Vice President being in charge of such a 
commission affect U.S. foreign policy towards Russia? 

• Discuss your role in the formulation and implementation of policy in the following areas: 
Iraq, Bosnia, Kosovo, Central Asia, AIDS, and the Middle East. 

 
 



 

2000 Presidential Campaign 
• What role did you play in Gore’s 2000 presidential campaign?  How did the functioning of 

the Vice President’s office change during this time? 
• Discuss the interactions between the campaign staff and Gore’s advisors within the 

Administration.   
• Discuss your increasing media presence as the campaign progressed.  Do you feel that this 

helped or hindered your ability to focus on policy?  How did the “political” aspects of foreign 
policy change as the campaign progressed? 

• How did the Gore campaign attempt to distinguish and distance itself from the Clinton 
Administration?  Were there strains between the people mainly in the Clinton camp and those 
primarily associated with the Vice President? 

• Did you have any prospective discussion with the Vice President about your role in a Gore 
Administration?  Did he discuss other potential members of the foreign policy team? 

 
The Clinton Presidency in Retrospect 
• What do you consider your greatest accomplishments as National Security Advisor to the 

Vice President? 
• What is the legacy of the Gore vice presidency on the Office of the Vice President? 
• What were the strengths and weaknesses of the Clinton Administration in the realm of 

foreign affairs?  How would you rate the President as a strategic thinker?  How would you 
rate the Vice President as a strategic thinker? 

• What features of the Clinton Administration were missed or misunderstood by the press? 
 

 
 
 
 
 


