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WITNESS
BYRON YORK

nlike others who testified before the grand jury investigating the Monica Lewinsky scandal, Vernon Jordan never shied away from reporters gathered outside
the federal courthouse in Washington. Each time he
appeared, President Clinton’s close friend and confidant walked to the microphones and emphasized
just one point: that he told the truth to Kenneth
Stan’sprosecutors and the grand jury. “I answered all
of their questions truthfully and completely, to the
best of my ability,” Jordan said after his first day of testimony last March. ‘That’sthe truth, that’s the whole
truth, that’s nothing but the truth,” he told reporters
after his second appearance a few days later. And
after his last day before the grand jury, Jordan
announced, “When I was a kid in Sunday school, I
learned a verse: Ye shall know the truth, and the
truth will set you free.’ I have come here five times,
and I have told the truth.”
But did he? On the courthouse steps, Jordan refused to discuss
the specifics of his testimony; it was only after the House of R e p
resentatives released it last September that the public got a
chance to learn what he actually said inside the grand jury room.
And a careful examination of that testimony-889 pages of transcripts plus hundreds of pages of supporting documents -raises
serious questions about Jordan’sstory.
For example, Jordan denied any involvementin preparing the
affidavit in which Lewinsky swore she did not have a sexual relationship with the president -even though Lewinsky remembered editing specific portions of the affidavit after discussing
them with him. Jordan also testified he could not remember a
BYRONYORKis an investigative reporter with TAS.
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breakfast meeting at which, Lewinsky said, he advised her tc
conceal evidence of her affair with the president. And he testifiec
he could not even remember the first time he met Lewinskyor why he went to see Clinton,shortly after the meeting.
Beyond that, Jordan said he could not recall dozens of conver
sations with the president during critical moments in the Lewin.
sky affair. In the tense days of January 1998when the president gave
his deposition in the Paula Jones case, Jordan made a long serie:
of telephone calls to the White House and to Lewinsky-anc
swore he could not remember why he made any of them. He hac
lunch with top Clinton aide Bruce Lindsey on the day the Lewin.
sky story broke on the Internet-and claimed they discussec
their children and the weather. The next day, he dropped bj
the Oval Office-and remembered a conversationwith the pres.
ident that was largely about family and golf.
On more than one occasion, such testimony led to strained
moments in the courtroom as prosecutors grew openly skeptical
of Jordan’s version of events. Now his testimony is available foi
all to see. And, taken as a whole, it leaves the reader with good rea.
son to suspect that Jordan, the widely-respected lawyer, membei
of blue-chip corporate boards, and Washington wise man, lied
to protect both himself and his good friend, Bill Clinton.

CALLING MR. JORDAN
Jordan’s contention that he first learned about Monica Lewinskj
in a phone call from Clinton secretary Betty Currie has long
been a staple of the Lewinsky story. During his first grand juq
appearance, Jordan testified that Currie called him in early
December 1997. “She said, ‘Mr. Jordan, there’s a former White
House intern, her name is Monica Lewinsky and she would like
and I am requesting your help in finding her a job in New York,”’
Jordan told the grand jury. “And I said, ‘I’m happy to be helpful.”’
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Jordan testified that he first met Lewinsky face-to-facea few days
later, on December 11.
But in the time between Jordan’sfirst grand jury appearance,
in early March, and his later grand jury appearances two months
later, Starr’s investigatorsfound evidence that cast doubt on both
the timing and the substance of his story.
The evidence suggested that the immediate chain of events
that led to Jordan’sinvolvement began in early October 1997. It
was an intensely emotional time for Lewinsky. On Monday,
October 6, her friend Linda Tripp passed on word from a White
House source that Lewinsky would never get a job at the White
House, something Lewinsky had wanted desperately for more
than a year. Stunned, Lewinsky decided that her relationship
with the president was finally over and that she would make him
find her a job in New York, where she could begin a new life.
She sent a courier-delivered letter to Clinton outlining her
plans and demanding to speak to him face-to-face. At about
two in the morning on Friday, October io, the president called
her at home. He was clearly angry, but soon discovered Lewinsky was furious.
“I was a cannon ready to shoot,” Monica later told Tripp in a
recorded phone conversation. “I said, ‘I want to discuss this with
you in person.’ And he goes, ‘No, no, no, no. I’m calling you. You
just demand to see me.’ And that’s when I started yelling. And then
he started yelling, and I yelled more, and he yelled more ...and
then I was crying.”
During this time Clinton became increasingly concerned
that Lewinsky-in a state of agitation over his ending of their
relationship and unwillingness to give her a White House
job-might do something to embarrass him. The president reminded Lewinsky that she had promised she would never use
their affair to hurt him. “When he was yelling at me,” Lewinsky told Tripp, “he said, ‘I remember you said, Oh, well, if you
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[Clinton] just want to stop doing this, I’ll be no trouble, I’ll be
no trouble.’ And that was what started me, and I said, You
f-ing tell me when I’ve been -when I’ve caused you trouble.’
I said, You don’t know trouble.”’
It took no great stretch of the imagination to interpret that
as a threat; just a few months before, Clinton had feared Lewinsky might take some sort of revenge against him and told her
sternly, “It’s illegal to threaten the President of the United
States.” At the very least, Lewinsky’s words indicated she was
overcome by anger and frustration and thus a political risk to the
president. In any event, Clinton was taken aback. “If I had
known what kind ofperson you really were,” he told Lewinsky
in a now-famous exchange, ‘‘I wouldn’t have gotten involved
with you.”
On Saturday morning, Lewinsky’s phone rang again. It was
Currie, saying the president wanted to see Monica. Lewinsky
hurried to the White House, arriving a little after 930. Meeting alone in the Oval Office study, Lewinsky and Clinton
talked about having Vernon Jordan help in her New York job
search. Lewinsky told the grand jury that she thought Jordan
“would be a good person who is a close friend of the president
and who has a lot of contacts in New York.” When prosecutors
asked how Clinton reacted, Lewinsky said he told her it was “a
good idea.”
Secret Service records show that Monica left the White House
at io:54 a.m. At that moment Jordan was miles away, in Manassas, Virginia, at the luxurious Robert Trent Jones Golf Club.
Jordan is president ofthe club and had gone there that morning
to attend a board of directors meeting. Those meetings are usually held on Saturdays so that directors, some ofwhom live far from
Washington, can gather at the club to play a round of golf as
well as take care of business.
Prosecutor Tom Bienert produced White House telephone
records showing that at io:57- just three minutes after Lewinsky
left the White House- Jordan phoned the president from the
club. The two men talked for nine minutes. Bienert wondered
about the timing of the call: Had Jordan received a message to
phone the president?Was his call to Clinton just a coincidence?
Jordan said he couldn’t remember.
“I have no reason to contradict what I see here,” Jordan said
as he looked at the phone records. “I think it’s reasonable to assume that based on this that I had a conversation with him. I have
no recollection of that conversation.”
“Do you have any recollection of ever speaking to the president from the Robert Trent Jones golf course or club house?”
Bienert asked.
“I have no recollection of having had a conversation with the
president,” Jordan repeated. “I have no recollection of the conversation. I do not deny that it happened. It obviously happened. I do not recollect it, nor do I recollect the content of the
conversation.”
Bienert introduced more records showing that Clinton called
Jordan again, about an hour and a half later, when Jordan was still
at the club.
“I have no recollection of what that conversation was about,”
Jordan told the grand jury.
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“Is it at all possible,” Bienert asked, that “the president made
some reference, whether by name or not, to your assisting in
helping someone get a job in New York?”
“No,”Jordan answered.
The subject came up again, almost by accident, during another grand jury session two months later. Jordan was discussing
the times when Clinton had sought him out to discuss urgent
issues-and used as an example an incident that occurred on a
golf course several years ago.
“I was playing in the Bryant Gumbel tournament in Tampa,
Florida,” Jordan testified. “And I was on the 11th hole with Joe
Garagiola and somebody else and this very nervous man comes
and says, ‘Mr. Jordan, the President ofthe United States wants to
talk to you now.’And I got on the cart with him and we went back
to the golf club and I spoke with the President.”
‘What was it that President Clinton asked you or wanted to talk
to you about?” Bienert asked.
“I don’t think that’s relevant to this conversation,” Jordan
responded. “It had nothing to do with Monica Lewinsky.”
“That’s fine,” the prosecutor said. “But you do have a specific recollection of what it was that he-”
‘Yes, right,’’ Jordan said.
How was it, Bienert wanted to know, that Jordan’s memory was
so clear? “The reason I have the recollection,”Jordan answered,
“is that when I’m playing golf and I’m disturbed, I remember that.”

Tom Bienert asked Jordan about that during his first grand
jury appearance.
“I have no recollection of an early November meeting with
Ms. Monica Lewinsky,” Jordan answered. “I have absolutely no
recollection of it and I have no record of it.”
‘What you’re saying is you don’t believe that that’s accurate?”
“I don’t know it to be accurate based on what I remember and
based on my calendar,” Jordan said. “Did I meet Monica Lewinsky in early November? I just don’t think I did.”
I m assuming it also goes,” Bienert asked, “that you don’t
recall speaking with Betty Currie about Monica Lewinsky in
early November as opposed to in early December.”
“That’s correct,” Jordan said.
When Jordan next appeared before the grand jury two months
later, he repeated his testimony about the December call from
Currie. But prosecutors had new evidence-and more questions. Bienert produced an e-mail Lewinsky had written to her
friend Catherine Allday Davis, dated November 6, 1997.He
read it aloud for the grand jury.

MEETING? WHAT MEETING?

Bienert then read Davis’s response to Lewinsky. “Who’s the
BF?”Davis asked, using the code Lewinsky sometimes employed
to refer to the president’s best friend. “Have you told me his
name? Can you?”
“I’m a little nervous to do the whole name of the BF,” Lewinsky wrote back. “His first name is Vernon ....I won’t be hearing from
him until later next week. I know he saw the big creep yesterday
afternoon.”
Bienert showed Jordan White House entry logs indicating
that he visited the White House on the day Lewinsky said he had.
And, just to finish things up, he produced a letter from Lewinsky
to Jordan himself, dated November 6:

Lacking any conclusive proof, prosecutors had to give Jordan
the benefit of the doubt about the golf course calls. But they
had another problem with Jordan’sassertion that he first heard
about Lewinsky from Betty Currie in early December. William
Ginsburg, Lewinsky’s lawyer at the time, told reporters that his
client first met with Jordan in early November, not December.

‘I

t

Whew! What a day! I met with the big creep’s best friend this mom‘ing.It was very interesting. I have never met such a “real” person in
my entire life....Incredible. He said, with regard to my job search,
“We’rein business.” We’ll see. He also said the creep had talked to
him, and as I was leaving he said, ‘You come very highly recommended.” (Tee-hee-hee)

Dear Mr. Jordan,
It was a real pleasure meeting with you. I know how very busy and
demanding your schedule is; I particularly appreciated your taking
the time to speak with me.
I feel compelled to mention how overcome I was by your genuineness. While some people wear their heart on their sleeve; you appear
to wear your soul. It made me happy to know that our fnend has such
a wonderful confidant in you.

“Now, sir,” Bienert began, “based upon these documents, do
you believe that you might have met with Monica Lewinsky on
November 5th?”
“I have no recollection of meeting with Monica Lewinsky
on November 5th,” Jordan repeated. “My calendar says ‘Hold for
East Lake.’I have absolutely no recollection of having met with
her and my calendar does not so indicate.”
Jordan explained that “East Lake” referred to a country club
in Atlanta that was the home course of golf legend Bobby Jones.
28
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Over the years, the course deteriorated along with the neighborhood around it, and Jordan took part in the successful effort
to restore it. On the day in question, he testified, his personal calendar listed an event at East Lake.
But Bienert again pointed to the White House entry records
showing Jordan entering the West Wing around two in the afternoon; it appeared he went to see Clinton not long after Lewinsky left his office. “You weren’t playing golf in Georgia on the 5th,
were you?” he said.
“I didn’t say, counselor, that I was playing golf in Georgia,” Jordan answered. “I told you where the East Lake Golf Club was and
I told you that my calendar said hold. I did not say I was there.”
“Do you believe,” Bienert asked, “that you could have met with
Monica Lewinsky on November 5th here in Washington, D.C.?”
“I have no recollection of having met with Monica Lewinsky
on November 5th,” Jordan said. “I have absolutely no recollection of that.”
“Let me ask you my question again,” Bienert said. “Do you
believe that you could have met with her?”
“It is entirely possible,” Jordan finally conceded. “I have no recollection of it.”
“Now if you in fact met with Monica Lewinsky on November
5th and then went and saw the president that same day,” Bienert
continued, “do you believe that it would have been at that time
that you would have made reference to the president that you had
met with Monica Lewinsky and were helping her or were going
to help her try to get a job?
“First of all, I have no recollection of having met with Monica Lewinsky on November 5th,” Jordan answered. “I do not
deny it, on the other hand. Secondly, I have no recollection of
what my conversation on November 5th was when I was in the
West Wing visiting with the president.”
“Did you ever say words to the effect to her, We’re in business,’
or anything like that?” Bienert asked.
“I told her I would help her,” Jordan said, beginning to testify as if he remembered the meeting. “Whether I used the words,
‘We’re in business,’ I don’t know.”
“Did you ever indicate to her that you had spoken to President
Clinton about her?”
“I have no recollection ofwhether I had said to her that I had
spoken to the president. It is entirely possible that I did.”
“Did you ever indicate to her that she comes highly recommended?”
‘‘I may have said that.”
Bienert moved on to a long list of telephone records. O n
November 4, the day before the Lewinsky meeting, Jordan called
Betty Currie at 3:52 p.m. It was a brief conversation, a little less
than a minute. Then, at 3:54p.m., Lewinsky called Jordan on his
private line. At 4:09, Jordan called Currie again, and at 4:38 he
called her yet again.
“Do you believe, sir,” Bienert asked, “that to the degree that
two minutes before hearing from Monica Lewinsky there was a
call from you to Betty Currie, that you might have spoken to
Betty Currie shortly before that about Monica Lewinsky?”
“I have no basis upon which to contradict that,” Jordan
answered.
The American Spectator
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Bienert then ran down a flurry of phone calls on November

5, the day of the meeting with Lewinsky. Jordan called the White
House at 8:44 a.m. and talked to the president for five minutes.
He called top presidential aide Nancy Hernreich-one of the
“meanies” whom Lewinsky blamed for driving her out of the
White House-at 8:56 and was on the line for six minutes. (It is
entirely possible that Jordan wasn’t trying to reach Hernreich at
all; early in his testimony, he said that whenever he dialed Hernreich’s number, he was usually looking for Clinton.) At 9:io he
called Howard Gittis, chief executive of MacAndrews & Forbes,
the company that ultimately gave Lewinsky a job. At 11:05 he
called Nancy Hemreich again. At ii:# he called her again. At 2:34
p.m., he called her yet again.
“Did you ever talk to Nancy Hernreich about Monica Lewinsky?” Bienert asked.
“No,” Jordan said.
“Why would you be calling Nancy Hernreich four times in
one day?”
“I haven’t the slightest idea,” Jordan answered.
At about 6:oo that evening, Jordan phoned Bob Bennett, the
president’s lawyer in the Paula Jones case. Eight minutes later, he
called David Kendall, the president’s other scandal attorney.
“Does the fact that those two calls are right by each other,”
Bienert asked, “does it make you think you might have been
speaking to either of them about anything related to the president?”
“It could have been related to the president,” Jordan answered.
“It had nothing to do with Monica Lewinsky.”
Earlier, Jordan had given prosecutors the impression that no
such conversation had ever taken place. During Jordan’s first
grand jury appearance, when Bienert asked whether Jordan had
spoken to Kendall during November and December, Jordan
answered that the only subject the two men discussed was the foot-
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ball rivalry between DePauw University, where Jordan went to
school, and Wabash College, Kendall’s alma mater.

BEFORE PAULA, AFTER PAULA
Jordan was traveling during the last three weeks of November. By
the end of the month, Lewinsky, who had gone to California to
visit her family, was anxious for an update. The day before Thanksgiving, she called Betty Currie at the White House. Later that day,
Jordan called Currie, and a few minutes later Currie paged Lewinsky with the message, “Please call Vernon Jordan. Betty Currie.”
Lewinsky told Starr’s investigators that she got the page and
called Currie from a pay phone at the Wilshire Courtyard Marriott in Los Angeles. Currie told her to call Jordan, who told
Lewinsky that he was working on her job search, but that he was
leaving for China on a business trip. He told Lewinsky to call him
when he got back in the first week of December. An hour and a
half later, Jordan called the White House. Jordan told the grand
jury he couldn’t remember any of the calls.
Jordan came back from China on Thursday, December 4, but
his heavy travel schedule continued. On the 5th, he flew to Dallas for the day, returning by private plane to escort his wife to the
white-tie Symphony Ball held at the National Building Museum
in Washington.
That afternoon, a Friday, the Paula Jones legal team faxed a
list ofpotential witnesses to Clinton attorney Bob Bennett. By the
next day, the president knew Lewinsky‘s name was on the list. But
Jordan was still traveling. On Saturday the 6th, he boarded a
shuttle flight to New York for a dinner at the Museum of Modern Art. When he returned to Washington the next day, he went
to the White House to see Clinton.
Starr’s prosecutors wanted to know what he and the president discussed. ‘‘I don’t know why I was there or what it was
about,” Jordan told them. “I am fairly certain it was not about
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Monica Lewinsky. Your statement about the witness list in the
Paula Jones case being faxed on the Friday before, I don’t know
anything about that.”
Jordan resumed his travels on Monday morning, when he
flew to Stamford, Connecticut for a board meeting ofthe Xerox
Corporation. He was away most of the 9th and loth on other
business, and on Thursday the iith, he was scheduled to fly to
Amsterdam on a flight leaving DullesAiIport in the late afternoon.
That morning, Jordan had a few hours at his office-a small
window of time that he devoted to Monica Lewinsky.
Why, Starr’s prosecutors wanted to know, did Lewinsky get that
precious office time? After all, just a few weeks earlier, Lewinsky
had apparently made such a minimal impression on Jordan that
he could not even remember meeting her.
“It appears that any activity in November was very limited
on behalf of Ms. Lewinsky by you, it wasn’t a big issue at all,” prosecutor Sol Wisenberg said.
“I was traveling,”Jordan answered.
‘Rght. And then all ofa sudden, things start to pick up afterstarting about December 8th and then into December iith, and
it just happens to be a couple of days after she’s on that witness
list on December 5.” Wisenberg wanted to know: “Do you recall
kind of a heightened sense of urgency by Ms. Currie or anyone
at the White House about helping Monica Lewinsky?”
“Oh no,” Jordan answered. “I do not recall any heightened
sense of urgency. What I do recall is that I dealt with it when I had
time to do it.”
Jordan spent much of the morning of the 11th making phone
calls on Lewinsky’s behalf to Young & Rubicam, Revlon, and
American Express. He arranged a lunchtime meeting with Monica, who arrived a few minutes before one. As they ate turkey
sandwiches in his office, Jordan said he “sensed some anxiety on
her part to get a job and to get it quickly. I think she thought
erroneously that I could move mountains instantly.”
But ,prosecutorsstill wanted to know why Jordan made time
for her. “Did you have any understanding after speaking with Ms.
Lewinsky in person as to whether or not she even knew President
Clinton?” Bienert asked.
“She was a White House intern and so the knowledge of President Clinton was not then an issue for me.”
“Is the answer no, sir?”
‘Well, ask the question again,” Jordan said. “Did she know President Clinton? Obviously she knew President Clinton because
she was an intern, so I don’t understand your question.”
“Did you discuss at all with Ms. Lewinsky any aspect of President Clinton,” Bienert asked, “whether she knew him, whether
she had met him, whether she worked closely with him, whether
they had discussions, anything along those lines?”
“As of the iith,” Jordan answered, “two things were clear to me,
that she really liked her experience as an intern in the White
House. I mean, that was clear. It was also clear that she, like
most interns, liked the fact that the internship put you in the
vicinity of the president.”
But what, Bienert wanted to know, did she actually say?
“‘I loved being in the White House,”’ Jordan quoted Lewinsky. “‘It’swonderful working in a place where the President of the
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enough. We were sort of bantering back and forth about that
and then he told me that I shouldn’t get angry at the president
because he’s got a lot of-it sounds so stupid-obviously, he has
a lot of other more important and difficultthings to deal with than
someone getting upset with him. And he suggested that if I was
upset that I should call and take my frustrations out on Mr. Jordan instead of the president.”
“Is this.a meeting during which the subject of your possibly being in love cropped up?” prosecutor Michael Emmick
asked.
“Oh, yes,” Lewinsky answered. “So after we had the conversation I was just talking about with Mr. Jordan, he said to me,
‘Well,you know what your problem is?’And I said, ‘What?’He
said, ‘Don’t deny it.’ And he said, You’re in love, that’s what your
problem is.’ So I think I just-probably blushed or giggled,something like that.”

United States, the Vice President of the United States and cabinet members are coming to and fro.”’
“Did she say anything further about President Clinton?”
“Not to my recollection.”
“Did she say anything in that meeting that made you think or
suggested to you that she had any interaction with President
Clinton other than working in the same building where he and
the vice president and cabinet members would come and go?”
“Not that that would have-no,” Jordan said. “Not that it
would have made me think otherwise. I don’t think so.”
“Not at all?”
“Not at all.”
At the time of that testimony, prosecutors did not yet have
the benefit of Lewinsky‘sversion of events (she would not become
a cooperating witness until several months after Jordan testified).When Lewinsky finally appeared before the grand jury, she
told a far different story about the meeting on December 11.
“We talked about the president,” Lewinsky told the grand
jury. “I don’t remember how we got to this point, but Mr. Jordan
said something to me, ‘Well, you’re a friend of the President of
the United States.”’
“And I remarked that I didn’t-I didn’t really look at him as
the president, that I saw him more as a man and reacted to him
more as a man and got angry at him like a man and just a regular person.”
“And Mr. Jordan asked me what I got angry at the president
about, so I told him when he doesn’t call me enough or see me

SUBPOENASCARE
During the December 11 meeting, Jordan gave Lewinsky the
names of people at a number companies where he had high-level
connections. He told her to write them- he gave her the precise
wording to use in her letters-and asked Lewinsky to send him
copies ofthe correspondence. Not long after the meeting, Jordan
talked to the president.
“I am certain after the 11th that I had a conversation with the
president,” Jordan testified. “And the conversation was that he
knew about her situation, which was that she was pushed out of
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the White House, that she wanted to go to New York, and he
thanked me for helping her.”
“So President Clinton indicated that he was familiar with
her and her situation at the White House?” Bienert asked.
‘Yes,” Jordan said. “He said that he was aware that people
were trying to get jobs for her, that Podesta [John Podesta, then
deputy White House chief of statflwas trylng to help her, that Bill
Richardson [then the ambassador to the United Nations] was trying to help her, but that she wanted to really work in the private
sector. He was aware of that.”
“Did the president say anything to you in that conversation to
make you think that he had any kind of relationship on a personal
level with Ms. Lewinsky, platonic or otherwise?”
“He did not.”
A few days later, on December 15, Clinton received a request
from the Jones lawyers to turn over “documents that related to
communications between the president and Monica Lewinsky.”
The request apparently triggered another middle-of-the-night
call to Monica.
“The phone rang unexpectedly at about maybe 2:wor 230,’’
Lewinsky told the grand jury. It was Clinton with news that her
name was on the Jones witness list. “He told me it broke his
heart,” Lewinsky recalled. She asked him what she should do if
she received a subpoena. He told her she might be able to sign
an affidavit to avoid testifying; it was then that he made his now
well-known suggestion that Lewinsky could “always say you were
coming to see Betty or that you were bringing me letters.”
Clinton told Lewinsky she should tell Betty Currie immediately if she received a subpoena. Two days later, on Friday,
December 19, the subpoena arrived when a process server showed
up at Lewinsky’s Pentagon office.
“I burst into tears,” Lewinsky told the grand jury. “It was-it
was very scary. I mean, it just-sort of my worst nightmare, or I
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had thought until that point, was being subpoenaed in this case.
So I was pretty upset.”
But Lewinsky felt she couldn’t call Currie as the president had
directed. Currie’s brother had been killed in an accident days earlier, so Monica phoned Jordan instead. She was sobbing hysterically, so much so that he could not understand what she was
trylng to tell him. He told her to come to his office that afternoon.
She got there a little before five. She showed Jordan the s u b
poena and made clear that she was terribly worried by the fact that
it mentioned a specific gift she received from Clinton. “The
thing that alarmed me was that it asked for a hat pin,” Lewinsky
told the grand jury. “In this list of gifts, everything else seemed to
be somewhat generic and then it had the hat pin, which screamed
out at me because that was the first gift that the president had given
me and it had some significance.” Lewinsky knew that somebody-most likely Linda Tripp-had told the Jones lawyers
about the pin.
But Jordan didn’t seem to get it. He told her the document was
a “vanilla” subpoena, meaning that it was just a general request
for evidence. “He was trying to say there was nothing out of the
ordinary about this subpoena,”Lewinsky testified.“I mean, he didn’t really understand what I was saying.” Of course, Jordan was
working under a handicap: Lewinsky, fearing his reaction, had
not told him that she had confided her secrets to Tripp.
Even though he apparently didn’t grasp the significanceof the
hat pin, Jordan told the grand jury he knew Lewinsky needed a
lawyer, and he told her he would find her one. He could also see
that the subpoena raised unavoidable questions about Monica’s
relationship with the president. “If a woman comes who has
worked in the White House with a subpoena to participate or to
be a witness in a sexual harassment case and if there are tears and
upset and all of that,” he told the grand jury, “you didn’t have to
be Einstein to know that that was a question that had to be asked
by me at that particular time, because heretofore this discussion
was about a job.”
“I asked her directly had there been any sexual relationship
between she and the president,”Jordan told the grand jurors. “And
she said that she had not had a sexual relationship with the president, and I took her at her word on that.”
Prosecutors wanted to know what Jordan understood a “sexual relationship” to be. “My view of it was sexual intercourse,”he
said. “I meant sexual intercourse. Period.” That definition, of
course, was precisely the one the president would use to deny allegations of an affair with Lewinsky. Jordan testified he was completely unaware of that issue-and insisted he didn’t want to
know any more.
“Do you understand what I’m saying?” he asked. “Sexual
relationship. Period. Relations or relationships. Period. Did they
hold hands? Did they kiss? Did they dance? Did they stand on
top of the table? I didn’t get into that.”
Instead, Jordan testified that he saw Lewinsky as a star-struck
young woman trying to get too close to the president. “She said,
‘The president is a friend of mine and I really have great admiration for the president.And I thought quite honestly that I was listening to a bobby-soxer who was mesmerized by Frank Sinatra,
who was quite taken with this man because of his position,
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bccaiise of who he was, because he was tall and hc was handsome
and becaiise he was president.”
Still, Jordan conccded that Lewinsky’s situation scemcd slightly inorc complicated than simplc infatuation from afar. At onc
point in the conversation, Jordan testified, Lcwinsky “asked me
if I thought that the prcsitlcnt would leave the first lady at the cnd
of his term, and that, as I remember it, was a very both frightcning and, from my point ofview, unrealistic question about thc president, so I just said that’s a really crazy notion on your part, that
that would happcn, and that I was confident that they would bc
together ’til death do them part.”
Monica went on to complain about not seeing Clinton
enough. “I said to her, ‘He’s the leadcr of the free world, he has
Iraq, hc has IMF, he has Southeast Asia, hc has the Middle
East,”’ Jordan testified. ‘“He’sa very busy guy. You shorild know
that froin your experience in the Wiitc HOUSC.’
I mcan, I wasit was soniehow stunning to me that she was complaining that she
did not hear from the president ....I nican this was- this was shinning, to sap the Icast.”
Jordan testified that he told Clinton about Le\zfinsky’svisit
that very e\wing, December 19, when Jordan and his wife just
happcncd to haw bccn invitcd to a White House social event.
“Mrs. Jordan went to where the party was,” he told thc grand
jury, “I wcnt upstairs to the private quarters.”
“That’s the rcsidcnce?”
“‘lhe residence. And I niust have spent tcn minutes with hiin
at that timc alone. I told him that Monica Lewinsky had been s u b
poenaed, came to me with a subpoena. I told him that I was
conccrncd by hcr fascination, her being taken with him. I told
him how emotional she was about having gotten the subpocna.
I told him what she said to me about whether or not he was
going to leave the first lady at the end of the term. And at the end
of that, I askcd him if he had had scxual relations with Monica
Lcwinsky.”
Jordan said the president responded, “No, never.”
By the time Jordan next appeared before the grand jury, hvo
months latcr, prosccritors discovcrcd evidence that the I-toldhim-at-the-White-House story was not entirely accurate. Biencrt
produced records showing that on the igth, Jordan was on thc
phone looking for Clinton bcforc Lcwinsky cvcn had time to
come to his office.
Shortly before 4:oo in the afternoon -after Lewinsky called
from thc Pcntagon with word of the subpoena, but bcforc shc
arrived at Jordan’sofficc- Jordan called the Wiite House asking
for the presidcnt; hc lcfta mcssage with close aide Debra Schiff.
Lewinsky arrived at 4:47. Then, at 4:57, with Lewinsky in the
office, Jordan’s phone rang. It was Clinton calling back. Jordan
asked Lewinsky to step outside while he took the call, which
lasted sewn minutes.
After being confronted witti the phone records, Jordan tcstified that he now rcmeinbercd the conversation. “I said to the president, ‘Monica Lcwinsky called me up.”’Jordan rccallcd. ‘“She’s
upset. Shc’s gotten a subpoena. She is coming to see me about
this subpoena. I’m confidcnt that she needs a lawyer, and I will
try to get her a lawyer. And the lawyer that I’m going to get for
her ...is Frank Carter.”’
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Prosecutor Bienert wanted to hear more. “Well, I don’t have
a stop watch,” he said, “but I’m going to estimate that what you
just told us took perhaps 35 seconds. Let’s be generous and say it
took us a minute. You talked to the president for seven minutes.
What else was said?”
“I have given you, counselor, the essence of the telephone conversation,”Jordan responded. “And that’s all I can do. I’ve told you
what I called him about. I told you what I told him, and that’s all
I can tell you.” Jordan said he couldn’t remember anything else
about the conversation.

TAKING CAKE O F BUSINESS
One of the recurring themes of the Jordan testimony is the prosecutors’ attempt to determine when Jordan had good reason to
believe-or at least suspect-that Lewinsky had a special relationship with the president. O n more than one occasion, Jordan testified that he simply accepted the president’s denial of a sexual
relationship as the truth, as he had also accepted Lewinsky’s
denial.
But months later, when Lewinsky became a cooperating witness, she told investigators she thought she and Jordan had an
implicit understanding of the affair from the very beginning.
When he told her that she came “very highly recommended” during their first meeting, she took it to be an inside joke. At their second meeting, when Jordan made his “you’re in love” remark,
Lewinsky again believed he knew.
I m, you know, a young woman, sort of coming to see him,
the president’s mentioned me,” Lewinsky testified. “It seemed like
h e had to know.”
In addition, Linda Tripp, with whom Lewinsky was having
long, nightly conversations, strongly believed that Jordan knew.
“I was also sort of under this influence of Linda saying to me, ‘Of
course he knows, of course he knows, of course h e knows,”’
l( f
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Lewinsky testified. “So when he asked me those questions, I
thought he was asking me, saying essentially, ‘What are you
going to say?’not necessarily asking me directlywhat-you know,
‘What are the answers to these questions?’More ‘What are you
going to reply in regard to the case?”’
Whatever Jordan’s understanding, even more red flags
were raised just a few days after the December 19 meeting. Jordan made arrangements for Lewinsky to come to his office
again on Monday morning, December 22. They drove together to an 1i:oo appointment with Frank Carter, the attorney Jordan had selected to represent Monica. By Jordan’s account,
given at his first grand jury appearance, their talk was perfunctory. “She came to my office,” he testified. “I have a car
and a driver. We went down the stairs to my car, we both got
in the back seat. My driver drove us to 13th and G or whatever, to Mr. Carter’s ofice. I went upstairs. I said hello to Frank,
introduced Monica Lewinsky to Frank Carter and shook his
hand and left.”
When prosecutors pressed for details of the meeting, Jordan
had none to add. “How long did you meet with Ms. Lewinsky at
your office before you went down and got in the car?” Bienert
asked.
“She came in my office, I put on my hat and my coat and we
left,” Jordan answered.
“Did you have any discussion, substantivediscussions, with her
about anything in relation to the subpoena?”
“No. We didn’t talk about the subpoena. She wanted to know
about her job.”
“Did you talk to her at that meeting about the job situation?”
‘‘I told her I’m sure it was coming, to be patient, take your
time.”
“Anything beyond that?”
“No.”
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That was it-according to Jordan. But when Lewinsky testified months later, she had a much more detailed story to tell.
First, she said she and Jordan did indeed discuss the subpoena. “I called on the morning ofthe 22nd to see if I could come to
see Mr. Jordan earlier,” Lewinsky told the grand jury. “I was a little concerned. I thought maybe he didn’t really understand orfully understand what it was that was happening here with me
being subpoenaed and what this really meant.”
Lewinsky testified that she actually brought the gifts that she
intended to turn over in response to the subpoena to Jordan’soffice
that morning. She was careful not to include the more personal gifts Clinton had given her; specifically, she left out the hat pin.
“Did you bring everything that could have responded to the
subpoena that day?” prosecutors asked.
“No, no,” Lewinsky answered.
“Did you try to convey to Mr. Jordan the fact that it wasn’t
everything?”
“I think I might have.”
“How did he react when you tried to convey to him that this
may not be everything?”
“There were often times when I was with Mr. Jordan that he
would have no reaction at all,” Lewinsky said. “He would kind
of do this ‘Mmmph’ thing.”
“Was a hat pin among the things you showed to Vernon Jordan?”
“NO.”
“But you had indicated to him on the 19th that the president
had given you a hat pin?”
‘Yes.”
Just as importantly, Lewinsky made her clearest statement
yet on her relationship with Clinton. ‘‘I told Mr. Jordan thatI said I was concerned that maybe-that someone had listened in on phone calls,” Lewinsky testified. “And Mr. Jordan
said, ‘Well, you know, so what? The president’s allowed to
call people.”’
“And I said, ‘Well, we’ve had phone sex.‘ And so Mi-. Jordan
said, ‘Well, what’s phone sex?’ And so I said, ‘Well you know
what phone sex is.’ And he said, ‘No, I don’t. I’m just an old
man. I don’t know what phone sex is.”’
“Did you explain to him what phone sex was at some point?”
“I think it-at-I don’t think I said it,” Lewinsky stammered.
“He might have said-no, is it, uh-this is embarrassing.Hmmm.
I think he-it’s hard. I think he-uh-might have given some suggestion as to what he thought phone sex was and I agreed. Is
that fair?”
“That’s fine,” prosecutor Michael Emmick said.
It wasn’t fine with one of the grand jurors. “Can you ask her
what does that mean?” the juror interrupted. ‘What did he say?”
“If I remember correctly,”Lewinsky answered, “I believe that
he said-or maybe I said something like-you know, ‘He’s taking care of business on one end and I’m taking care of business
on another.”’

BREAKFAST? WHAT BREAKFAST?
Jordan testified that he had little contact with Lewinsky in the
last days of December. She remained in a state of continuous
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anxiety about her job search and the Jones case, but Jordan
tried to calm her down by telling her that the job might take
a little time and that she was in good legal hands with Frank
Carter. Jordan took some time off for Christmas; as he had for
several years, h e had the Clintons to his house for dinner on
Christmas Eve.
Prosecutors asked few questions about this time period, but
Bienert had one query that seemed to come out of nowhere.
“Did you ever have breakfast or any meal, for that matter,
with Monica Lewinsky at the Park Hyatt Hotel?” he asked during one of Jordan’s first times before the grand jury.
“NO,”Jordan answered. “But I have breakfast at the Park Hyatt
very often, as the records that you have subpoenaed from the
Park Hyatt will show you. I have a corner table there and I have
breakfast there all the time.”
“But not with her?”
“I’ve never had breakfast with Monica Lewinsky.”
A couple of months later, Bienert asked again. “I think you told
us this before, but I want to make sure I’m clear,” he said. “Did
you at any time have any kind of a meal at the Park Hyatt with
Monica Lewinsky?”
“No,” Jordan said.
The reason for Bienert’s questions was not clear until several
months later, after Lewinsky began cooperating with Starr. She
told investigators that during this time she couldn’t stop worrying about the Jones subpoena; the inclusion of the hat pin was
just too specific. She strongly suspected Tripp had betrayed her,
but she couldn’t bring herself to tell the president that she had
revealed their affair -in astonishing detail -to her friend at the
Pentagon. Even when she saw Clinton in their now-infamous
December 28 White House meeting, she couldn’t say it.
“I mentioned that I had been concerned about the hat pin
being on the subpoena,” Lewinsky testified, “and he said that that
had sort of concerned him also and asked me if I had told anyone that he had given me this hat pin and I said no.”
“That was false,” prosecutor Michael Emmick said.
“Correct,” Lewinsky said. ‘Yes. When in fact I had told people about the hat pin.”
Lewinsky and Clinton made arrangements for Betty Currie
to retrieve a box of gifts that she was not going to turn over to the
Jones lawyers. But Monica was still worried. She had lied to
Clinton, assuring him that she had not told anyone about the hat
pin. She had to let the president know the truth, even though she
didn’t want to confess in person. So she called Jordan at his office
on the morning of Tuesday, December 30.
Jordan was already on the phone -to Clinton. The two men
talked for 25 minutes; Jordan said they were discussing the issue
ofwhether White House Chief of Staff Erskine Bowles might be
persuaded to stay in his job.
“During that call did President Clinton indicate to you that
he had met with Monica Lewinsky [on the 28th]?” Bienert asked.
“He did not.”
“Was there‘any reference at all about Monica Lewinsky during that call?”
“I don’t think so.”
“Can’t rule it out, but-”
The American Spectator
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“I don’t rule it out, but I don’t think so.”
Lewinsky called Jordan back a couple of times. They finally
spoke a little before two. Lewinsky kept talking about the hat
pin; Jordan suggested they meet the next morning for breakfast
at the Park Hyatt.
Seated at Jordan’scustomary comer table, Lewinsky ’fessed up.
“In the course of the conversation,” she later testified, “I told
him that I had had this friend, Linda Tripp, who was sort of
involved in the Paula Jones case. And I said that she was my
friend, that I didn’t really trust her-I used to trust her, but I
didn’t trust her any more and I was a little bit concerned because
she had spent the night at my home a few times and I thoughtI told Mr. Jordan, I said, well, maybe she’s heard some-you
know-I mean, maybe she saw some notes lying around.”
“And Mr. Jordan said, ‘Notes from the president to you?’And
I said, ‘No, notes from me to the president.’And he said, ‘Go home
and make sure they’re not there.”’
“What did you understand him to mean?” prosecutors asked.
“I thought that meant that-to go home and search around
and if there are any copies of notes or anything that I sent or
drafts, to throw them away.”
Lewinsky told investigatorsshe did just that, throwing away as
much as 50 pages ofletters to Clinton. But before that happened,
Jordan gave her a ride back to his office. Lewinsky brought up one
of her favorite topics.
“In the car, I asked Mr. Jordan if he thought the president
would always be married to the first lady and he said, Yes, as he
should be.’ And he gave me a quote from the Bible. And a fewmaybe a minute or so later, he said, Well maybe you two will have
an affair when he’s out of office.”’
“And at that point, I was shocked because I thought Mr. Jordan had known that we had already had this affair...and I said,
Well, we already had an affair. We just-you know, we didn’t have
sex or did everything but sex,’ or something like that. And he
just kind ofwent-one ofthose ‘Mmmph.’You know-”
“A grunt?”
“And he didn’t really respond to me. So I took that as my cue
to drop the subject.”
Lewinsky’s story implicated Jordan in a possibly criminal act
of obstruction of justice. Acting on his instructions, she destroyed
potential evidence in the Jones case. Beyond that, their conversation in the car seemed to indicate that Jordan, despite his
claims otherwise, had to know by that point that Lewinsky and
Clinton had been involved in a sexual affair.
With that in mind, prosecutors pressed Lewinsky on some of
the prosaic details that can corroborate a witness’s story. “What
did you eat for breakfast at the Hyatt?” Sol Wisenberg asked.
“I had an egg-white omelet,” Lewinsky answered.
“What did he have?’’
“I think he had cereal with yogurt.”
“Do you remember who paid?”
“Mr. Jordan. He’s a gentleman.”
A restaurant receipt, signed by Jordan and charged to his
American Express card, supported Lewinsky’s account. She did
indeed have an egg-white omelet. He did indeed have cereal
with yogurt. And he paid the bill.
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AFFIDAVIT ANXIETY
In the first days of 1998,Jordan’s job search was still underway, but
he told the grand jury that his trip to take Lewinsky to meet
Frank Carter was the end of his involvement in the legal aspects
of the Lewinsky matter.
“I’m not a trial lawyer, I’ve not tried a case in a very long
time,” Jordan testified during his first appearance before the
grand jury. “So there was no basis for me to have any involvement.”
“So your expectation was,” Bienert asked, “you’d have nothing to do with at least the legal end of-”
“There was n o basis for m e to have an expectation that I
would do anything on the legal end,” Jordan answered. “That is
why I took her to Frank Carter.”
Bienert returned to the subject during Jordan’s second appearance. “I think you testified to us a few days ago that your intention was not to have any involvement in her legal proceedings
[after December 221,” he asked.
“That is correct.”
“Did you have any understanding at all, though, of what strategy, if any, would be employed with Ms. Lewinsky in the Paula
Jones case?”
“No,” Jordan answered. “My job was to find her a lawyer. 1
found her a lawyer. And whatever strategies or tactics or plans they
had for dealing with her circumstance was between she and Mr.
Carter.”
Jordan specifically denied playing a role in the creation of the
affidavit in which Lewinsky swore that she had not had a sexual
relationship with the president. He said she showed him the affidavit only after she had signed it.
“Did you see any unsigned version of that affidavit before
you saw the signed version?” Robert Bitbnan asked during Jordan’s
first grand jury appearance.
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“No,” Jordan said.
“Did you ever discuss with Ms. Lewinsky what she was going
to include in the affidavit?”
“I was not Ms. Lewinsky’s lawyer,” Jordan said. “The answer
to that is no.”
“Did you ever discuss with Mr. Carter what was going to be
included in the affidavit?”
“I have great faith and confidence in Mr. Carter’s competence as a lawyer and little faith and confidence in my competence
as a lawyer in this kind of proceeding. T h e answer to that is no.”
“So you never discussed with Mr. Carter nor Ms. Lewinsky any
drafts of the affidavit?”
“There’s no basis for me to do that.”
Just to make sure, prosecutors asked one more time. ‘You
were never involved in any aspect of preparing her affidavit, correct?”
“I was not Ms. Lewinsky’s lawyer,” Jordan said.
“So the answer-I’m assuming you’re agreeing that you were
not involved in any aspect of preparing it?”
“That’s correct.”
By the next time Jordan appeared, in May, prosecutors
knew more about the events surrounding the drafting of the
affidavit. They knew that on January 5 Lewinsky and Carter
discussed the topics that would be covered in the affidavit.
They knew that Carter wrote a draft the next morning, January 6. And they knew that after he finished writing, at about
ii:oo, Carter paged Lewinsky, asking her to call him at his
office.
Lewinsky didn’t respond-and at that point, Carter and
Jordan began working the phones in a search for Monica. A little after two in the afternoon, Jordan called Lewinsky at home.
At three, Carter paged Lewinsky again. A few minutes later, Jordan called Carter and spoke for about six minutes. Immediately
after that, h e called the White House and talked with Nancy
Hernreich, possibly to leave a message for Clinton. He then
phoned Lewinsky at home again. Twenty minutes later, the
president called Jordan and the two men spoke for thirteen minutes. A few minutes after that, Jordan called Carter again. Ten
minutes later, h e called Carter one more time. Another half
hour later, Jordan talked to Clinton again.
That seemed like a lot of involvement for someone who
wasn’t involved in the legal aspects oflewinsky’s situation. Prosecutors started with Jordan’s first call to Lewinsky’s home.
“Do you know what that call would have been about?” Tom
Bienert asked.
“I do not,” Jordan answered.
“Why were you trying to get ahold of Monica Lewinsky that
day?”
“1-1 don’t know. Maybe I’m responding to her about my
efforts. I can’t say what it was about.”
What about the call to Carter? “Do you feel it’s safe to assume,”
Beinert asked, “that you were not discussing in any detail your
efforts with Mr. Carter to find Ms. Lewinsky a job?”
“I think I may have given him a status report on it,” Jordan
answered. “I will also say to you that my relationship with Frank
Carter is such that our conversations are not necessarily restrict-
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ed to-or were not necessarily restricted to the matter of Monica Lewinsky. There are many, many other things that I could
have spoken with him about in that six-minute period.”
Bienert moved on to the first call to Clinton. “Do you believe
that you updated the president during your call with him about
anything in relation to Monica Lewinsky?”
“I do not.”
“Okay. Can you preclude that you did that?”
“I cannot preclude it, but I doubt it.”
“Do you know what you spoke with the president about in that
call, or what do you believe you spoke with him about?”
“Any number of things that were on his mind. The Erskine
Bowles situation, the legal defense fund. I may have had a conversation with him about my continued belief that the Paula
Jones case ought to be settled.”
Bienert wanted to know why Jordan spoke with Clinton a
second time, after talking to Carter again. “There would have
been two calls to Frank Carter in between the last time you
spoke to the president that day, correct?”
“There is no connection,” Jordan said.
“Do you believe that you might have discussed in any way anything related to Monica Lewinsky in-”
“It’s-it’s-it’s possible that we discussed Monica Lewinsky,”
Jordan answered, “but there is no connection between my conversations with Frank Carter and my subsequent conversationwith
the President of the United States.”
Wisenberg jumped in. “You do agree, do you not,” he said to
Jordan, “that this pattern of calls on the 6th that Mr. Bienert has
asked you about, just the way they line up-it’s striking, isn’t it?”
“It depends on your point of view,” Jordan responded. “I talk
to the President of the United States all the time, and so it’s not
striking to me. It may be striking to those of you who have other
purposes in mind.”
Months after Jordan testified, prosecutors uncovered still
more evidence about the events of the 6th. Lewinsky told them
she stopped by Carter‘s office in mid-afternoon to pick up the draft
affidavit. She wasn’t completely happy with the wording and
decided to change it in a couple of places. But first, she wanted
Jordan to take a look at it. “I felt that, he being the president’s best
friend,” Lewinsky said, “and having a-a clearer understanding
of my relationship with the president than Mr. Carter did, that I
just would feel that it sort of had been blessed.”
Lewinsky told investigators she talked to Jordan and he told
her to drop off a copy at his office. She did, and Jordan called back
a little before four.
“Did you talk with him about the draft affidavit?”prosecutor
Michael Emmick asked.
‘Yes, I did.”
“Tell us what the two of you talked about.”
“I had had some concerns from looking at the draft affidavit
and addressed those concerns with him, and he agreed.”
“What were the nature of the concerns?”
“I think that the general concern was that Mr. Carter had
inserted some information about me having possibly been alone
with the president for a few minutes, bringing him a letter in
Legislative Affairs.”
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The language in the Carter draft that bothered Lewinsky was
this:
I do not recall ever being alone with the President, although it is possible that while working in the White House Office of Legislative
Affairs I may have presented him with a letter for his signature while
no one else was present.

“The concern, for me at least,” Lewinsky told the grand jury,
“was not wanting to give the Paula Jones attorneys any thought
about why they might need to want to talk to me. So if I had
mentioned that I had been in there alone, it would kind of make
them think, oh, well, what happened and did he proposition, or
blah, blah, blah.”
Another thing in Carter’s draft bothered Lewinsky. The affidavit said:
The occasions that I saw the president, with crowds ofother people,
after I left my employment at the White House in April, 1996 related to official receptions, formal functions ....

‘Monica thought that was a bit much. “The idea of ‘with
crowds of other people,’ I think to me was too far from the fake
truth,” she testified. “Sort of-that that seemed to be too out of
the realm of possibility, so-”
“Too implausible?”
“Exactly,” Lewinsky said.
She and Jordan discussed the two problem passages. On the
first, they decided to remove any reference to Lewinsky ever
having been alone with the president. On the second, they simply said that “there were other people present” on the occasions
Lewinsky saw the president after she stopped working at the
White House.
“Did‘[Jordan] agree with the suggestions or thoughts that you
had on those two passages?” prosecutors asked.
‘Yes, I believe so.”
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8th, she had the affidavit.And I think the affidavit was signed
at the time.”
“Did you read the affidavit?’’
“No.”
“Did you discuss any aspects of it?”
“I did not.”
Jordan testified that he called Betty Currie to tell her Lewinsky had signed the affidavit. He also said he was “fairly certain”
that he also told Clinton.
Two months later, when Jordan again testified, prosecutors
showed him the phone records of that day. Shortly before noon,
Jordan called the White House and spoke to Clinton for about
11minutes. “Walk us through exactly what you would have said,”
Bienert asked.
“Monica Lewinsky signed the affidavit,”Jordan responded.
“All right. When you indicated to the president that she had
signed the affidavit, what, if anything, did he tell you?”
“I think he- his judgment was consistent with mine that that
was-the signing of the affidavit was consistent with the truth.”
“And how would he have conveyed that to you?”
“I -I -I don’t -I don’t recollect,” Jordan answered. “He
said, ‘Fine, good’-whatever. I don’t know.”
“At any time, did Mr. Jordan say that he didn’t want to speak
to you about the affidavit?”
“No.”
The next day, January 7, Lewinsky stopped by Carter’s office
in the morning to sign the affidavit. She then went to Jordan’s
office to show it to him. But when prosecutors, during Jordan’s
first grand jury appearance, tried to get a description of that
meeting, they didn’t get very far.
“Have you ever seen Ms. Lewinsky’s signed affidavit in the
Paula Jones case?” prosecutor Robert Bittman asked.
“I think she showed it to me,” Jordan said.
“When?”
. “Obviouslyafter she signed it. The exact time, I don’t remember, but I did see it. Yes.”
“This was a personal meeting, a face-to-face meeting?”
‘Yes.”
“When?”
“Some time in January.”
“After she signed it?”
“She said, ‘I signed the affidavit.”’
“Where was this meeting?”
“My office.”
“In your office?”
“The only place I’ve ever met with her.”
He was no more forthcoming a few days later, when prosecutors tried to return to the subject. “HOWdid it come about
that she was in your office, meeting with you and showed you the
affidavit?”Tom Bienert asked.
“Honestly, I don’t remember,” Jordan answered. “I cannot
recall when she actually showed me the signed affidavit, but
she told me-she showed me the signed affidavit. When it was,
I do not know. I cannot remember. It’s not on my calendar, it’s
not on here, actually, but I did meet with her on the 7th or the
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RES IPSA LOQUITUR
While Jordan and the president were talking, Lewinsky headed
to New York for her job interviews. On January8, she had an interview with MacAndrews & Forbes. It went badly, and Lewinsky
complained to Jordan, who in turn personally called company
chairman Ronald Perelman on her behalf. She was called back
for another interview on January 9 and was soon offered a job. It
was then that Jordan made his now well-known call to the White
House in which he announced “Mission accomplished.”
At that point, by Jordan’s own reckoning, he should have
been finished with the Monica Lewinsky case. He testified repeatedly that his task was to find her a job and a lawyer. On December 22, he found her a lawyer, and on January 9, he found her a
job. A few days later, on January 13, Lewinsky stopped by his
office for a brief visit and gave him a tie and pocket square as a
thank-you gift. It was their last meeting.
But Jordan’s involvement in the Lewinsky matter was by no
means over. The Jones lawyers were still after Lewinsky, and
Clinton was scheduled to give his deposition in the case on Saturday, January 17.
The president’s testimony, given at his lawyer’s office near
the White House, lasted through the morning and well into the
afternoon. Phone records showed that Clinton called Jordan at
home at about five, almost immediately after the deposition concluded.
“What did you discuss?”Bienert wanted to know.
Perhaps Bienert expected Jordan to say they talked about the
ordeal ofthe deposition or the Jones case in general, but instead
Jordan answered that he and the president talked about a funera1 Jordan had attended that day in Washington. “That was also
the day that Lucille Branton was funeralized in 19th Street Bap
tist Church,” Jordan said. “Lucille Branton is the widow ofWiley
A. Branton, Sr., who was the lawyer for the Little Rock Nine, a
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partner of mine in Pine Bluff, Arkansas. I am fairly certain that
one of the things that we talked about was Lucille Branton’s
funeral ....[ The president] was a great admirer of Wiley’s and
knew Lucille.”
Was that it? a somewhat surprised Bienert asked. Jordan conceded that he did “inquire as to how [Clinton] was feeling in the
aftermath ofhis testimony....And as I remember, his comment was
tough day, got through it. What he said in his testimony, we did
not discuss.”
The phone records also showed that Clinton phoned Jordan again about two hours later. “I don’t specifically recollect”
what that call was about, Jordan told the grand jury. “My suspicion is we were doing what friends do when friends have a
bad day.” But he flatly denied discussing Lewinsky. “In the two
conversations I had with the President of the United States, we
did not talk about Monica Lewinsky or his testimony in the
deposition,” Jordan said.
By the next morning, Sunday the 18th, the White House was
rapidly losing control of the situation. The Drudge Report broke
the Lewinsky story on the Internet, and throughout much of the
day Jordan was involved in a succession of phone calls concerning the now-public scandal.
Jordan first called the White House a little before noon. He
set up a lunch with Bruce Lindsey, the president’s closest adviser and a key player in all aspects of the Lewinsky/Jones matters.
Prosecutors wanted to know why Jordan chose that day to meet
for lunch.
“I like him a lot,” Jordan said of Lindsey. “I worry about him,
and I think about him. And I think a lot about what he’s going to
do when this administration is over. We’ve had many conversations about that. And so we got together for lunch.”
Given the circumstances that existed at the White House in
the q hours following Clinton’s deposition in the Jones case, that
answer seemed simply beyond belief. Wasn’t there a little something going on that day? A tone of sarcasm crept into Bienert’s
questioning.“Now, during the lunch,” he asked Jordan,“whatt o p
ics did you guys discuss, you and Mr. Lindsey?”
“It was a gorgeous day,”Jordan answered.‘Wetalked about the
weather. We talked about our kids, which is always a great topic
of conversation. I shared with him my views on settlement.”
“Of the Paula Jones case?”
“Of the Paula Jones case. I just told him I thought that the
Paula Jones case ought to be settled.And he said to me, ‘Haveyou
seen the Drudge Report?’ I had never heard of the Drudge
Report. And he showed me the Drudge Report, which was about
the conversations that Monica Lewinsky had had with Linda
Tripp, which came to me as a total surprise.That was our lunch.”
“What did Mr. Lindsey say to you about the report in relation
to the president?”
“‘Here it is,”’ Jordan quoted Lindsey as saying. “The report was
res ipsa loquitur. I mean, there it was.”
“Did he make any statements at all about the report other
than ‘Here it is?”’
“I think that’s about it,” Jordan said.
Sol Wisenberg jumped in. “For those of us who didn’t go to
law school or didn’t do well in law school or didn’t take Latin as
The American Spectator
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kids,” he asked Jordan, “can you enlighten us as to res ipsa
loquitur?”
“As I remember, it means the thing speaks for itself,” Jordan
answered. “I apologize to the grand jury.”
“That’s all right. Just-”
“But I like the word,” Jordan said. “Sounds good.”
Jordan offered no other details of the lunch, which lasted
from about 1230 to 2:oo at his table at the Park Hyatt. At 12:50,
when Jordan was still with Lindsey, Clinton tried unsuccessfully to reach him at home. At 2:15, immediately after Jordan left the
lunch, he called the president on his car phone.
“I am almost certain that I said something to him about the
Drudge Report and the allegations therein or general conversation about it,” Jordan testified. “I don’t recollect any specific
conversation. I was also on my car phone, so it would not have
been a serious conversation about it.”
A little after seven that night, Jordan, who had returned to his
office, called Cheryl Mills in the White House counsel’soffice.
He told skeptical prosecutors that the conversationwas probably
about Bruce Lindsey’s career prospects.
‘Why would you have been calling Ms. Mills?”Bienert asked.
“I don’t know,” Jordan said.
“Do you believe that it would have had anything to do with
the Drudge Report, Monica Lewinsky, or anything related thereto?”
“No,” Jordan answered. “It may have been about my lunch
with Bruce Lindsey. She works with Bruce Lindsey, she’s close
to Bruce Lindsey. And one of my concerns at the lunch with
Bruce Lindsey was his future and what he wanted to do, and I may
have been talking to Cheryl Mills about that.”
“Okay,” Bienert said. “So as you sit here now, you think that
a very good possibility for the topic you would have contacted Ms.
Mills about would have been Mr. Lindsey and mainly his job status at the White House, correct?”
“Not his job status at the White House,”Jordan answered, “but
what he wanted to do with his life.”

PHONE T A G FRENZY
At about the same time Jordan was talking to Mills, the president,
alarmed by the questioning in the Jones deposition, began an
intensivesearch for Monica Lewinsky. Betty Currie paged Lewinsky four times that evening and began again at 7:02 the next
morning, Monday January 19. No answer from Lewinsky. Currie paged again at 8:08. She tried to call Lewinsky at 8:29. She
paged her again at 8:33. And at 8:37. And at 8:41. She called
Clinton at 8:43. She paged Lewinsky again at 8:44. She called
Clinton again at 8:50. She paged Lewinsky again at 8:51.
Meanwhile, at 8:55, Clinton called Jordan at home, and the
two spoke for ten minutes. Jordan then went to his office and
began a day-long frenzy of phone calls. At 10:29, he called
the White House. At io:33, he paged Lewinsky. At io:++,he
paged her again. At io:35, he called Nancy Hernreich. At
io:++, he called Erskine Bowles. At 10:53, he called Frank
Carter. At 10:58, he called the White House. At 11:04, he
called Bruce Lindsey. At 11:16he paged Lewinsky again. At 11:17
he called Lindsey again.
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When prosecutors questioned Jordan about the morning
calls, they found that he remembered almost nothing about
them, even ,though the day in question was just six weeks before
he appeared before the grand jury. Jordan said he had no idea
what his ten-minute conversation with Clinton was about. He said
he didn’t know what his call to the White House at 10:29 was
about, or why he paged Lewinsky immediately afterwards.
“Did your calling at the White House at 10:29 in the morning,
did it have anything to do with Monica Lewinsky?” Bienert
asked.
“It had nothing to do with Monica Lewinsky.”
“Did it have anything to do with the Drudge Report?”
“It had nothing to do with the Drudge Report.”
“Did it have anything to do with the Paula Jones case?”
“It had nothing to do with the Paula Jones case.”
“Now, why were you trying to get ahold of Monica Lewinsky?”
“I don’t know,” Jordan said. “I don’t know why I was calling
Monica Lewinsky that day.”
Tom Bienert pointed out that Jordan had already gotten
Lewinsky a job and a lawyer, the two reasons he said he was
involved in her case. So why would he need to speak to her?
“I do follow-through,update, see how people are, see if she was
happy,” Jordan answered. “I may have been calling to thank her
for the tie. I don’t know why I was calling Monica Lewinsky.
I’m certain that I was not calling Monica Lewinsky to ask her
about the Drudge Report.”
“Or anything related to the president?”
“Absolutely not. I had been satisfied on that.”
“Does the fact that you paged her three times in the course of
an hour indicate to you that it was important to you that you get
ahold of her quickly?”
‘Yes,”Jordan.answered. “But I cannot for the life of me tell you
what that was about, and that is just the truth.”
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Jordan left his office in the early afternoon to have lunch
with Frank Carter at the Park Hyatt. He testified that the conversation barely touched on Lewinsky. “He told me that he had
prepared a motion to quash the Lewinsky subpoena in the Paula
Jones case and that that was all done and he was looking forward to that, and I said, ‘Sounds good to me,”’ Jordan said. “And
that was about the extent of our conversation on the Lewinsky
situation.” Jordan said he did show Carter a copy of the Drudge
Report, but after that “our conversation became a general discussion between two buddies who had not seen each other for a
long time, a little bit about family.”
Phone records showed that Jordan called the White House
from his car phone at 1 2 : y p.m., immediately before joining
Carter in the restaurant. He called the White House again from
his car phone at 2:29, immediately after leaving Carter.
“Can you think of any reason why you would have called the
White House both literally as you were going in to meet with
Frank Carter and then upon leaving the luncheon with Frank
Carter?” Bienert asked.
“No,” Jordan answered.
But Jordan was not only dialing the White House on his car
phone; he was driving there as he spoke. His car pulled into the
Southwest Gate at 244.
“Why did you want to go to the White House on the igth?”
“I don’t remember why I wanted to go to the White House,”
Jordan testified. “I knew the president was there, I knew it was a
holiday [Martin Luther King Day] and that there were people
there, there were things to talk about. But I was not making a trip
to the White House to talk about Monica Lewinsky.”
Jordan told the grand jury he remembered stopping by the
White House counsel’s office to see Lindsey and Mills. When
prosecutors asked what they talked about, he answered, “Just
passing the time of day....I was not there on substantive business, I’m just sort of breezing through there.”
Jordan also breezed through the Oval Office for a visit with
the president. ‘We talked a little bit about the State ofthe Union,”
he said. “[Clinton] thanked me again for my role with Erskine.And
I told him that Monica Lewinsky had a job. I’m certain I told him
that there was going to be a motion to quash filed by her lawyer.”
“We did not spend a lot of time talking about the Drudge
Report, but I did tell him that I had seen it,” Jordan said. The conversation bounced from topic to topic. “Who is Drudge? I’ve
never heard ofhim. How is Chelsea? Family talk. I mean, nothing-it was no great moment. We lamented the fact that we had
not been able to play very much golf, the weather had not been
the best.”
Jordan returned to his office in the late afternoon. At4:5i, he
called Currie. At 453, he called Carter’s home and didn’t get him.
At 4:54, he called Carter’s office and spoke for a few minutes.
Carter had startling news. He told Jordan he had just gotten a call
from a Los Angeles lawyer named William Ginsburg. Neither
Carter nor Jordan had ever heard of him. Ginsburg told Carter
that he was Monica Lewinsky’s new lawyer, and that Carter was
off the case.
“I’m stunned by this, right?” Jordan told the grand jury. “I
was in a state of confusion.” Jordan insisted he was not “con-
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cerned” about the development; nevertheless, he spent the next
several minutes trying in vain to reach anyone at the White
House counsel’s office to tell them the news. At 4:58, he dialed
Lindsey. At 4:59, he tried Mills. At 5:00,he tried Lindsey’s number and then the number of White House Counsel Charles
Ruff. At 5:05 he tried Lindsey two more times. At 5:09 he tried
Mills again. At 5 : q he called Frank Carter again. At 5:22 he tried
Lindsey and Mills one more time. No luck.
At 5:55, Jordan called Betty Currie at home. At 5:56 he called
Clinton and spoke for seven minutes. Finally, at 6:04 he called
Currie again.
Jordan testified the calls to Currie were to tell her the news of
Lewinsky’s change in lawyers. “Why Betty Currie?” Bienert
asked.
‘Why not Betty Currie?” Jordan responded. “I thought she had
a right to know.”
Jordan said his call to Clinton was for the same purpose, to tell
him the news.
“Why did you think the president needed to know that Frank
Carter had been replaced?” Bienert wanted to know.
“Information,” Jordan answered. “He knew that I had gotten
her a job, h e knew that I had gotten her a lawyer. Information.”
But was Jordan trying to get any information from the president? For example, given the publication of the ClintonLewinsky news, was Jordan at all curious about whether the two had in
fact had an affair, even though they denied it to him earlier?
“In this later call, the seven-minute call with him around six
that night, did you seek any information from the president at that
time?” Bienert asked.
“I did not,” Jordan said.
“Why not?”
“No need to.”
“Why not?”
“No need to.”
T h e next day, Jordan was off to New York on a business trip.
That night the Lewinsky story broke wide open in early editions
ofthe WashingtonPost. Jordan was awakened in his room at the
St. Regis Hotel by a reporter seeking comment. He told the
reporter he was going back to sleep. But h e was up early on the
morning of January 21st, even before his phone rang at 630. It was
Clinton.
“He said, you know, ‘There’sa story out. I’m concerned about
it. And the story is about Monica Lewinsky and myself,”’Jordan
quoted the president. “And he said, ‘It’s not bue.’And he just sort
of emoted about this circumstance.”
“And I said, ‘Take it easy,’ you know, ‘We’ll get through it.”’
Jordan returned to Washington in the afternoon. He kept in
close touch with the White House-calling Cheryl Mills eleven
times in little more than a day. The next day, the x n d , Jordan went
before reporters-at the Park Hyatt-to make his first public
statement on the scandal.
“I want to say to you absolutely and unequivocally that Ms.
Lewinsky told me in no uncertain terms that she did not have a
sexual relationship with the president,” Jordan said. “I was pleased
to be helpful to Ms. Lewinsky, whose drive, ambition and personality were impressive.”
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‘Yesterday afternoon, I was served a subpoena by the independent counsel, Kenneth W. Starr, to appear before the grand
jury. I will answer the grand jury’s questions directly, completely, and truthfully.”

MAN O F GREAT I N T E G K I I Y
During one of the first impeachment hearings of the House
Judiciary Cominittee, Florida Republican Bill McCollum ran
down a long list of incriminating evidence against the president. Some of the toughest facts, h e said, came from the
testimony of the president’s closest associates-like Vernon
Jordan. Addressing White House lawyer Greg Craig, McCollum said, “I am curious to know if you find anything in any
of the testimony, Mr. Craig, that we have before us-from Vernon Jordan-where Mr. Jordan lied? Is there anything in
the record?”
“Not that I am aware of,” Craig answered.
A few minutes later, Massachusetts Democrat Barney Frank
jumped in. “I must say I take exception,” he said, “to the suggestion
that Vernon Jordan might have been lying. I think Mr. Jordan is
a man of great integrity.”
McCollum was quick to clarify. “I was not impugning Vernon Jordan’s integrity,” he said. “In fact, I was trying to corroborate the fact he’s been telling the truth that is, I think,
damaging to the president.”
Perhaps neither McCollum nor Frank had read all of Jordan’s testimony. Had they done so, they-or at least McCollum-might not have been so quick to proclaim Jordan’s truthfulness. In fairness to them, however, it appears that few
people- even those most closely involved in the scandal -are
interested in resolving the questions about what Jordan told the
grand jury.
Certainly Kenneth Stan’s prosecutors, who, to their credit,
brought Jordan back to the grand jury as they discovered new
evidence, chose to leave many questions unanswered. Armed
with what Lewinsky told them in August, they might have
called Jordan back to the grand jury to confront him with her
hard-to-refute details of events. But they didn’t; the rush to finish the independent counsel’s report was simply too great to
retrace steps.
Nor was the issue explored during the short, strange hearings of the House Judiciary Committee. Neither side called any
witnesses who played direct roles in the Lewinsky matter, so
there was no chance Jordan would be questioned about his story.
Now, with the matter in the hands ofthe Senate, it appears that
many influential lawmakers, anxious for a quick resolution of the
impeachment issue, believe it is not necessaly to question key players like Jordan. The details of the case, they contend, are already
well known and do not need further scrutiny.
So there is a possibility Jordan will never be asked about the
many questionable portions of his testimony. Not about the affidavit, not about the Park Hyatt breakfast, not about his astonishingly bad memory of all those talks with the president and top
White House aides. And when it’s all over, Vernon Jordan will be
in the clear-and free to enjoy his reputation as a man of the highest integrity. U
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