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· Jeff Greenfield, on CNN’s Inside Politics, said aloud what has been written here several times:  Hill  Democrats are staring down the barrel of a turnout melt-down because of the Clinton/Monica deal.  

· Changes in turnout are like changes in global temperature – even small ones can make a tremendous difference in the environment. If the President continues to look like he’s lying and is seen to have lied to the grand jury, it might depress Democratic turnout five or six percentage points. Look at every incumbent Democrat for federal, state, or local office who won their last election with 55 percent of the vote or less.  A decline in vote total of six percentage points makes a previous 55 percent Democratic winner a 49 percent loser.  What “Location, location, location is to Real Estate,  “Turnout, turnout, turnout is to politics.

· And, if  the President is proved to have lied – or worse – the November elections could be for Democrats what the  Cretaceous-Tertiary period was for dinosaurs.

· Lying under oath is a serious thing.  A lawyer lying under oath is generally considered to be more serious than a layman doing it, being an officer of the Court and all.  If President Clinton, a lawyer, is found to have lied under oath – even if it doesn’t reach the level of impeachment – shouldn’t ethics proceedings begin immediately?  More of the Clinton legacy:  First sitting President to be disbarred.

· Barry Toiv, deputy White House press secretary, was forced to say, in public, in front of reporters, on television that the latest attorney-client privilege fight between the President and Kenneth Starr was an “issue of principle.”  Much to my surprise, no one in the White House briefing room burst out in stuff-out-of-the-nose, notebooks-on-the-floor, tipping-over-their-chairs laughter at the use of the word “principle” by this White House.

· Say, if the White House is claiming attorney-client privilege for lawyers on the White House staff, doesn’t that mean I’m paying for Clinton’s defense?  I’M PAYING FOR CLINTON’S DEFENSE!?!

· Speaking of principle, Attorney General Janet Reno has refused, on principle, to release the memo of Charles LaBella in which he points out why she should appoint a special prosecutor to investigate the Clinton/Gore fundraising scandal.  LaBella, who was slated to become interim US Attorney for San Diego, just learned he is going to be the interim unemployed lawyer for Washington, DC. 

· The Clinton Administration, as a matter, I suspect, of survival more than principle, will nominate someone else – more of a team player, probably; more of a guy’s guy, no doubt;  more of a person who sees the big picture, I guess; someone who will toe the line and not stand too firmly on – principle.

· FBI Director Louis Freeh agrees with LaBella. He thinks AG Reno has a conflict of interest in this investigation.  His title is about to change to Soon-To-Be-Former FBI Director Louis Freeh.

· A long-term Washington Watcher for a great metropolitan newspaper on why Kenneth Starr went to Canada to address the American Bar Association meeting in Toronto:  He’s run out of people to subpoena in the U.S.

· Alright, so it wasn’t The Cover of the Rolling Stone, and I’m no Dr. Hook:  David Brooks, in the August 10 “Newsweek”  quotes Mullings.  Page 32, if my mom is reading.  Get Brill on the phone.
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