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CONDUIT PAYMENTS TO THE DEMOCRATIC
NATIONAL COMMITTEE

THURSDAY, OCTOBER 9, 1997

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND OVERSIGHT,
Washington, DC.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:10 a.m., in room
2154, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Dan Burton (chairman
of the committee) presiding.

Present: Representatives Burton, Hastert, Morella, Shays, Cox,
McHugh, Horn, Mica, McIntosh, Souder, Shadegg, Sununu, Ses-
sions, Pappas, Snowbarger, Barr, Portman, Waxman, Lantos,
Owens, Kanjorski, Condit, Maloney, Barrett, Norton, Fattah,
Cummings, Kucinich, Blagojevich, Davis of Illinois, Tierney, Turn-
er, Allen, and Ford.

Staff present: Kevin Binger, staff director; Richard Bennett, chief
counsel; William Moschella, deputy counsel and parliamentarian;
Butch Hodgson, chief investigator; Daniel R. Moll, deputy staff di-
rector; Judith McCoy, chief clerk; Teresa Austin, assistant clerk/
calendar clerk; Robin Butler, office manager; Will Dwyer, director
of communications; Ashley Williams, deputy director of communica-
tions; Barbara Comstock, chief investigative counsel; Robert
Rohrbaugh, James C. Wilson, Tim Griffin, and Uttam Dhillon, sen-
ior investigative counsels; Dave Bossie, oversight coordinator;
Kristi Remington, Alicemary Leach, Bill Hanka, and David Kass,
investigative counsels; Jim Schumann, John Irving, and Jason Fos-
ter, investigators; Phil Larsen, investigative consultant; Carolyn
Pritts, administrative investigative assistant; David Jones and
John Mastranadi, investigative staff assistants; Phil Schiliro, mi-
nority staff director; Phil Barnett, minority chief counsel; Kenneth
Ballen, minority chief investigative counsel; Agnieszka Fryszman,
Christopher Lu, Matthew Joseph, Andrew McLaughlin, David
Sadkin, Michael Yang, Michael Yeager, minority counsels; Harry
Gossett and Mark Stephenson, minority professional staff mem-
bers; Ellen Rayner, minority chief clerk; Becky Claster, Jean Gosa,
Andrew Su, and Amy Wendt, minority staff assistants; and Sheri-
dan Pauker, minority research assistant.

Mr. BURTON. The committee will come to order.

Would the television cameras recede a little bit? And when we
get through with our opening statements, at the request of the
counsel for the witnesses, we will ask the television cameras to
leave the room.

Good morning. A quorum being present, the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform and Oversight will come to order. Before the dis-
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tinguished ranking member and I deliver our opening statements,
the committee must first dispose of some procedural issues.

I ask unanimous consent that Members be able to use the deposi-
tions of Manlin Foung, Joseph Landon and David Wang at today’s
hearing and ask further unanimous consent that they be made a
part of the record.

Mr. WAXMAN. Reserving the right to object, those depositions,
Mr. Chairman, will be, in their entirety, part of the record?

Mr. BURTON. Yes, sir.

Mr. WAXMAN. We have no objection.

Mr. BURTON. Without objection, so ordered.

I also ask unanimous consent that questioning in the matter
under consideration proceed under clause 2(j)(2) of House rule XI
and committee rule 14 in which the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member allocate time to committee counsel as they deem appro-
priate for extended questioning, not to exceed 60 minutes, equally
divided by the majority and the minority.

And without objection, so ordered.

Mr. LANTOS. Reserving the right to object.

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman reserves the right to object.

Mr. LANTOS. Does this mean, Mr. Chairman, that committee
counsel, with his questioning, will precede members of the com-
mittee?

Mr. BURTON. Yes, sir. For the first hour, we will have committee
counsel on each side question for 30 minutes.

Mr. WAxMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANTOS. I'll be glad to yield.

Mr. WAXMAN. The rules have recently been changed in the House
of Representatives to provide for an interrogation of a half-hour,
first by the majority and then a half-hour by the minority. That
time can be allocated to staff or to Members as the chairman sees
fit on his side or we see fit on our side.

Mr. BURTON. That is correct.

Mr. WAXMAN. Under the rules, this must be agreed to either by
consent of the ranking member with the chairman or vote of the
committee.

I don’t see an objection to what the chairman is requesting. I
think this is going to be the first time that the House of Represent-
atives has used this new format for a more extended period of time
for interrogation. We'll try it out.

Mr. LanTOS. Continuing my right to reserve, I will not object.
However, I think it is a very bad procedure. It is analogous in polit-
ical campaigns to having a battle of advertising agencies rather
than candidates themselves.

I think members of this committee should conduct their own
questioning. That is why we have been sent here by our respective
constituencies. And to turn this very important function over to our
staff, I think is less than ideal procedure. But I withdraw my objec-
tion.

Mr. BURTON. Without objection, so ordered.

I further ask unanimous consent that the questioning in the mat-
ter under consideration proceed under clause 2(j)(2) of House rule
XI and committee rule 14 in which the chairman and ranking mi-
nority member allocate time to members of the committee as they
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deem appropriate for extended questioning, not to exceed 60 min-
utes for the first panel, equally divided between the majority and
the minority.

And there has been agreement reached between myself and the
ranking member, Mr. Waxman, that we will proceed under an
equation or situation where there will be 10 minutes given to the
majority side and 10 minutes to the minority and so on until the
60 minutes is exhausted.

Is there objection?

Hearing none, so ordered.

On October 1, 1997, the committee received a letter addressed
from Charles J. Stephens requesting, on behalf of his clients,
Manlin Foung and Joseph Landon, that the cameras be turned off
pursuant to clause 3(f)(2) of House rule XI. Similarly, David
Wang’s attorney, Michael A. Carvin, sent a similar letter on Octo-
ber 8, 1997.

Without objection, those letters will be entered into the record.

[The letters referred to follow:]



STEVENS & O’CONNELL
ATTORNEYR
400 CAPITOL MALL, BUITK 1450
BACRAMERTD, CALIFORNIA 95814

TILEPRONE: (918) 3289911
FacsimiLei (316} 328-8110

WRITRA'S DIAKCT BIAL NUMRER OUN FILE NUWEEZR

1039.0001
October 1, 1997

YIA FAX - 202/225-3974

The Honorable Dan Burton

Chairman

Committee on Government Reform and Oversight
United States House of Representatives

2157 Raybu=n House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515-6143

Dear Mr. Burton:

Special Counsel Richard Bennett has advised me that our clients, Manlin
Foung and Joseph Landon, will testify before the Committee pursuant to subpoena
on or about QOctober 8, 1997.

Pursuant to House Rule XI(3), Ms. Foung and Mr. Landon hereby request
that during their appearances before the Comrmittee, “all lenses shall be covered and
all microphones used for coverage turned off.”

By copy of this letter, I am respectfully requesting that Special Counsel Bennett
advise whether the Committee would like any additional documentation of this request.

Thank you.
Respectfully,
Charles’J. Stevens
CJS/ske

‘¢z Richard D, Bennett, Esq. (VIA FAX - 202/225-3974)
Keaneth M. Ballen, Esq. (VIA FAX ~202/226-6511)



Cooper & Carvin

Lawyers
A Professional Limnited Liability Company
Suite 401
Michacl A. Carvin 2000 K Street, N.-W. (202) 822.8950
(202) 8228952 ‘Washington, D.C. 20006 Fax (202) 822-8966

October 8, 1997

YIA FACSIMILE AND FIRST-CLASS MAIL
The Honorable Dan Burton
Chairman

House Committee on Government Reform and Oversight
2157 Rayburmn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-6143

Dear Representative Burton:

This letter is to inform you that my client Mr. David Wang, subpoenaed to appear
before the Committee on Thursday, October 9, 1997, is invoking his right under House
Rule XI(3)(f)(2) to have radio, televigion, and still photography coverage excluded during
his testimony. Thank you for your assistance in this regard,

Sincerely,

Mol Qo

Michael A Carvin



6

Mr. BURTON. Clause 3(f)(2) of House rule XI allows a subpoenaed
witness to have the cameras turned off and the microphones used
for broadcast turned off. The rules provide that,

No witness served with a subpoena by the committee shall be required against
his or her will to be photographed at any hearing or to give evidence or testimony
while the broadcasting of that hearing by radio or television is being conducted.

At the request of any such witness who does not wish to be subjected to radio,
television, or still photography coverage, all lenses shall be covered, and all micro-
phones used for coverage turned off.

While I'm disappointed that this hearing will not be televised be-
cause we believe the American people have the right to know what
these witnesses have to say. However, Manlin Foung, Joseph
Landon, and David Wang have asserted their rights under the rule,
and the committee is obliged to honor their request. Therefore, at
the appropriate time, I will instruct our friends in the media to ob-
serve the rule and cover all lenses and shut off all microphones
used for coverage.

I now yield myself such time as I may consume.

Today, marks the first day of hearings into illegal foreign fund-
raising and other violations of law during recent campaigns. We
have three witnesses today. These individuals have admitted to
making conduit contributions to the Democratic National Com-
mittee.

Testifying on our first panel will be Manlin Foung, the sister of
Charlie Trie. Joining her will be her companion, Joseph Landon.
Testifying on our second panel will be David Wang, a businessman
from Los Angeles. Our witnesses today are not villains; they are
victims. They are ordinary people who are put on the spot by some-
one they trusted, and they got burned.

Ms. Foung, Mr. Landon, and Mr. Wang have given their full co-
operation to this committee, and we really appreciate that. They
have talked to us voluntarily. Their testimony will help us as we
slowly but surely try to put the pieces of this puzzle together. We
owe them our thanks for their cooperation.

It stands in marked contrast to the cooperation we have received
from the White House and the Democratic National Committee.
The difficulty this committee has faced with the White House has
been deplorable. It is an outrage that the White House has with-
held knowledge of the White House coffee videotapes until now.

This committee’s March 4th subpoena specifically required the
production of videotapes 7 months ago. At least a half a dozen sen-
ior White House aides and the President himself were taped. It is
obvious that the President and most of his senior staff knew that
these tapes existed for a long time. After all, the President was in
the tapes.

The fact that they have been withheld this entire year borders
on obstruction. There are reportedly another 150 tapes of Demo-
cratic National Committee events that we still have not received.
The record shows more and more that this White House and this
President are not eager for the American people to know the whole
truth, and the American people have a right to know the facts.

Fortunately, today, we have witnesses who have been cooperative
and are willing to tell the truth. Ms. Foung and Mr. Landon con-
tributed $35,000 to the DNC in 1996 at Charlie Trie’s request.
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They were promptly reimbursed for each contribution. Our inves-

tigators have traced $10,000 of this amount directly back to the

Bank of China in Macao. This money was wired to the United

States in August 1996. Within 10 days, it was in the hands of the

Democratic National Committee. The other $25,000 was repaid in

%equentially numbered money orders from a bank in New York
ity.

Mr. Wang contributed $5,000 to the Democratic National Com-
mittee in August of last year. His friend, Daniel Wu, also contrib-
uted $5,000. Daniel Wu lives in Taiwan. Both contributions were
made at the request of John Huang. Both men were paid back with
envelopes full of cash given to them by Antonio Pan.

We have granted these witnesses immunity from prosecution.
This is an extra layer of protection to make sure that these three
people can come forward and tell the American people what hap-
pened without any fear. It is well known that the Justice Depart-
ment, as a matter of policy, does not seek to prosecute straw do-
nors. I will quote from a 1994 memo from the director of the Jus-
tice Department’s Election Crimes branch, quote, The Justice De-
partment has a long-standing, nonprosecution policy for persons
who are used as conduits or straws to disguise another person’s il-
legal contributions, provided that allowing their names to be used
by another is the extent of their participation in the scheme, end
quote.

The testimony we are about to receive cannot be dismissed light-
ly. John Huang and Charlie Trie are both close friends and ap-
pointees of the President. John Huang was in the White House
over 90 times during the President Clinton’s first term. He had nu-
merous meetings with the President. The President personally in-
tervened to help move him from the Commerce Department to the
Democratic National Committee.

This is the first time in my memory that we have seen evidence
of such blatantly illegal activity by a senior national party official.
John Huang’s title at the Democratic National Committee was vice
chairman for finance.

Likewise, Charlie Trie was a close personal friend of the Presi-
dent. Charlie Trie visited the White House nearly 40 times that we
know of. In early 1996, the President signed an Executive order en-
larging a Presidential commission on trade, so he could appoint Mr.
Trie to that commission. It should be disturbing to all of us to re-
ceive testimony about illegal and unethical conduct by such close
associates to the President of the United States.

An important figure that is going to emerge during this hearing
is a man named Antonio Pan. Mr. Pan is a rather mysterious fig-
ure who had ties to Charlie Trie, the Lippo Group, and John
Huang. He was in the White House eight times in 1995 and 1996.
He was apparently the bag man in both the transactions involving
Manlin Foung and David Wang. It will become clear through docu-
ments and testimony that he was handling large amounts of cash.

Antonio Pan’s involvement here raises a number of questions.
Whose bidding was he doing? Charlie Trie’s? John Huang’s? The
Lippo Group’s? Were they all collaborating? Where did the cash
come from? A number of the transactions we are going to talk
about today involve large amounts of cash. If we are going to trace
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the origins of this money, we are going to have to talk to the people
who handled that cash.

Charlie Trie has left the country. I don’t think he’s planning on
coming back. The last we heard, he was in Shanghai. John Huang
has taken the fifth. Antonio Pan has left the country. According to
our most recent information, we believe that he’s either in Hong
Kong or New Zealand. This is a perfect case study in the obstacles
that this committee has faced in trying to root out the truth about
the illegal foreign money that was flowing to the DNC.

The obstacles have been many. More than 60 people have either
taken the fifth amendment or fled the country to avoid revealing
their role in this scandal. Next week, the President will be meeting
with President Jiang Zemin of the People’s Republic of China. If he
wants to get all of the facts laid out on the table, he should insist
that the Chinese Government send Charlie Trie back to the United
States so we can question him. The American people have an abso-
lute right to know what Charlie Trie did and what senior Govern-
ment officials asked him to do.

Finally, today’s hearing is going to focus much-needed attention
on the DNC’s program of identifying and returning illegal contribu-
tions. It appears that the DNC’s highly touted audit by Ernst &
Young was error prone and is completely unreliable. This is a sub-
ject that we are likely to return to in future hearings.

I once again want to thank our witnesses for their cooperation.
This has been a tense and nervous couple of weeks for them, and
we understand that. This hearing room is probably the last place
that they want to be today, but we are going to try to make this
as easy as possible for all of them.

I now recognize our ranking member, Mr. Waxman, for his com-
ments.

[The prepared statement of Hon. Dan Burton follows:]
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Statement of Chairman Dan Burton
Government Reform and Oversight Committee
October 9, 1997

Today, marks our first day of hearings into illegal foreign fundraising and other
violations of law during recent campaigns.

We have three witnesses today. These individuals have admitted to making conduit
contributions to the Democratic National Committee.

Testifying on our first panel wifl be Manlin Foung, the sister of Charlie Trie. Joining
her will be her companion, Joseph Landon. Testifying on our second panel will be David
Wang, a businessman from Los Angeles.

Our witnesses today are not villains. They are victims. They are ordinary people who
were put on the spot by someone they trusted -- and they got burned.

Ms. Foung, Mr. Landon and Mr. Wang have given their full cooperation to this
Committee. They have talked to us voluniarily. Their testimony will help us as we slowly but
surely try to put the pieces of this puzzle together. We owe them our thanks for their
cooperation. It stands in marked contrast to the cooperation we have received from the White
House and the DNC.

The difficulty this committee has faced with the White House has been deplorable. It
is an outrage that the White House has withheld knowledge of the White House coffee
videotapes until now. This Committee’s March 4th subpoena specifically required the
production of videotapes. At least a half-a-dozen senior White House aides and the President
himself were taped. It is

obvious that the President hiruself and most of his senior staff knew that those tapes existed
along time ago. The fact that they have been withheld this entire year borders on obstruction.
There are reportedly another 150 tapes of DNC events that we still have not received.
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The record shows more and more that this White House and this President are not
eager for the American people to know the whole truth.

Fortunately, today we have witnesses who have been cooperative and are willing to tell
the truth, Ms. Foung and Mr. Landon contributed $35,000 to the DNC in 1996 at Charlie
Trie’s request. They were promptly reimbursed for each contribution. Our investigators have
traced $18,600 of this amount directly back to the Bank of China in Macau. This money was
wired to the United States in August 1996. Within 10 days, it was in the hands of the DNC.
The other $25,000 was repaid in sequentially numbered money orders from a bank in New
York City.

Mr. Wang contributed $5,000 to the Democratic National Committee in August of last
year. His friend Daniel Wu also contributed $5,000. Daniel Wu lives in Taiwan. Both
contributions were made at the request of John Huang. Both men were paid back with
envelopes full of cash by Antonio Pan.

We have granted these witnesses immunity from prosecution. This is an extra layer of
protection to make sure that these three people can come forward and tell the American people
what happened without any fear. It is well known that the Justice Department, as a matter of
policy, does not seek to prosecute straw donors. I will quote from a 1994 memo from the
Director of the Justice Department’s Election Crimes Branch:

“The Justice Dep has al fing nonprosecution policy for persons who are used
as conduits, or straws, to disguise another person’s itlegal contributions, provided that
allowing their names to be used by another is the extent of their participation in the scheme.”

The testimony we are about to receive cannot be dismissed lightly. John Huang and
Charlie Trie are both close friends and appointees of the Presid John Huang was in the
White House over 90 times during President Clinton’s first term. He had numerous meetings
with the President. The President personally intervened to help move him from the Commerce
Department to the DNC. This is the first time in my memory that we have seen evidence of
such blatantly illegal activity by a senior national party official. John Huang’s title at the
Democratic National Committee was Vice-Chairman for Finance.

Likewise, Charlie Trie was a close friend of the President. Charlie Trie visited the
White House nearly 40 times that we know of. In early 1996, the President signed an executive
order enlarging a Presidential commission on trade so he could appoint Mr. Trie to it.

It should be disturbing to all of us to receive testimony about illegal and unethical
conduet by such close associates of the President.

An important figure that is going to emerge during this hearing is Antonio Pan. Mr.
Pan is a rather mysterious figure who had ties to Charlie Trie, the Lippo Group, and John
Huang. He was in the White House eight times in 1995 and 1996. He was apparently the
bagman in both the transactions involving Manlin Foung and David Wang. It will become
clear -- through documents and testimony -- that he was handling large amounts of cash.
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Antonio Pan’s involvement here raises 2 number of questions: Who’s bidding was he
doing? Charlie Trie's?. John Huang’s? The Lippo Group? Were they all collaborating?
Where did the cash come from?

A number of the transactions we are going to talk about today invelved cash -- large
amounts of cash. If we are going to trace the origins of this money, we are going to have to talk
to the people who handled the cash. Charlie Trie has left the country. I don’t think he’s
planning on coming back. John Huang has taken the Fifth. Antonio Pan has left the country.
According to our most recent information, we believe that he is in either Hong Kong or New
Zealand. This is a perfect case study in the obstacles that this Committee has faced in trying
to root out.the truth about the illegal foreign money that was flowing into the DNC.

The obstacles have been many. More than 60 people have either taken the fifth or fled
the country to avoid revealing their role in this scandal. Next week, the President will be
meeting with the President Jiang Zemin of the People’s Republic of China. If he wants to get
all of the facts Jaid out on the table, he should insist that the Chinese government send Charlie
Trie back to the United States. The American people have an absolute right to know what
Charlie Trie did, and what senior government officials asked him to do.

Finally, today’s hearing is going to focus much-needed attention on the DNC’s program
of identifying and returning illegal contributions. It appears that the DNC’s highly-touted
audit by Ernst and Young was error-prone-and is pletely unreliable. This is a subject that
we are likely to return to in future kearings.

1want to thank our witnesses once again for their cooperation. This has been a tense
and nervous couple of weeks for them. This hearing room is probably the last place they want
to be today, but we are going to try to make this as easy as possible for them.

I now recognize our Ranking Member, Mr. Waxman, for his comments.
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Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, thank you for holding this hearing
today. After nearly a year of investigating and $3 million spent,
we’re hearing from our first witnesses about the 1996 elections.
The focus of this hearing is on conduit payments. Conduit pay-
ments are, of course, illegal; unfortunately, they’ve also become
much too common. In Senator Dole’s campaign, for instance, both
Simon Fireman and Empire Landfill have admitted to pervasive
conduit schemes and directed $149,000 in illegal donations to the
Dole campaign. In fact, today’s Washington Post has the headline
“Firm to Pay $8 million Fine for Illegal Campaign Gifts.”

Moreover, as the chart on the screen indicates, the Federal Elec-
tions Commission is currently investigating 27 conduit payments
involving 214 individuals. The FEC has closed 21 cases involving
108 individuals and levied $335,000 in fines. The FEC also closed,
without action, 20 cases involving 246 respondents under their en-
forcement priority system. All these cases are for the 1992, 1994
and 1996 election cycles.

Our hearings have value if they at least add to the knowledge
gained already in Senator Thompson’s hearings. So it is useful to
review briefly the July 29 Senate hearing that focused on Charlie
Trie.

[Video shown.]

Senator THOMPSON. “There was a Presidential appointment in April 1996. So the
committee will hear today from Mr. Jerry Campane, an agent of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation. And it will later hear from two witnesses to whom it has granted
immunity for the—from the use of their testimony and any criminal prosecutions
against them.

“Senator Glenn, do you have an opening statement?”

Senator GLENN. “I don’t have an opening statement.”

Senator THOMPSON. “All right.
“Mr. Campane, will you please stand and raise your right hand.”

Mr. WAXMAN. That was an excerpt from Senator Thompson’s
hearing and part of his opening statement. At that hearing, he had
three witnesses testifying. The first, Jerry Campane, was an FBI
agent detailed to the Senate. He led the Senate conduit investiga-
tion and used the chart now on the screen—if we could have that
chart put on the screen—to show how Charlie Trie and Ng Lap
Seng, also known as Mr. Wu, arranged conduit payments. And I
want to point out that these conduit payments were for a February
1996 fund-raiser at the Hay-Adams Hotel, which is the same fund-
raiser that Manlin Foung and Joseph Landon contributed to.

[The chart referred to follows:]
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San Kin Yip Holding Co. Ltd.
Bank of China -- Hong Kong

$150,000 Wire Transfer
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Mr. WAXMAN. Also testifying at the Senate hearing were Yue
Chu and Xi Ping Wang, whose names are on the charts. They re-
ceived immunity from the Senate and testified that they made con-
tributions and were subsequently reimbursed by Charlie Trie and
Ng Lap Seng.

In my view, the Senate hearing conclusively demonstrated that
Mr. Trie and Ng Lap Seng asked Yue Chu and Xi Ping Wang to
make conduit contributions. The depositions of Manlin Foung and
Joseph Landon seem to indicate that they had an identical experi-
ence. But there is nothing in their deposition that adds to the
knowledge to what Senator Thompson uncovered in his July 29
hearing. Instead of bringing them here from California, we could
have achieved the same result simply by replaying not just that
opening from Senator Thompson’s hearing, but the whole hearing
itself.

Now we have a third witness today, but before addressing his
testimony, I want to make a brief comment to my Democratic col-
leagues. As the senior Democrat on this committee, I have a special
responsibility to make sure our side has all the necessary informa-
tion in making decisions. In retrospect, I believe I made a serious
mistake in not adequately questioning the information Chairman
Burton gave to us regarding David Wang and in agreeing to his
recommendation to approve immunity.

When the matter was before us, I was influenced most by the
fact that Mr. Wang seemed to be an innocent victim in a conduit
scheme and that he made statements to committee investigators
without an attorney present, and with no understanding of the
legal consequences that he faced. But I was also perhaps too sen-
sitive to the fact that if the Democrats opposed immunity, we
would be accused of being partisan. I will not make that mistake
again.

It is now clear that David Wang never should have received im-
munity. He has repeatedly misled this committee and Chairman
Burton and his staff and our staff, and we have failed to ensure
that his representations were truthful. The essence of his testi-
mony—the part the chairman, the Republican chief counsel and
other committee members have been citing, and the press has been
reporting—appears to be a fiction.

I personally questioned Mr. Wang during his deposition on Mon-
day, and he testified that John Huang called him on the morning
of August 16th. According to Mr. Wang’s testimony, 1 hour later,
John Huang then arrived in Mr. Wang’s Los Angeles office. Mr.
Wang also testified that at that time, John Huang asked for and
immediately received Mr. Wang’s contribution to the Clinton cam-
paign. The truth, however, is that this never happened.

John Huang did not meet with David Wang on August 16. In the
last 3 days, the Democratic staff has thoroughly investigated this
matter. Later this morning, I will enter into the record hotel bills,
receipts, photographs, news stories and sworn affidavits that prove
that John Huang was in New York on August 16th. It was impos-
sible for him to have met with Mr. Wang.

Now, it’s bad enough that we have approved immunity for false
testimony. But even worse is that in the course of his deposition,
Mr. Wang disclosed other criminal acts or potential criminal acts
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that are far more serious than his conduit contribution. But be-
cause he provided that information in response to a question Re-
publican Counsel Dick Bennett asked, he now has immunity for
those crimes as well. We have blundered into giving Mr. Wang im-
munity for immigration and tax fraud and received only false state-
ments in return.

At the outset, I said our hearings will only have value if we add
to what Senator Thompson has learned. But that presupposes that
we do no harm. Today we do harm. We have made a careless and
irresponsible decision on immunity. We cannot take the representa-
tions Chairman Burton gives us at face value. And I regret that we
didn’t initiate our own Democratic investigation of Mr. Wang ear-
lier. That is another mistake we won’t make again.

In a year of embarrassments, this is the most damaging one to
our committee.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman yields back the balance of his time.
I would just like to say to the ranking member that while immu-
nity was granted, there is no immunity for perjury before this com-
mittee, and all witnesses will be sworn, as the ranking member
knows.

With that, in accordance with what I previously stated in the
rule, we will ask the cameras to be shut off, to be covered, and the
microphones to be covered so that we can proceed with the

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BURTON. Yes.

Mr. WAXMAN. In light of the fact that the most serious witness
before us is Mr. Wang, I would ask that we put him on first.

Mr. BURTON. We already have the schedule. And the Chair
has

Mr. WAXMAN. There’s no reason why that schedule couldn’t be
changed. He is the witness from whom we are going to learn some-
thing today. And we may have learned that, to our regret, we're
out giving immunity inappropriately. Let’s put him on first.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Waxman, the gentleman is not even here yet.
He was scheduled to come this afternoon. He won’t be around until
at least noon. And we will proceed as we have scheduled.

The cameras will be shut off at this time. They will be covered.
The microphones will be covered in accordance with the request of
the witnesses.

[Pause.]

Mr. BURTON. If youre going to leave that camera there, could
you cover that lens, please, just to make sure that the witnesses
feel comfortable. I know you have it shut off, but I want to make
sure it’s covered, so we don’t have to worry about it.

Thank you, sir. I appreciate that very much. That is an unusual
cover you have there. Could you find some kind of cover or turn
that camera around on the right, please, or whatever you want to
do to cover it up?

Are we about set? Would the officer out there shut that door as
soon as the door is cleared, please?

Manlin Foung and Joseph Landon, with your counsel, would you
approach the witness table, please? Would you stand and raise
your right hands, please?
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[Witnesses sworn.]

Mr. BURTON. Be seated.

Once again, we want to thank you for your cooperation in being
here today. And like I said to both of you before we started, we're
going to try to make this as easy and as painless as possible. So
just relax. And if you need some water or anything, take your time.

I now recognize the committee’s chief counsel, Mr. Bennett, to
start the questioning. He will be recognized for 30 minutes, and
then we'll yield to the ranking minority member for whomever he
chooses for the remaining 30 minutes of the first hour.

[The depositions of Manlin Foung and Joseph Landon follow:]

EXECUTIVE SESSION

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND OVERSIGHT,
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC.

DEPOSITION OF: MANLIN FOUNG

MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 1997

The deposition in the above matter was held in the Office of Charles J. Stevens,
Esq., 400 Capitol Mall, Suite 1450, Sacramento, California, commencing at 9:00 a.m.

Appearances:

Staff Present for the Government Reform and Oversight Committee: Richard D.
Bennett, special counsel; James C. Wilson, senior investigative counsel; Charles F.
Little, investigator; Kenneth Ballen, minority chief investigator; Phil Barnett, mi-
nority chief counsel; and Christopher Lu, minority counsel.

For MANLIN FOUNG:

CHARLES J. STEVENS, ESQ.
Stevens & O’Connell

400 Capitol Mall, Suite 1450
Sacramento, California 95814

Mr. BENNETT. Good morning, Ms. Foung. I am Dick Bennett, Special Counsel to
the United States House of Representatives, Committee on Government Reform and
Oversight. I want to thank you for coming.

In an abundance of caution, I want to read a preamble and some ground rules
prior to having the oath be administered. If for any reason you don’t understand
gny que;tions that we have here today, don’t hesitate to indicate that you don’t un-

erstand.

On behalf of the members of the Committee on Government Reform and Over-
sight, I want to thank you for appearing. The record should reflect that we are here
in Sacramento, California, taking your deposition. This proceeding is known as a
deposition. The person transcribing the proceeding is a House reporter and notary
public, and I would now request that he place you under oath.

THEREUPON, MANLIN FOUNG, a witness, was called for examination by counsel,
and after having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows:

Mr. BENNETT. Ms. Foung, I would like to note for the record those who are
present at the beginning of this deposition. Your attorney, Chuck Stevens, is here
with you. And again the record should reflect we are here in Mr. Stevens’ office.

I am Dick Bennett, special counsel to the committee. With me and accompanying
me is Mr. Jim Wilson, who is also Majority counsel for the House committee. Also,
Mr. Charles Little, an investigator for the committee.

L Here for the Minority today are Messrs. Ken Ballen, Phil Barnett, and Charles

u.

Mr. Lu. Chris Lu.

Mr. BENNETT. Chris Lu. I'm sorry.

Although this proceeding is being held in a somewhat informal atmosphere, be-
cause you have been placed under oath, your testimony here today has the same
force and effect as if you were testifying before the committee, before the Congress,
or in a courtroom. Do you understand that?
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The WITNESS. Yes, I do.

Mr. BENNETT. If I ask you about conversations you have had in the past and if
you are unable to recall the exact words used in a conversation, you may state that
you are unable to recall those exact words and you may then give the gist or sub-
stance of any conversation to the best of your recollection. Do you understand that?

The WITNESS. Oh, yes, I do.

Mr. BENNETT. The court reporter cannot pick up a nod of your head.

If you recall only part of a conversation or only part of an event, please give us
your best recollection of these events or parts of conversations that you recall. If I
ask you whether you have any information about a particular subject and you have
overheard other persons conversing with each other regarding that subject, or have
seen correspondence or documentation about that subject, please tell me that you
do have such information and indicate the source from which you derived such
knowledge. Do you understand that?

The WITNESS. Including newspaper?

Mr. BENNETT. Yes, general information that you have, yes.

The WITNESS. Okay.

Mr. BENNETT. Before we begin the questioning, I want to, pursuant to the proce-
dures normally followed, give you some background about the investigation and
your appearance here.

Pursuant to its authority under House rules 10 and 11 of the House of Represent-
atives, the Committee on Government Reform and Oversight is engaged in a wide-
ranging review of political fund-raising improprieties and possible violations of law.

Pages 2 through 4 of House Report 105-139 summarizes the investigation as of
June 19, 1997, and describes new matters which have arisen in the course of the
investigation. Also, pages 4 through 11 of the report explain the background of the
investigation.

All questions related either directly or indirectly to these issues, or questions
which have the tendency to make the existence of any pertinent fact more or less
probable than it would be without the evidence, are proper.

The committee has been granted specific authorization to conduct this deposition
pursuant to House Resolution 167, which passed the full House of Representatives
of the United States Congress on June 20th of this year. Committee Rule 20 out-
lines the ground rules for the deposition.

The Majority and Minority committee counsels will ask you questions regarding
the subject matter of the investigation. Minority counsel will ask questions after
Majority counsel has finished.

After the Minority counsel has completed questioning you, a new round of ques-
tioning may begin. If there were any Members of Congress who were here today and
wanted to ask you questions, they would be afforded an immediate opportunity to
ask you any questions.

Pursuant to the committee’s rules, you are allowed to have an attorney present
to advise you of your rights here at this deposition, and Mr. Stevens is here. Any
objection raised during the course of the deposition shall be stated for the record.
You are represented by Mr. Stevens, not by Minority counsel, and you follow the
instructions of Mr. Stevens with respect to responding to questions.

If you are instructed by Mr. Stevens to not answer a question or otherwise refuse
to answer a question, we will then, either Majority and Minority counsel, will confer
to determine whether the objection is proper. If the counsels agree that the question
is proper, you will be asked to answer the question. If the objection is not with-
drawn, the Chairman or member designated by the Chairman may decide whether
the objection was proper.

This deposition is considered as taken in executive session of the committee,
which means it may not be made public without the consent of the committee, pur-
suant to clause 2(k)(7) of House Rule 11. You are asked to abide by the rules of
the House and not discuss with anyone other than your attorney this deposition and
the issues and questions raised during this proceeding.

No one is going to take this deposition, Ms. Foung, and give it to a newspaper
reporter in terms of your responses. You ultimately will be called as a witness be-
fore the committee to publicly testify and at that time people can ask you questions
after you publicly testify. But no one is going to have a copy of this deposition prior
to that. Do you understand that?

Again, you have to answer.

The WITNESS. I do.

Mr. BENNETT. Finally, no later than 5 days after your testimony is transcribed
and you have been notified that your transcript is available, you may submit sug-
gested changes to the Chairman. That would give you the opportunity if you think
that Mr. Strickland, the court reporter, had made an error with respect to tran-
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scribing something, you would be given an opportunity to correct any error that you
felt was in the transcript, and we will see that that is sent immediately to Mr. Ste-
vens so you can have an opportunity to review it.

The transcript will be available for review by committee staff in terms of any er-
rors anyone thinks has been made. That would be available to both Majority and
Minority.

Substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amendments to the deposition
transcript submitted by you must be accompanied by a letter requesting the changes
and a statement of your reasons for the requested changes. A letter requesting any
substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amendments must be signed by
you. Any substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amendments shall be
included as an appendix to the transcript conditioned upon your signing the tran-
script.

Do you understand everything we have gone over so far?

The WITNESS. Yes.

Mr. STEVENS. If you don’t, tell them and ask questions.

Mr. BENNETT. Do you understand generally what I have advised you thus far?

The WITNESS. I'm sorry?

Mr. BENNETT. Do you understand the matters about which I have advised you
thus far?

The WITNESS. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Okay. I am starting to understand why these depositions are tak-
ing forever, if this preamble was read to every witness.

If you have any reasons to break, to talk to Mr. Stevens, you may.

In terms of ground rules, I will be asking you questions concerning the subject
matter of the investigation. Do you understand that?

The WITNESS. Would you repeat that, please?

Mr. BENNETT. I will be asking you questions concerning the subject matter of this
investigation. Do you understand that?

The WITNESS. Yes, I do.

Mr. BENNETT. Okay. If you don’t understand a question, please say so and I will
repeat it or rephrase it so that you understand the question.

The WITNESS. Okay.

Mr. BENNETT. Do you understand that you should tell me if you do not under-
stand my question?

The WITNESS. Yes, I do.

Mr. BENNETT. Okay. The reporter will be taking down everything we say and will
make a written record of the deposition. You must give verbal, audible answers be-
cause the court reporter cannot record a nod of the head or other gesture.

The WITNESS. Okay.

Mr. BENNETT. If you cannot hear me, say so—I doubt that will be a problem—
and I will repeat the question or have the court reporter read the question to you.
Do you understand that?

The WITNESS. Yes, I do.

Mr. BENNETT. Please wait until I finish each question before answering, and I will
wait until you finish your answer before I ask the next question. Do you understand
that this will help the reporter make a clear record, because he cannot take down
what we are both saying at the same time? Do you understand that?

The WITNESS. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Your testimony is being taken under oath as if we were in court,
and if you answer a question it will be assumed that you understood the question
and the answer was intended to be responsive to it. Do you understand that?

The WITNESS. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Are you here voluntarily or here as a result of the subpoena? I be-
lieve the record should reflect that you have not been subpoenaed. I believe we filed
a Notice of Deposition. So you are here pursuant to your understanding with your
attorney, Mr. Stevens, correct?

The WITNESS. Say that again.

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Stevens, we actually didn’t subpoena your client. You have
agreed to make your client available to us to answer questions; is that correct?

Mr. STEVENS. I think that is accurate. We certainly anticipated that if we said
no, that there would be a subpoena. But you're right, we agreed to do this volun-
tarily, and we appreciate everyone coming here to this office to accommodate the
witness.

Mr. BENNETT. And I am sure that we were all glad to come here to Sacramento
on such a beautiful day to be here. I speak for the Majority and I suspect I might
speak for the Minority on that.
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If you have any questions before we get started, please ask, Ms. Foung. Or you
can talk to Mr. Stevens. Do you have any questions.

The WITNESS. Not at this time.

Mr. BALLEN. Excuse me, Mr. Bennett. I do have some opening comments I would
like to make.

Mr. BENNETT. That might be a good time, if you would like. Go ahead.

Mr. BALLEN. Ms. Foung, good morning.

The WITNESS. Good morning.

Mr. BALLEN. I represent the Democratic members of the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform and Oversight. As you may know, there are two parties in the U.S.
House of Representatives, the Republican Party that controls the House and the
Democratic Party which does not.

On our committee, every committee has representatives of both parties. The Ma-
jority is represented by the Republicans. Their Chairman is Dan Burton who is Mr.
Bennett’s boss. I represent the Minority on the committee, the Democrats. My boss
is Representative Henry Waxman from Los Angeles, and the other committee Demo-
crats. If you are familiar, some are from this area. Gary Condit is one of our Mem-
bers. Tom Lantos from California. You may know some of them.

I want to emphasize to you that we represent the Democratic Members of Con-
gress who sit on the Government Reform and Oversight Committee. Do you under-
stand that?

The WITNESS. I do now.

Mr. BALLEN. Okay. We don’t represent the Democratic National Committee. We
don’t represent the White House. We simply represent the Members of the House
of Representatives who are the Democratic members on the House committee.

The WITNESS. Okay.

Mr. BALLEN. You look somewhat perplexed, so I wanted to ask you.

The WITNESS. It is something more complicated than I can understand, but I basi-
cally understand what you are trying to say, yes.

Mr. BALLEN. I want to let you know our view of this proceeding so that you do
understand it, and start by apologizing because we feel you have given the state-
ment and that should be sufficient for this committee. We do not feel this deposition
t(zlday is necessary. And so we apologize for the inconvenience it has caused you, in
advance.

And we also want to tell you, and Mr. Bennett is going to perhaps have to tell
you that better, why we think you are being called today, because we are not sure.
Mr. Dan Burton, who is the Chairman of the committee and who is Mr. Bennett’s
boss, has stated on the floor of the House of Representatives that he believes there
to be a conspiracy possibly involving the Chinese Government to corrupt the Amer-
ican political system. And he also believes and he has stated that your brother,
Charlie Trie, may be a part of this conspiracy.

In April of this year, Mr. Burton took to the floor of the House of Representatives
and talked about your brother. He said your brother was part of a cast of characters
who may have corrupted the American political system.

The WITNESS. What does that mean, “cast of characters™?

Mr. BALLEN. Well, can I read it to you?

Mr. STEVENS. Ken, I don’t think she understands the idiom “cast of characters.”
It means one of a group of people, a group of individuals involved in something.

The WITNESS. Oh, okay. That was my only question.

Mr. BALLEN. Let me just read you the exact quotes, not to take anything out of
context.

Mr. Burton, Mr. Bennett’s boss, said on the floor of the House of Representatives
in Washington, “Did foreign governments funnel foreign funds in the 1996 cam-
paign? The American people have a right to know. How did a cast of characters”™—
individuals—“such as John Huang, Charlie Trie, Chinese arms dealer Wang Jun,
purported Russian mob figure Gregori Loutchansky and convicted drug dealer Jorge
Cabrera gain access to the highest levels of our government?”

The WITNESS. So in another word, they do not necessarily mean—I am just still
trying to understand the “cast of characters.”

Mr. BALLEN. Uh-huh.

The WITNESS. Does that mean they are just comparing my brother with the other
characters, or is my brother part of all the characters that conspired something? Is
that what that means?

Mr. BALLEN. Well, it’s hard for me to answer that. I think the answer is both.
Comparing your brother to the other characters——

The WITNESS. As well as he’s a part of it?

Mr. BALLEN. Yes, correct. I mean, I think that’s the theory. I think the statement
reflects that theory and those are serious allegations.
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The WITNESS. This is news to me, yes.

Mr. BALLEN. That’s why I wanted to tell you, so that you know the context of why
you are being called here and what this is about.

The WITNESS. Okay.

Mr. STEVENS. Let me be clear that he is not saying that there is necessarily evi-
dence of that. He is saying that that is one potential theory that will be reviewed.
It may be that there is no evidence of it. He is outlining one thing that might be
the subject of the investigation.

The WITNESS. Right.

Mr. BALLEN. Right. And I think what your lawyer told you is correct. It is just
a theory, but it is a theory that Mr. Bennett’s boss has said repeatedly over the past
9 months. So it is a theory that some people may want to try to prove.

The WITNESS. Okay.

Mr. BALLEN. I think it is also fair to inform you just what is meant—why you
have to be coming back to Washington, what will happen to you in Washington.
That there will be a hearing. There may be—there will be a large room with many
Congressmen, over 44 Congressmen sitting there. You will be at a table in front of
them. There may be television cameras. There may be news reporters. It is a public
open hearing.

And we just want you to know where this thing is going and our point of view
on it, which is different from their point of view. And we will do our best to make
this as simple for you and as painless as we possibly can.

The WITNESS. I hope so. Thank you.

Mr. BENNETT. Are there any further comments, Mr. Ballen?

Mr. BALLEN. No.

Mr. BENNETT. Ms. Foung, are you now terrified to testify, or are you still willing
to testify here today?

The WITNESS. I will tell you what I know. That is all I can do.

Mr. BENNETT. I am certainly not here to try to frighten you here, Ms. Foung. The
effort here is not to scare a witness or frighten a witness. It is merely to get facts.

We as lawyers are here—I am here representing the Majority. I don’t just work
for one individual. I'm with the Republican Majority and report to the Republican
Majority. And we are here just to ask you questions of facts. No one has made an
allegation against you, and the lawyers here at the table as lawyers are bound by
canons of ethics in which we are to seek the truth as best we can.

The WITNESS. Okay.

Mr. BENNETT. And that ultimately is or should be the calling of lawyers. So no
one is here to frighten you. I don’t know what is going to happen when you come
to Washington. There will be a hearing and there will be, hopefully, 44 Congress-
men sitting in a room, although I suspect many of them will be going in and out
of the room, from what I have observed, and you will be asked questions. We
thought it was fair to see you first to understand the types of questions that will
be asked of you. If you have any questions, don’t hesitate to ask.

Also, in the room here, along with the two lawyers for the Majority and the three
lawyers for the Minority and your lawyer, is Mr. Charles Little, I mentioned earlier.
I believe you met Mr. Little before; is that correct.

The WITNESS. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. And Mr. Little as well as two other individuals at one point in time
asked you basic questions and tried to get information as best they could from you;
isn’t that correct?

The WITNESS. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. And you were very cooperative and answered their questions; is
that correct?

The WITNESS. I believe so.

Mr. BENNETT. Yes. And I want to compliment you on your level of cooperation and
your candor in answering those questions.

Do you believe that Mr. Little or any of the other visitors were unfair to you in
any way?

The WITNESS. I believe they were doing—probably doing their best job they can.

Mr. BENNETT. And do you think that they in any way abused you or treated you
unfairly or unkindly in any way?

The WITNESS. They were very polite and very friendly.

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Stevens, I believe you indicated to me previously that you don’t
believe your client’s constitutional rights were violated in any way.

Mr. STEVENS. Well, I'm not having my deposition taken. But do you want me to
state my full position on the record?

Mr. BENNETT. Just generally, if you will, on behalf of your clients.
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Mr. STEVENS. Based on my review of the situation, including numerous discus-
sions with my client, I think it is fair to say at this point that she is not alleging
that any of her constitutional rights were violated nor is she alleging that she was
in any way abused or mistreated in the normal sense of those words by the attor-
neys or investigators who contacted her.

I will say, however, though, that she is concerned there were some statements
made that in her mind were designed to cause her to believe that it was not nec-
essary for her to consult counsel in order to protect her interests. She’s not claiming
that she was told unequivocally not to obtain counsel. And I know, based on my own
experience, that statements of an ambiguous nature like this are frequently made
and they are not necessarily improper. However, given her background, her cultural
background, to a certain extent inability to comprehend all of the idioms of the
English language, in an ideal world there would have been no statements about
counsel at all.

For example, when she asked whether she should consult with counsel, one thing
that she recalls being stated in response was, “Why would you need counsel?” Now,
we all as lawyers might know that that is not technically an improper question, but
when that question is posed to a person in Ms. Foung’s position, it could have the
effect of causing her to misunderstand the situation. Again in an ideal world, cer-
tain statements perhaps shouldn’t have been made. But that expression of concern
on her part about her treatment is a far cry from some of the things, frankly, I've
heard and read about violating constitutional rights or abusing her or mistreating
her or lying to her.

But I did think it appropriate to put on the record that one area of concern, be-
cause it is one Ms. Foung has consistently expressed to me, although she under-
stands the system and she does agree that all the lawyers and investigators on both
sides in this situation are honorable people doing their best and no one at any time
has tried to induce her to make things up or to implicate people unfairly or inappro-
priately.

Let me just make sure that what I said is an accurate summary of Ms. Foung’s
position.

The WITNESS. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Thank you, Ms. Foung, and Mr. Stevens.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

b Qu?estion. With respect to your personal background, Ms. Foung, when were you
orn?

Answer. February 9th, 1952.

Question. And what is your social security number?

Mr. BALLEN. Excuse me; is this necessary to put her social security number on
the record? Something maybe she—because we——

Mr. BENNETT. I don’t really care. You don’t have to put your social security num-
ber on the record. That’s fine.

Mr. BALLEN. This might be publicly released, this deposition.

The WITNESS. Could I have a piece of paper and pen?

Mr. BENNETT. Sure.

Mr. BALLEN. It is my understanding that your deposition could be publicly re-
leased and so, therefore, I don’t see why we need to put the social security number
on the record.

Mr. STEVENS. Can we go off the record for a second?

[Discussion off the record.]

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Let me just ask you this, you are a naturalized American citizen?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. What is the date of your citizenship?

Answer. I couldn’t remember. I believe sometime around 1980.

Question. When did you first come to this country?

Answer. 1973.

Question. And what is your educational background?

Answer. I graduated from high school in Taiwan. I had 52 units completed in the
United States, major in business.

Question. At what university?

Answer. Solano College.

Question. Here in California?

Answer. Yes.
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Question. And in terms of your background, I'll get into your family background,
I'll ask more detailed questions on some matters perhaps later, but you have a
brother and a sister; is that correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And are your mother and father both still living?

Answer. No. My father was dead.

Question. And your mother, her name is?

Answer. Do E-Fong.

Question. And where does she reside?

Answer. Little Rock.

Question. Arkansas?

Answer. Arkansas.

Question. And your two siblings, a brother and a sister, your sister’s name is?

Answer. Why do we—Dai Lin.

Question. And does she have a last name in addition—I know that Lin is a family
name. Is there a last name?

Answer. Outlaw.

Question. And she lives in Virginia; is that correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And then you have a brother who has previously been indicated as Mr.
Charlie Trie?

Answer. Yah Lin Trie.

Question. And he goes by the name Charlie Trie; is that correct?

Answer. I call him Charlie—we call him Charlie.

Qlf)estion. Okay. And are your brother and sister both naturalized American citi-
zens?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And your mother is a naturalized American citizen?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. Now, have you been politically active yourself, Ms. Foung?

Answer. No.

Question. And I would imagine after this experience you don’t intend to be; is that
correct? You have to answer. You are not politically active, are you, ma’am?

Answer. No.

Question. And prior to the matters about which we are going to have you testify
in 1996, had you ever worked on any political campaigns?

Answer. No, sir.

Question. Had you—and I want to go over the matter—the States in which you
have resided, but have you been particularly active in contributing money to any
political campaigns over the years?

Answer. No, sir.

: sz)estion. In terms of your residence, you have lived here in California for how
ong?

Answer. Since 1990.

Question. Prior to 1990, where did you live? You don’t need to name the specific
address, but the State.

Answer. Texas.

Question. How long did you live in Texas?

Answer. Approximately 6 years.

Question. From approximately 1983 or 1984 until 1990?

Answer. I'm sorry?

Question. Just take your time. From-

Answer. From 1992 to—I mean ’82 or ’83—I couldn’t remember.

Question. Let me go back. Maybe it would be easier as opposed to moving back,
I will take you back to a date and let you move forward. Where did you first reside
when you came here to the United States?

Answer. San Francisco.

Question. For how many years?

Mr. STEVENS. Just give approximate, two or three? Four to five?

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. You don’t need to be with any great specificity.
Answer. 73 to "7—"73 to *7'7. Approximately 4 years.
Question. You lived in the San Francisco area of California?
Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And then in 1977, where did you move?

Answer. Little Rock, Arkansas.
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Question. And you went to Little Rock, Arkansas, approximately in 19777

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. How old were you at that time, approximately?

Answer. If I was born——

Question. 25?

Answer [continuing]. In ’52? Twenty-five.

Question. And what caused you to move to Little Rock, Arkansas?

Answer. A job transfer.

Question. And for whom were you working at the time?

Answer. USF&G, an insurance company. United States Fidelity and Guaranty.

Question. And you went to work there in 1977 in Little Rock, and how long did
you stay in Arkansas?

Answer. Approximately 5, 6 years.

Question. From let us say 1977 until perhaps ’83?

Answer. 82, ’83.

Question. Were any other members of the family with you when you moved to Lit-
tle Rock, Arkansas?

Answer. What do you mean by that?

Question. I mean, did you move to Little Rock, Arkansas—my question is, did any
other members of your family live in Little Rock, Arkansas, in addition to you?

Answer. Yes, my brother and my sister, both.

Question. Were they already living there or did they go with you to Little Rock,
Arkansas?

Answer. They were already there.

Question. And how long had Dai Lin been living in Little Rock, Arkansas?

Answer. I don’t remember. I don’t know.

Question. Several years?

Answer. Yes.

Question. She had an existing business there; is that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And her business, she owned a restaurant?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And your brother, Yah Lin Trie, Charlie Trie, how long had he been in
Arkansas when you arrived there in 19777

Answer. I don’t really remember.

Question. He was working for your sister at the time; wasn’t he?

Answer. At first, yes.

Question. And in what capacity did he work for your sister?

Mr. STEVENS. What did he do?

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. What did he do? I'm sorry; what did he do for your sister? She owned
a restaurant. Dai Lin owned a restaurant in Little Rock, Arkansas; is that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And your brother worked for Dai Lin in her restaurant; is that correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And what did he do for her?

Answer. I don’t really know. I believe everything related to whatever the res-
taurant needs.

Qgestion. She owned the restaurant, though, and he worked for her; is that cor-
rect?

Mr. BALLEN. If you know.

The WITNESS. I believe so. I don’t really know. I was in the insurance business,
gifferent than the restaurant business, so I didn’t really know what they were

oing.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. I understand.

At some point in time during this 6 years that you were there in Little Rock, Ar-
kansas, from ’77 to '83, did there come a point in time when your brother estab-
lished his own business?

Answer. I believe so.

Question. And what was the nature of that business? What was the business?

Answer. Restaurant.

Question. He opened up a restaurant separate from your sister’s restaurant?

Answer. I don’t really know. Seems like they were working together for a long
time, and then I moved to Texas.
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Question. I understand.

Answer. And then I didn’t keep up with it.

Question. You moved to Texas around 1983?

Answer. ’83, yes.

Question. I guess my question is——

Answer. End of ’83, uh-huh.

Question [continuing]. During this time from *77 to ’83, do you know whether your
brother took over your sister’s restaurant or do you know whether he established
a separate restaurant?

Answer. I really can’t remember.

Question. At some point in time, though, he went into the restaurant business?

Answer. That’s correct. That’s correct.

Question. And up until the time you left Arkansas to move to Texas in 1983, he
was operating a restaurant; is that correct?

Answer. He was working in a restaurant business. How was—what capacity, I
don’t know.

Question. Okay. But basically, then, that was his—you don’t know what the na-
ture of the ownership of the restaurant was or the details but——

Answer. No

Question [continuing]. But he was in the restaurant, running a restaurant?

Answer. That’s right.

Question. That was what he did for a living was run a restaurant?

Answer. Yes.

Question. During that period of time, did you have occasion to meet Governor
Clinton of Arkansas?

Answer. No.

Question. I'll ask you this later, but at some point in time your brother during
that time period met Governor Clinton; is that correct, in Arkansas?

Answer. I personally don’t know. I did find out later, yes, they were friends.

Question. And how did you find that out later?

Answer. The newspaper. It was on the newspaper all over.

Question. 1 will get into more detail later but you at one time in March of last
year actually had occasion to meet President Clinton; didn’t you?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And you met him here at a fund-raising function here in California; is
that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And at that point in time President Clinton made reference to your
brother; isn’t that correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And exactly what did President Clinton say to you about his relation-
ship with your brother back in the Little Rock, Arkansas, days?

Answer. He say my brother, Charlie Trie, is a close friend of his in two decades.

Question. A close friend for two decades?

Answer. Yes.

Question. But during the time that you lived in Arkansas, you yourself did not
meet Governor Clinton?

Answer. Never. Was he the Governor at that time?

Question. At some point in time. I believe he was the Attorney General and then
was the Governor.

Answer. I wasn’t familiar with him at all.

Question. And I gather that you yourself did not meet any members of the Clinton
family during your 6 years in Arkansas?

Answer. No, sir.

Question. Then chronologically moving forward, around 1983 you moved to Texas;
is that correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Q)uestion. And you maintained contact with your mother who remained in Arkan-
sas?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And maintained contact with your brother who remained in Arkansas?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And with respect to your sister, she, Dai Lin, had had a restaurant in
Arkansas, you said, when you arrived in 1977; is that right?

Answer. I think so.

Question. When did your sister move from Arkansas to Virginia?

Answer. I couldn’t remember. It seems like ’84 or ’85. Something like that.




25

Question. At some point in time while you were still in Texas, your sister then
moved from Arkansas to Virginia?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And your brother and mother remained in Arkansas?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And your mother remains in Arkansas to this day?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And she lives in a home which is owned by your brother; is that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Do you have any ownership of that house in which she lives, you per-
sonally?

Answer. I don’t believe so. We originally applied a loan together.

Question. “We” meaning your mother and you?

Answer. Me and my brother. But somewhere along the line, I think that the house
was sold and then the person that bought it—I don’t know exactly what happened,
either default or something, and he has to buy back without my name, I believe.

Question. Who is “he” who bought it back?

Answer. My brother, Charlie—Yah Lin.

Question. So Yah Lin Trie at some time became the total owner of the house in
which your mother now resides?

Answer. I think so. I never did go into it to find out.

Question. When do you believe this approximately would have occurred when your
name was taken off the title?

Answer. I couldn’t remember.

Question. Okay. It was while you were in Texas or when you had moved back to
California?

Answer. It was when I was in Texas.

Question. Sometime during the 1983-1990 time period?

Answer. Yes, but I don’t remember—I don’t know the details. I don’t know what
happened.

Question. I understand. Did you have any conversations with your brother where
he explained to you what happened?

Answer. I don’t think so—I don’t remember.

Question. Directing your attention up until the time period of February of 1996,
do you have any recollection of making any political contributions to any Federal
political candidates, meaning candidates for Congress or the United States Senate
or candidates for President, for President Clinton? Up until February of 1996, do
you recall making any political contributions?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Okay. And what contributions would they have been, ma’am?

Answer. I believe there was a check written to DNC.

Question. The Democratic National Committee?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Okay. And when would that check have been written? Approximately?

Answer. February.

Question. February of 1996?

Answer. February 1996.

Question. 'm going to get to that ma’am, we are going to do that in a second.
I'm sorry if you didn’t understand my question. That is the $12,500 check.

Mr. BALLEN. Before.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. 1 am trying to get before that, prior to the $12,500 check to the Demo-
cratic National Committee in February of 1996, before that, before that date, do you
recall making any political contributions to President Clinton or the Democratic Na-
tional Committee?

Answer. I cannot remember.

Question. Do you recall making any contributions to any Federal political can-
didates for the U.S. Senate or for Congress in Texas or in Arkansas or in any other
State?

Answer. I can’t—I can’t recall.

Question. Now, then, directing your attention to February of 1996, I will show you
what has been previously marked as MF-1, your initials, dash, 1.

[Foung Deposition Exhibit No. MF-1 was marked for identification.]

[Note.—All exhibits referred to may be found at end of deposition
on p. 59.]
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EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Looking at that exhibit drawn on your bank account, which is the Trav-
is Federal Credit Union; is that correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And do you recognize—I know that that is a faded copy—your signature
on that check and do you recognize the copy of that check?

Answer. Yes, that’s my signature.

Question. And in fact—and that is, in fact, a copy of a check which you prepared
on February 18, 1996, to the Democratic National Committee, or as you have noted
on the check, paid to the order of the DNC; is that correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. Now, with respect to that check, what were the circumstances leading
up to your preparation of that check? As a matter of fact, why don’t we—in order
to have everything in front of you, let me have, if I can, two more exhibits, please.

I'm going to show you—place in front of you and Mr. Stevens, your attorney, MF—

[Foung Deposition Exhibit No. MF-2 was marked for identification.]

Mr. STEVENS. Is it all right if I mark exhibit numbers on these copies?

Mr. BENNETT. Go right ahead. And MF-3.

[Foung Deposition Exhibit No. MF-3 was marked for identification.]

Mr. BALLEN. Dick, ours are not marked, so if you could indicate which is going
to be which.

Mr. BENNETT. For the record, Ken, the check, the $12,500 check is MF-1. The
packet of material from the Amerasia Bank and the $5,000 cashier’s check payable
back to Ms. Foung is MF-2. And then the deposited cashier’s checks, the second
packet you just got, is MF-3.

Mr. BALLEN. Thank you.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. If you want to look at those, take your time, I want to go through the
scenario with those exhibits in front of you in terms of the circumstances of your
first contribution to the Democratic National Committee.

You have indicated that to your knowledge—and if I'm not stating this correctly,
please correct me—from what I gather this is the very first time you had ever pre-
pared a check to the Democratic National Committee; is that correct? To your
knowledge?

Answer. To my knowledge, yes.

Question. And what were the circumstances giving rise and causing you to pre-
pare this check? Why did you write this check?

Answer. Because my brother called me.

Question. Your brother, Charlie Trie?

Answer. Yes.

Q;testion. Approximately when did he call you and where was he when he called
you?

Answer. I couldn’t remember—I don’t know exactly the time. I will have to guess
somewhere around the check written time.

Question. Somewhere around the date of the check, February 18, 1996?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Was he overseas at that time?

Answer. I believe so. I was under the impression he was.

Question. And what caused you to believe that he was overseas?

Answer. Because he said he couldn’t make it to meet a deadline of a contribution.

Question. He—I'm sorry, if I misunderstood what you said, correct me. But your
brot{?er, Charlie Trie, said to you that he could not make a deadline for a contribu-
tion?

Answer. Something like that.

Question. And where was the contribution to be sent, this $25,500 to the DNC?

Answer. That I don’t remember. I must jot down the address.

Question. Do you know what the deadline was he was referring to?

Answer. No, I didn’t ask.

Question. Did you have any knowledge of a dinner right around that time period
that was to be held at the Hay-Adams Hotel in Washington, D.C.?

Answer. No, I don’t.

Question. Did he talk to you about that?

Answer. No, he didn’t.

Question. And basically you prepared this check at his request?

Answer. Yes.
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Question. Did he indicate to you how—did he indicate to you that you were to be
reimbursed for writing this check?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And did he indicate to you how he was going to reimburse you?

Answer. I don’t remember. I don’t remember.

Question. But again we’ll go through the exhibits, looking at the exhibits before
you, you were reimbursed almost immediately for your check; isn’t that correct?

Answer. According to the date, yes.

Question. Within a matter of a few days, you got the money back from your broth-
er?

Answer. Four or five days, yes.

Question. Now, do you recall whether you mailed this check or what happened to
this $12,500 check made payable to the DNC once you prepared it? Where did it
go? My question is, did someone come by and pick the check up at your home?

Answer. No.

Question. Did you put it in the mail?

Answer. No.

Question. Where did you send it?

Answer. I sent it to Washington, D.C., somewhere by—I couldn’t remember if it
Evas by Federal Express or regular mail or Federal express mail, I couldn’t remem-

er.

Question. But you sent it to whatever address your brother gave you; I gather?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And do you recall what the address was?

Answer. No, I don’t.

Question. Do you recall whether or not it was the address of the Democratic Na-
tional Committee?

Answer. I don’t even know what their address.

Question. So you don’t know the mechanics of how this came into the possession
and was cashed by the Democratic National Committee?

Answer. No.

Question. You just know that you sent it to an address designated by your broth-
er?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. Now, did you know an individual named Antonio Pan?

Answer. No, I don’t.

Question. Have you ever met an individual named Antonio Pan?

Answer. I don’t believe so.

Question. Do you have any personal knowledge of the involvement of Mr. Antonio
Pan in forwarding money to you in covering this check?

Answer. No, I don’t.

Question. And we’ll go into the matter of Mr. Landon—you have a close personal
friend, Mr. Joseph Landon; is that correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And you and Mr. Landon reside together; is that correct? I don’t need
to get into your personal life. Strike that question.

He is a close personal friend of yours; is that correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And, again, I don’t want to get into your personal life, and I apologize
for that. Mr. Landon at some point in time this same day also wrote out a $12,500
check; is that right?

Answer. I believe so.

Question. Did you have discussions with Mr. Landon concerning the preparation
of a $12,500 check?

%nswer, I might have. Must be very brief because I couldn’t remember what was
said.

Question. Do you know if your brother spoke to Joe Landon about a $12,500
check?

Answer. No.

Question. You don’t remember or you don’t know that he spoke with him?

Answer. I know he didn’t spoke to him.

Question. So it could be correct, would it not, that if Mr. Landon prepared a simi-
lar $12,500 check, as did you, to the Democratic National Committee, it would have
been at your request pursuant to the discussion you had with your brother?

Answer. Must be.

Question. Okay. Let me show you that check.

[Foung Deposition Exhibit No. MF—4 was marked for identification.]

[Foung Deposition Exhibit No. MF-5 was marked for identification.]
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EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Looking at now Exhibits MF-4 and MF-5, you see there is Mr. Landon’s
check I think a day later than your check.

Mr. BALLEN. I'm sorry, Dick, I just missed what you said.

Mr. BENNETT. I am sorry, excuse me.

Mr. BALLEN. I'm sorry.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Showing you Exhibits MF—4 and MF-5, you will see that Mr. Landon’s
check is also made out to the Democratic National Committee for $12,500. Do you
see that?

Answer. Yes, do L.

Question. And, in fact, that was a result of a conversation that you had with him,
based on your conversation with your brother; isn’t that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And, in fact, Mr. Landon—you advised Mr. Landon that both you and
he were going to be reimbursed for these checks and you were doing this as a favor
for your brother; isn’t that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And in fact, then looking at MF-2 and MF-5, they are copies of cash-
ier’s checks which came back to you and Mr. Landon 3 days later, isn’t that correct?
From the Amerasia Bank in New York?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And if I'm wrong correct me, but three of the five—there are five $5,000
cashier’s checks; isn’t that correct? If you want to take a minute, look at Exhibits
MF-2 and MF-5. Just take your time.

Answer. Okay. MF-2, we have three and MF-5 we have two.

Question. Meaning that MF-2, there are three cashier’s checks to you each for
$5,000, totaling $15,000; is that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And MF-5, there are two $5,000 cashier’s checks made payable to Mr.
Landon; is that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And, in fact, that represents a total of $25,000 totally reimbursing both
of you for the checks you had written out to the Democratic National Committee
a few days earlier; is that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Now, how did it turn out? Did Mr. Landon get his entire $12,500 back?

Answer. I believe so.

Question. And how do you believe that he got his money back?

Answer. I must gave him $2,500.

Question. Actually, to help you here, Ms. Foung, let me show what you has been
marked as MF-1A, which is a supplement to Exhibit 1 which I think will be of some
assistance to you.

[Foung Deposition Exhibit No. MF-1A was marked for identification.]

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. If you look at MF-1A, you will note there in terms of a $2,500 with-
drawal—again, correct me if I am wrong, Ms. Foung, but it appears that of the
$15,000 you received back after depositing those checks, you took $2,500 out to give
to Mr. Landon, in addition to his $10,000 in cashier’s checks; is that correct?

Answer. It appears to be.

Question. As you testify now, that is your recollection, looking at these documents
in terms of what happened; is that right?

Answer. Exactly, because I couldn’t remember what happened.

Question. I understand. I understand. I understand.

Did you have any contacts with any officials of the Democratic National Com-
mittee at the time that you wrote these checks——

Answer. No.

Question [continuing]. You wrote the check?

Answer. No, sir.

Question. To your knowledge, did Mr. Landon have any contact with any rep-
resentatives of the Democratic National Committee at the time he wrote the check?

Answer. I really cannot speak for him, but to the best of my knowledge, no.

Question. I understand. Okay. And do you know the particular fund-raising event
for which these checks were prepared?



29

Answer. No.

Question. And you did not attend any events in connection with these checks; is
that correct?

Answer. No.

Question. It was purely at the request of your brother that these checks were pre-
pared?

Answer. Yes.

Question. To your knowledge, had Mr. Landon ever made any contributions him-
self to the Democratic National Committee prior to this check, reflected by exhibit
MF-4?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. Does Mr. Landon know your brother, Charlie Trie?

Answer. He met my brother a couple of times briefly.

Question. How long have you and Mr. Landon known each other?

Answer. Possibly 4 years.

Question. And during those 4 years, how many times do you believe Mr. Landon
has met your brother?

Answer. Two times for sure. Maybe three.

Question. To your knowledge, does Mr. Landon know the individual, Antonio Pan?

Answer. Not as I know of.

Question. Let me ask you this, Ms. Foung, have you ever heard of a group in Ar-
kansas called the Lippo Group?

Answer. Never heard of it.

Question. Prior——

Answer. I do now.

Question. 1 think a lot of people have heard of the Lippo Group now, but prior
to the matters in the newspaper did you have any knowledge of the individuals at
the Lippo Group in Arkansas?

Answer. No.

Question. And as we speak, you have never met Antonio Pan?

Answer. Not as I know of.

Mr. BALLEN. Just to clarify your question was, “Do you have any knowledge of
the Lippo Group in Arkansas?” Do you have any knowledge of the Lippo Group at
all anywhere?

The WITNESS. No, sir.

Mr. BALLEN. Thank you.

Mr. BENNETT. We don’t have a process of rotating questions here, but I thank
counsel for the clarification on that. I should have followed up.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. You don’t have any knowledge of Antonio Pan anywhere up until today
other than perhaps having seen his name in the newspaper; is that correct?

Answer. Until his name was brought up to me.

Question. Did your brother explain to you where the $25,000 came from that reim-
bursed you and Mr. Landon?

Answer. I believe—he never explained, but I believe it was his money.

Question. In fact, there are documents—just so you understand, because I want
to make sure that you have the benefit of as many facts as we can give you so you
understand, the committee has documents before it showing that the $25,000, in
fact, came from an individual named Antonio Pan, and an account in New York.

Would you have any explanation for why Mr. Pan would have been giving you
and Mr. Landon the $25,000 back?

Answer. I really never thought about that.

Question. Did your brother, Charlie Trie, ever represent to you that he, Charlie
Trie, had repaid the $25,000 to you and Mr. Landon?

Answer. Would you please repeat that question?

Question. Did your brother, Charlie Trie, ever indicate to you that the repayment
of the $25,000 came from him, Charlie Trie?

Answer. I couldn’t remember exact conversations, but I was under the impression,
yes.

Question. That he, Charlie Trie, your brother, had in fact paid you the $25,000?

Mr. STEVENS. When you say “paid,” are you talking about physically being the
conduit of the money or being the source of the money?

Mr. BENNETT. Being the source of the money.



30

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. To your knowledge, your impression was that your brother had repaid
the $25,000?

Answer. Yes, yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Just one second.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Directing your attention to approximately a month later, I think it is
in March of 1996, do you recall attending—we talked about this a little bit earlier
in the morning—a political fund-raising event here in California attended by Presi-
dent Clinton?

Answer. Would you be more specific?

Question. Sure.

Answer. Are we talking about the one that I mentioned earlier?

Question. Yes, yes, in fact, specifically you attended a political fund-raising event
in Hillsborough, California. Do you recall that?

Answer. I recall, but at the time I didn’t know it was fund-raising.

Question. I want to direct your attention to that event, if I can. With respect to
the—an event in March of 1996, directing your attention to that event, first, you
attended an event in Hillsborough, California, in March of 1996 at which Mayor
Willie {])3r0wn of San Francisco and President Clinton were in attendance; is that
correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And, in fact, you met President Clinton at that time; is that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And that’s the very first time you'd ever met President Clinton?

Answer. That’s correct.

Quegtion. When you went to that event, did you know that it was a political fund-
raiser?

Answer. I didn’t.

Que?stion. What were the circumstances surrounding your attendance at that
event?

Answer. Because my brother called me, said——

Question. Again, do you know where your brother was when he called you?

Answer. I don’t.

Question. Do you believe it was overseas?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Okay. If I can just step back for a second, Ms. Foung, I gather that your
brother travels overseas a great deal?

Answer. He spends the majority of his time overseas. That’s the way I understood.

Question. And would he be in Taiwan or China; do you know? I'm going to get
into the details later of where he is now, but it is your belief that he called either
from Taiwan or China or wherever overseas?

Answer. Yes.

Question. 1 will rephrase the question. You don’t know specifically where he was
when he called you in March of 1996; do you?

Answer. I couldn’t remember.

Question. It’s your impression that he was overseas but you don’t know in which
country he might have been?

Answer. No.

Question. But it was your impression that he was overseas?

Answer. I believe so.

Question. And what did he say with respect to attendance at this event?

Answer. Say that again.

Question. What did your brother say to you about this event that he wanted you
to attend?

Answer. He was just asking me if I would go to a dinner function, that Mr. Clin-
ton will be there, that was in San Francisco.

Question. And as to that event, you weren’t asked to spend any money?

Answer. No.

Question. And how did you get to the event? How did you go to Hillsborough?

Answer. We drove.

Question. And it is a drive—from here in the Sacramento area, I guess it is a
drive of approximately an hour and a half or 2 hours?

Answer. From where I live to Hillsborough, how far is that? About 50 miles or
something like that; 50, 60 miles.

Question. And who drove you?
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Answer. Joe Landon.

Q?uestion. Joe Landon. Anybody else besides you and Mr. Landon travel in the
car?

Answer. No.

Question. And did Mr. Landon actually attend the event?

Answer. No.

Question. Where did Mr. Landon stay? He, in fact, remained in the car while you
went to the event; is that right?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. How did you actually get to the event? Did Mr. Landon drive you right
to the event or did you meet another group of people and attend the event with a
group of people?

Answer. We were supposed to—the instruction was to park at the high school
parking lot. There is a bus to transport all the guests to the house.

Question. And that was in Hillsborough?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Okay. And you went to the local high school in Hillsborough, Bur-
lingame High School?

Answer. Yes, few blocks away from the house.

Mr. BENNETT. For the record, my nephew attended that high school, so I'm some-
what familiar with the area.

Mr. BALLEN. I was wondering how you knew the geography.

Mr. BENNETT. I don’t want counsel to think I knew all the details. It doesn’t mat-
ter much, but my sister-in-law lives in Hillsborough and I think I know the high
school where he went. But in any event, the record should reflect that one of the
few times in the deposition the counsel are all laughing together in a matter, which
is a healthy sign I think.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. You went to the local high school and a bus took a group of people to
this private party; is that right?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And at some point in time did you meet an individual there named John
Huang?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Had you met Mr. Huang before?

Answer. No.

Question. And what were the circumstances under which you met him? Did he
come up and introduce himself to you? Or what were the circumstances?

Answer. He called me prior to the function to ask me to give him some personal
information such as name, address, social security, so it was strictly for security
clearance.

Question. And did he indicate to you at that time—how did he know you were
going to attend the event?

Mr. STEVENS. If he said.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. If he said. My question—I will rephrase it. My question is, Mr. Huang,
an individual named John Huang called you prior to the event?

Answer. Right.

Question. And this would have been after your brother, Charlie Trie, asked you
to attend the event?

Answer. That’s right.

Question. Did Mr. Huang call indicating that he had spoken to your brother,
Charlie Trie, and therefore knew you were going to attend the event?

Answer. He must.

Mr. BALLEN. Excuse me; do you recall?

Mr. BENNETT. Counsel, I don’t mind occasionally clarifying, but why don’t I finish
the train and you will be free to follow up on it.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. 1 gather Mr. Huang must have known from some source, either your
brother or some source, that you were going to attend the event.

Answer. I assume so.

Question. You didn’t know this man, John Huang, and he calls you for information
because you are going to attend the event?

Answer. Yes, somebody must know I was attending to get my security clearance.
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Question. And then on that evening in March of 1996—it was an evening event;
wasn’t it?

Answer. It was evening, about 6 o’clock.

Question. Did you meet Mr. Huang at that time?

Answer. We met outside the bus.

Question. At the high school parking lot?

Answer. The parking lot, yes.

Question. And then you went to the event on a bus, and both you and Mr. Huang
were on the bus together?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Okay. And we’ll get back to the details of the event.

Have you seen John Huang since that particular night?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you spoken with John Huang since that night?

Answer. I vaguely remember he called me one more time to ask me if I would
attend a function in San Francisco. I said no.

Question. And when would that have been?

Answer. I don’t remember.

Question. It would have been prior to the re-election of President Clinton last No-
vember?

Answer. I couldn’t remember, but I believe—I believe so.

Question. Apart from that one other telephone call from John Huang, is it fair
to say that the only time you have met or spoken with John Huang, except for that
one additional telephone call, would have been on this particular night in March—
strike that.

Apart from John Huang calling you on the telephone and then being with you on
that evening in March of 1996, the only other contact you have had with Mr. Huang
is one other time when he called you on the telephone?

Answer. Yes.

Question. You have not spoken with him since?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. The only time you have ever seen him face-to-face would have been on
this particular evening in March of 19967

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. Now, directing your attention to that particular evening in March of
1996, what were the circumstances giving rise to your actually meeting and speak-
ing with President Clinton? Did someone introduce you to him?

Answer. No, everybody get in line to take a picture with him.

Question. In the trade it is called a photo op.

Answer. Okay.

Question. A photo op. Okay?

And when you met him, what gave rise to his saying to you, as I think you indi-
cated earlier, that Charlie Trie—your brother Charlie Trie has been my best friend
for two decades? How did that comment come up?

Mr. BALLEN. Excuse me, that’s not what she testified. She said “close friend.” Not
best friend.

Mr. BENNETT. Whatever she said, close friend. Charlie Trie has been my close
friend for two decades.

Mr. STEVENS. My notes have her saying that he was, quote, “A close friend for
two decades,” closed quote.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Going by your counsel’s—and if I misrepresented I apologize—Charlie
Trie has been a close friend for two decades, what caused him to make that com-
ment? Did someone say, this is Charlie Trie’s sister?

Answer. Yes, something like that. Somebody must——

Question. I understand. As best you remember, someone let the President know
that you were Charlie Trie’s sister?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And as a result of that, he made that comment?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Okay. Did he talk to you at any length at all? How long did you talk
with President Clinton?

Answer. I think that was it.

Question. And you had your picture taken with him?

Answer. Yes.
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Question. Were there any follow-up notes from President Clinton when you—
strike that.

I assume you ultimately got a copy of that photograph, correct?

Answer. No, I didn’t.

Question. You did not?

Answer. Huh-uh.

Question. Off the record.

[Discussion off the record.]

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. You indicated that you never actually got the photograph of you with
the President?

Answer. No, I never did.

Question. And I gather, then, that you have not spoken with President Clinton
since that time?

Answer. No.

sz)estion. Have you spoken with any member of the President’s family since that
time?

Answer. No.

Question. And you have no personal relationship with any member of the Clinton
family, correct?

Answer. No, sir.

Mr. BALLEN. Excuse me, can I just follow up one question there? Clarification?

Mr. BENNETT. Yes, I think in the spirit of comity, I think generally we have the
questions of the Majority and Minority, but I don’t have any objection to asking a
quick question just to move it along.

Mr. BALLEN. Thank you very much.

You asked her if she had any contact with any member of the President’s family
since that time. And I wanted to ask, have you ever had any, other than meeting
fPres{dgnt Clinton on this one occasion, have you had any contact with him or his
amily?

The WITNESS. No.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Fair question. Thank you, Mr. Ballen. Thank you, Ken.
Moving on, then—one second, I'm sorry.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Mr. Little was reminding me of one matter. At some point in time did
someone explain to you why you were there at the March 1996 event? At some point
in time was it explained to you that it was a fund-raising event for the President
and his reelection?

Answer. I couldn’t remember. Fund-raising—I cannot understand that at all. So
it wasn’t important to me to know. I only remember I was meeting the President.
That’s all I can remember. It was exciting.

Question. Do you recall—I will follow up with another question. Do you recall
Mayor Brown of San Francisco being there?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Did you get your picture taken with Mayor Brown?

Answer. No, sir.

Question. Was there any discussion about needing to attend the fund-raiser to
show support for Mayor Brown or for President Clinton?

Answer. I would assume if I was asked to attend a function, it will be showing
support. I would assume that.

Mr. STEVENS. Well, he doesn’t want you to assume. First, he wants you to tell
him what you remember people saying to you.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Did anyone talk to you about needing to have people in attendance for
this event for Mayor Brown and for President Clinton?

Answer. My brother might have said he would like to be there personally; since
he couldn’t, would I be there on his behalf.

Question. But was there a discussion about trying to make sure there were people
in attendance, that the more people, the better, was there that kind of conversation?

Answer. I couldn’t remember exactly.

Question. All right.
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Now, directing your attention to August of 1996.

[Foung Deposition Exhibit No. MF-6 was marked for identification.]

[Foung Deposition Exhibit No. MF-7 was marked for identification.]

[Foung Deposition Exhibit No. MF-8 was marked for identification.]

Mr. BENNETT. We can go off the record for a minute to help counsel with num-
bers.

[Discussion off the record.]

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Directing your attention to August of 1996, I placed before you what has
been marked as deposition Exhibit MF—6, which is, in fact, a copy of a $10,000
check made payable to the Birthday Victory Trust.

Do you see that, Ms. Foung?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And, in fact, with respect to that check, did you attend any particular
function in connection with that check?

Answer. No.

Question. And that check was prepared, again, at the request of your brother,
Charlie Trie; is that right?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And, once again, you were immediately reimbursed for that $10,000; is
that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Now, going back to the specifics, approximately how soon prior to your
preparing that check did you speak with your brother?

Answer. I couldn’t remember. Maybe the—the same day or the day before, maybe
a couple days before.

Question. And, again, he called you on the telephone?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Do you know where he was calling from?

Answer. No, I don’t.

Question. Do you believe he was calling from overseas?

Answer. I—I believe so, yes.

Question. But you don’t know what country he was calling from?

Answer. No.

Question. And exactly what was the nature of the conversation you had with your
brother at that time?

Answer. It was the same thing. That he needed a check to be in by a certain day;
that he couldn’t do it himself.

Question. He could not write the check himself and needed someone else to write
the check?

Answer. Yeah, because he wasn’t able to.

Question. And did he indicate how soon this event was going to take place in con-
nection with this check?

Answer. No.

Question. Did he make any reference to any deadline that he had to meet?

Answer. Not in the exact words, but I was under the impression it has to be in
by a certain date.

Question. And did he ask you to do this immediately?

Answer. Must be. Something like that.

Question. And what was the understanding you had in terms of how quickly you
were going to be reimbursed?

Answer. 'm sorry?

Question. What was your understanding as to how quickly you were going to be
reimbursed for this $10,000 check?

Answer. Was I or

Question. Yes, you indicated earlier that your brother indicated that he was going
to, as he had in February, see that you got repaid for this; correct?

Answer. Yes.

%Lf)estion. And what was your understanding as to how you were going to get re-
paid?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you know how quickly he was going to do it?

Answer. Has to be—has to be fast enough to cover the check.

Question. Because you didn’t have the money in your account to cover that check?

Answer. I guess not.
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Question. Now, I put these exhibits in front of you so you could look at them. MF—
6 is the check itself for $10,000.

Do you know how that check was delivered? Actually, strike that.

First of all, you note on the bottom left-hand corner there is the word “Federal”
written on that check?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Do you recall why the word “Federal” is written on the check?

Answer. My brother told me to put it there.

Question. In other words, in addition to writing the $10,000 check out, you were
told to put “Federal” on the check? On the bottom left-hand corner?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And that was at the request of your brother?

Answer. Yes.

%Lf)estion. And do you know how this check was delivered or to whom it was deliv-
ered?

Answer. I couldn’t remember. Again, could be Federal Express or something. I
don’t know.

Question. And I gather you don’t recall exactly where you sent it; is that correct?

Answer. No.

?Question. Okay. Would you have sent it wherever your brother told you to send
it?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And apart from speaking with your brother, did you have any involve-
ment or discussion with anyone else in connection with the Birthday Victory Trust?
Did you talk to the people who were organizing the event, for example?

Answer. No.

Question. So wherever you sent it, it would have been at the instructions of your
brother?

Answer. Yes.

Mr. BALLEN. Excuse me; could I ask one follow-up question, please.

Mr. BENNETT. Sure. By the way, just for the record on this, until certain protocols
are established, I don’t want my willingness to allow Mr. Ballen to ask questions
to in any way waive procedures that we may have established in previous deposi-
tions. But in the spirit of comity—C-O-M-I-T-Y, not C-O-M-E-D-Y, as Congress Wax-
man would sometimes suggest—I have no objection to move this along to allow Mr.
Ballen to quickly interject a question. Go ahead.

Mr. BALLEN. Thank you, Mr. Bennett.

You indicated when your brother talked to you that he said he wasn’t able to
write the check himself? Did he tell you why?

The WITNESS. Because he was traveling.

Mr. BALLEN. Okay. And that’s why you believed he was overseas?

The WITNESS. Yes.

Mr. BALLEN. Okay. Thank you.

Mr. BENNETT. Thank you.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Continuing on.

With respect to the repayment of this money, looking at MF-7, in fact there was
a wire transfer, was there not, of money into your account at the Travis Federal
Credit Union where a $10,000 deposit was made into your account almost the next
day; is that correct?

Answer. It appears to be.

Question. And do you know the source of that $10,000 wire?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you know an individual named Ng Lap Seng, also known as Mr. Wu?

Answer. No.

Question. I'll get back to that in a minute.

Do you recall any discussion about the money going back into your account, being
wired back into your account the next day?

Answer. What do you mean by “discussion”?

Question. Did anyone say to you: By the way, the wire was made today?

Answer. No.

Question. How did you find out that—unlike the February event where you re-
ceived cashier’s checks——

Answer. Oh, I see what you are saying.

Question [continuing]. Here you were reimbursed not by cashier’s checks; you
were reimbursed by a wire.
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Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And did anyone talk to you about the wire transfer going into your ac-
count?

Answer. I think my brother asked my account number to prepare the money to
wire to my account. Now, what I usually do is call the bank to verify, to make sure
the check is covered. That was my only concern.

Question. And, in fact, you called your bank to make sure that it had, in fact, been
deposited; is that right?

Answer. That’s what I normally do if I am expecting something, I normally call.

Question. And then looking at deposition Exhibit MF-8, in fact, that reflects both
the wire transfer on August 15, 1996, into your account, and the debiting of your
account on August 16 of %10,000; is that correct?

Answer. It appears to be, according to this.

Question. So this document reflects the transmission of funds in and out of your
account with respect to that $10,000 check to the President’s birthday party; is that
correct—the Birthday Victory Trust; is that correct?

Answer. Uh-huh.

Question. I'm sorry; you didn’t understand my question?

Answer. What are you asking?

Question. These two documents, MF-7 and MF-8, reflect the money going into
your account and immediately out of your account at the request of your brother
to cover this check, Birthday Victory Trust of $10,000; is that correct? To cover this
check for the Birthday Victory Trust?

Answer. Cover the check I wrote?

Question. Yes.

Answer. Yes.

Question. Did you have any contacts with any other individual, apart from your
brother, with respect to this $10,000 check and the transmission into your account
the day before, or contemporaneous, the wire transfer, did you have any discussions
Wit;l anybody else other than your brother, Charlie Trie, with respect to that mat-
ter?

Answer. No.

Question. And I don’t want to get into the discussions you have had with your
attorney subsequent to it, but with respect to that transaction, did you have any
discussions with anyone else after you engaged in that transaction?

Answer. No.

Question. Tl get to the matter of Judd Best and the Democratic National Com-
mittee later, but around the time of the event——

Answer. No.

Question [continuing]. You didn’t talk to anyone from the Democratic National
Committee?

Answer. No.

Question. Did you talk about this matter with anyone in connection with the re-
election campaign of President Clinton?

Answer. I don’t believe I talked to anyone at all.

1Quegrt)ion. And were you aware of the particular fund-raising event to which this
related?

Answer. No, I assume it was the birthday party; wasn’t it?

Question. That’s right. And you don’t know if anyone went in your place or any-
thing else, correct?

Answer. Not as I know of.

Question. And, certainly, this event actually was in New York. You did not travel
to New York to attend this yourself?

Answer. No.

Question. Now, Ms. Foung, let me ask you something. Have you ever met Senator
Tom Daschle, a United States Senator?

Answer. No.

Mr. BENNETT. Senator Daschle, for the record, is from what State?

Mr. BALLEN. South Dakota.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Have you ever been to South Dakota?

Answer. No.

Question. Has anyone ever spoken to you about Senator Tom Daschle?

Answer. Not as I can remember.

Question. Do you know—your mother’s name is E-Fong Do Trie; is that correct?
Answer. Yes.
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Question. Am I pronouncing that correctly?

Answer. Uh-huh.

Question. To your knowledge, do you know whether or not your mother knows
Senator Tom Daschle?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. Have you ever heard your mother mention Senator Tom Daschle?

Answer. No.

Question. The records of the Federal Elections Commission reflect that you con-
tributed $1,000—reflect that there were two $1,000 checks written by you to Sen-
ator Tom Daschle on June 26th, 1995. Do you have any knowledge or recollection
of writing one or two $1,000 checks to Senator Tom Daschle in June of 1995?

Answer. I personally couldn’t remember I did or I didn’t.

Question. Is it your belief that you would have written—according to the records
of the Federal Elections Commission, reviewed by the committee—again, I'm not
trying to accuse you of some impropriety, I am just trying to get to the facts. I don’t
know if somebody has used your name or whatever, that is why I am asking—that
the records of the Federal Elections Commission reflect that there were two checks,
each for $1,000, made payable to Senator Tom Daschle, both of them dated June
26th, 1995. Do you have any recollection of that?

Answer. I cannot remember, same thing like I couldn’t remember all those. How
come they didn’t get the bank records?

Question. 'm going to get into that in a minute. Maybe your counsel can follow
up. I don’t have reason to believe that you knew about this. Frankly, I believe some-
one used your name, but I am just trying to get to the facts.

Mr. BENNETT. And the records also reflect one check from the mother, correct? Off
the record.

[Discussion off the record.]

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. The records reviewed by the committee also reflect that your mother
wrote a $1,000 check. E-Fong Do Trie is listed as having contributed $1,000 to Sen-
ator Tom Daschle also on June 26th, 1995.

Do you have any recollection of talking with your mother about making contribu-
tions to Senator Tom Daschle?

Answer. No.

Question. Perhaps I can, in the interest of time—well, let me ask you this: Do you
recall ever being solicited by anybody to make a contribution to Senator Daschle?

Answer. I couldn’t remember.

Question. Okay. Maybe in the interest of time, Ms. Foung, I'll just ask that your
attorney, at your convenience, check to see if you have any canceled checks or recol-
lection of having made a contribution to Senator Daschle. And in the event that the
answe;‘ is in the affirmative, your counsel can advise me. Does that sound appro-
priate?

Mr. STEVENS. Can we go off the record for a second?

Mr. BENNETT. Sure, off the record.

[Discussion off the record.]

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Ms. Foung, I understand that you don’t recall ever making those con-
tributions, and for the record, I suggest that—I understand that. It is my belief, as
I ask you these questions, that someone else used your name and that you did not
in facdt make these. I represent that to be my impression based on the review of FEC
records.

But the purpose of this deposition is not for me to state my opinion, but to try
to find out what knowledge you have. And your attorney, Mr. Stevens, has indicated
that he will see if you have any records or canceled checks that will in any way
support the records of the Federal Elections Commission with respect to such dona-
tions.

Do you understand that?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And 1 appreciate again, as always, your high level of cooperation with
the committee on this matter.

And again, just for purposes of the record, you don’t recall having discussions with
anyone from the Democratic National Committee concerning any contributions to
Senator Tom Daschle of South Dakota; do you?

Answer. No.

Question. Who is Jim Outlaw?



38

Answer. My brother-in-law.

Question. And Dai Lin Outlaw is your sister; is that correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. She is the sister who resides in Virginia?

Answer. Yes.

Question. She is your only sister?

Answer. Uh-huh.

Question. Do you have any knowledge of your brother-in-law, Jim Outlaw, or your
sister, Dai Lin Outlaw, giving $2,000, each of them, to Senator Daschle that same
day, June 26th, 1995?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. So you have no knowledge at all whether or not they know Senator
Daschle?

Answer. No.

Question. You have never had any discussions with your mother or—strike that.

Have you ever had any discussions with your mother or your sister or your broth-
er-in-law concerning Senator Tom Daschle?

Answer. No.

Question. Who is Denise Outlaw?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. She is not a relation of Jim Outlaw or Dai Lin Outlaw?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. Do Jim and Dai Lin have any children?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And what are the names of the children?

Answer. Michael and Elaine.

Question. Do you know an individual named George Chu?

Answer. No.

Question. According to our review, he is an individual who purportedly went to
school with your brother in Taiwan. But you don’t have any knowledge of him?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you have any familiarity with a company known as Da Tung?

Answer. How do you spell that?

Question. D-A and then T-U-N-G.

Answer. Yes.

Question. And what knowledge do you have of that company?

Aﬁlswer. That’s a very big company that makes rice maker. I use their rice maker,
cooker.

Question. That is located where?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. Is it here in California, though?

Answer. I know they have a big factory in Taiwan. I don’t know about here. They
must have some distributor or something.

Question. Do you know what contacts your brother has with that company?

Answer. No.

ngstion. Do you know whether your brother has any business with that com-
pany?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. Do you know an individual named Ernie Greene?

Answer. No.

Question. I'm going to go down a list of companies in terms of information you
may or may not have, and I want you to take your time on this. I can assure you,
Ms. Foung, the effort is to not trick you here. I am just trying to get facts in terms
of if you have any knowledge of these companies or individuals?

Answer. Okay.

Question. And if, for example, on reflection during this time period before you get
to review your transcript, if you may recall a connection, please let Mr. Stevens
know if you can’t recall now and subsequently you do.

Answer. Okay.

Question. Chy Corporation. Do you have knowledge of the Chy Corporation?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you know an individual named Tony Hsu, H-S-U?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever heard your brother mention Tony Hsu?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you know an individual named David Mercer?

Answer. No.

Question. Or Ari Swiller?
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Answer. No.

Question. Do you know an individual named Martha Shoffner?

Answer. No. Wait, wait, wait.

Question. Let me give you some background on this. It may help.

According to the information we have at the committee, your brother had an as-
sistant at the Daihatsu Corporation and her name was Martha Shoffner. Does that
ring a bell with you?

Answer. It could be. Where does she work?

Question. She did at one time work at the Daihatsu Corporation, until your broth-
er went to Washington in August of 1994.

Answer. I cannot be certain.

Question. What about a woman named Keshi Zhan?

Answer. No.

Question. Martha Shoffner still now lives in Arkansas. Again, you don’t have any
recollection of Martha Shoffner?

Answer. Did she ever work in Washington?

Question. No, according to our information she’s still in Arkansas.

Answer. Then I don’t.

[Counsels confer.]

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Mr. Wilson advises me she might have. I don’t know. Suffice it to say,
you don’t have any knowledge of Ms. Shoffner and don’t recall meeting her?

Answer. No.

Question. What about an individual named Lorin Fleming who was the head of
an electronics company in Arkansas and an acquaintance of your brother, according
to our information.

Answer. Yes.

Question. How well do you know Ms. Fleming?

Answer. Not very much. I think I met him once.

Question. That is an individual—I'm sorry, a man named Fleming, Lorin Fleming?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Have you ever had any discussions with Mr. Fleming concerning your
brother’s business activities?

Answer. No.

Question. There is an individual who had Power of Attorney for several of your
brother’s bank accounts, and according to our information was your brother’s book-
keeper at one time, an individual named Maria Mapili. Do you know Maria Mapili?

Answer. Not by that name.

Question. Do you know anyone named Maria who worked with your brother?

Answer. No.

Question. There was an assistant at the Daihatsu Corporation, your brother’s cor-
poration, Jody Webb; do you know Jody Webb?

Answer. No.

Question. There is a gentleman named Yue, Y-U-E, Fang, F-A-N-G, Chu, C-H-U.
Do I know that individual?

Answer. No, huh-uh.

Question. There is an individual with whom your brother has done business ac-
cording to the records of the subcommittee, named Ng Lap Seng, also know as Mr.
Wu, and I think I asked you earlier about Mr. Wu. Do you recall, first of all, ever
hearing his name?

Answer. Not as I can remember. I was in Little Rock in 1994, late 1994, I met
a lot—I went to his office and met some staff.

Question. You went to whose office?

Answer. My brother’s office. I met a bunch of people but I have no idea who they
are and I don’t remember any names.

Question. 1 think I asked you about a woman named Keshi Zhan and you have
no knowledge of her at all?

Answer. Not that name, no.

Question. Do you know an individual named Ming Chen?

Answer. No.

Question. How about Xiping Wang, X-I-P-I-N-G?

Answer. No.

Question. And 1 apologize to you if I mispronounce these names in any way.

Answer. No, it’s fine. All the people I know seems like they will be Mike, Dave,
Bob. When you start spelling those, I don’t know anybody that by that names, yes.
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Question. You're indicating to me—and if 'm misstating this correct me if I am
wrong—you have met associates of your brothers who have been given first names
such as Mike, Dave and Bob and you don’t necessarily know their last names?

Answer. No, just introduction, say, “Hi,” that was the end of it; never speak to
them again, never seen them again.

Question. Okay. Do you know an individual named Zhengwei Chang?

Answer. No.

Question. Charles Chiang?

Answer. No.

Question. There is an individual who according to our information signed for your
brother’s—strike that.

Y;)ur brother signed for her apartment in Washington, a woman named Bei-Bei
Liu?

Answer. Never heard of her.

b ?uegtion. Okay. And how about Zhengkang Shao? Have you ever heard that name
efore?

Answer. No.

K ngstion. Do you know any individuals at the Asia-America Trade Center in Hong
ong?

Answer. No.

Question. You don’t know an individual named Peter Chen?

Answer. I heard of his name, yes.

Question. You heard of his name? From whom have you heard about Mr. Chen?

Answer. He’s a family friend.

Question. He’s a friend of the family’s? Of your family’s?

Answer. Not mine, but my brother, sister. I think they know him.

Question. Would he be from Arkansas?

Answer. I don’t know where he’s from.

Question. But do you recall ever meeting him?

Answer. I think I met him once.

Question. Do you know an individual here in the San Francisco area named Sy
Zuan Pan?

Answer. No.

Question. How about Yogesh Gandhi?

Answer. No. I would have remembered if I heard that name.

Question. It is a name you would remember, I guess; is that right?

Lottie Shackleford, a friend of your brother’s from Arkansas?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever met a man—strike that.

Have you ever heard your brother mention a name, Mark Middleton?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever met Mr. Middleton?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever been to Washington?

Answer. No.

Question. Then you have never attended any political or government events with
your brother in the city of Washington?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you recall your brother being appointed to a commission with respect
to international trade? I think it had the name Bingaman Commission. Do you re-
call anything in connection with your brother being appointed to a commission by
President Clinton?

Answer. I remember he was—there was a possibility to be appointed, but I don’t
know—I didn’t follow up because it wasn’t important to me.

Question. Let me, if I can, get into another area now. At some point in time in
connection with the $12,500 represented by Exhibit MF-1 and the $10,000 rep-
resented by MF-6, at some point in time you had a series of discussions with rep-
resentatives of the Democratic National Committee; didn’t you?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And, in fact, Mr. Landon ultimately, as represented by his check, rep-
resented by MF—4, his $12,500 check, Mr. Landon received $12,500 back from the
Democratic National Committee; isn’t that correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. Have you ever received any money back from the Democratic National
Committee?

Answer. Not yet.

Question. And you had discussions with people at the Democratic National Com-
mittee concerning getting the $22,500 returned to you; did you not?
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Answer. Yes.
[Foung Deposition Exhibit No. MF-9 was marked for identification.]

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. I show you what is marked as MF-9, which in fact are some telephone
records reflecting some of the calls you have had to make to Washington, and ac-
cording to our review of the numbers, you have, in fact, made calls to Washington
seeking to have this money be returned to you; is that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. With whom have you spoken concerning—you have called the Demo-
cratic National Committee; is that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And with whom have you spoken at the Democratic National Committee
concerning the return of $22,500 to you for the two contributions that you made for
which you were reimbursed by your brother? With whom have you spoken con-
cerning those contributions?

Answer. I recall at first it was Mr. Joe Sandler.

Question. Joseph Sandler?

Answer. Joseph Sandler, yes.

Question. And how many times have you spoken with Mr. Sandler?

Answer. Once or twice.

Question. And did Mr. Sandler make any representations to you about money
being returned to you?

Answer. No. I couldn’t remember. I don’t think so.

Question. Who else have you spoken with?

Answer. He referred me to talk to the counsel, John Best.

Question. Mr. Judah Best, Judd Best?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And how many conversations have you had with Mr. Best?

Answer. I couldn’t remember.

Question. When was the last conversation you had with Mr. Best?

Answer. The last conversation was right after the investigator left. I called him
to let him know according to this record, the money was reimbursed me by the cash-
ier’s check, but I didn’t remember previously.

Question. And did Mr. Best accuse you of changing your story?

Answer. Not so much accuse. I guess I didn’t remember any detail, so my detail
might be different.

Question. 1 guess what I'm trying to—the point I'm trying to get to is that the
Den;ocratic National Committee determined to return $12,500 to Mr. Landon, cor-
rect?

Answer. Say that again.

Quesgion. The Democratic National Committee returned $12,500 to Mr. Landon,
correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And they haven’t returned any of the money to you?

Answer. Yes—no, I mean.

Question. That is correct, they have not returned any money to you; have they?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And you have discussed that with Mr. Best or Mr. Sandler about their
paying Mr. Landon $12 500, but not paying you $22,500 for your contributions.

Have you had any discussions with Mr. Sandler or Mr. Best about that matter?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you discussed that you be reimbursed?

Answer. Yes.

Question. My point is when you asked to be reimbursed, what was the response?

Answer. At first, he was asking me a question to see——

Question. “He” being Mr.——

Answer. Mr. Best.

Question [continuing]. Best? Okay.

Answer. To determine whether it should be refunded or not. And at first, I don’t
think I gave him the correct information, because I couldn’t remember this $15,000
and my bank record does not reflect the twelve-five deposit, so I thought—I couldn’t
give him the exact on that part. And on the $10,000 wire, he say, yes, that should
be refund. He will have to get back with me. He will talk to the DNC.

Question. And that conversation was in August?

Answer. I couldn’t remember when.

Mr. STEVENS. Just tell him if you remember.
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The WITNESS. I couldn’t remember.
EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. As you speak today, have you received any money back from the Demo-
cratic National Committee?

Answer. Not yet.

Question. Has anyone—did you at any time indicate to the Democratic National
Committee that this money was not yours; in fact, it had been reimbursed to you
by your brother or by some friends of your brothers?

Answer. I did mention initially, according to my bank record, the money was
wired to me. I did mention that to him. I couldn’t remember this one, so I cannot
tell him exactly what happened. And later on I did call back to confirm that accord-
ing to the investigator, the record, that is what happened.

Question. Do you know if Mr. Landon indicated to officials of the Democratic Na-
tional Committee that the $12,500 was not his money?

Answer. I—I don’t know—I don’t know.

Question. I understand. Mr. Landon will be here. We will ask him.

Answer. Yes, you will have to ask him.

Question. I wondered if you had any knowledge of what he has said to the Demo-
cratic National Committee?

Answer. I think he mentioned that he never spoke to anybody about it.

Question. Has anyone from Ernst & Young, the accounting firm of Ernst & Young
ever contacted you?

Answer. Not as I can remember.

Question. In connection with the Democratic National Committee?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you recall how Mr. Landon’s contribution for which he was reim-
bursed by your brother, or friends of your brother, of $12,500, do you recall how that
money was returned to him? Was it in the form of a check?

Answer. I'm sorry?

Question. Do you recall how the $12,500 returned to Mr. Landon, do you recall
how it was returned to him?

Answer. You mean from DNC?

Question. Yes.

Answer. I think it was a check.

Question. Apart from contacts with the Democratic National Committee, and con-
tacts with Mr. Little and investigators working with the Majority members of the
committee, the Republican side of the committee, have you had contacts with those
working with the Democrats on the committee, with the Minority on the committee
prior to this morning?

Answer. Mr. Ballen called me one time, asked to speak to my counsel, my attor-
ney, and I didn’t have one.

Question. Apart from that one call from Mr. Ballen, any calls from any other rep-
resentatives of the Democrats on the committee?

Answer. No.

Question. I meant to ask you about an individual at the DNC in addition to Mr.
Sandler and Mr. Best named Steve Grossman. Have you ever spoken with Mr.
Grossman?

Answer. No. I spoke to somebody who answered the phone, but it wasn’t him, I
know. I know that.

Question. Mr. Grossman is not answering the phone at the Democratic National
Committee?

Answer. No, he didn’t answer the question.

Question. No, I'm just kidding.

Mr. BALLEN. Excuse me, Dick, could I have a brief break?

Mr. BENNETT. I was going to say we are literally about to stop. We have been
going for 2 hours or an hour and 45 minutes. Why don’t we take a brief break for
10 minutes.

[Brief Recess.]

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Ms. Foung, with respect to your contacts with individuals at the Demo-
cratic National Committee, do you recall speaking with anyone other than Mr. Best,
Mr. Sandler, or Mr. Grossman, apart from someone who answered the telephone,
but in terms of having any substantive discussions with anybody other than Best,
Sandler, or Grossman?

Mr. STEVENS. I'm sorry; did she say she actually spoke to Grossman?
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The WITNESS. No, I never did spoke with him.
EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. 'm sorry. Besides Best and Sandler, you said you did not speak with
Grossman but you spoke with someone who answered the phone?

Answer. Yes.

Question. But it was probably not Mr. Grossman?

Answer. No, it wasn’t.

Question. Do you recall speaking with anyone else other than Best or Sandler?

Answer. No.

Question. You obviously had to make some phone calls. I mean, just in July alone
there are a series of six phone calls, and I gather from your testimony you’ve had
to make others.

Have you been having sort of an engaging dialogue with the Democratic National
Committee? I mean, looking at Exhibit MF-9, just in July there are a series of six
phone calls in a period of 13 days. You also called the Democratic National Com-
mittee sometime in August after being interviewed by investigators; is that correct?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. How many times in August do you think you called to the Democratic
National Committee?

Answer. I couldn’t remember. No, I never did call Democratic National Com-
mittee. I always talked to Mr. Best. But prior to talking to Mr. Best, I did call a
couple of times.

Question. Mr. Best is the lawyer for the Democratic National Committee?

Answer. Right.

Question. Let me ask you two questions. You called Mr. Best after meeting with
investigators in August; 1s that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And how many phone conversations have you had with Mr. Best since
August?

Answer. After talking to the investigator?

Question. Yes.

Answer. Only one time.

Question. Have you talked to him within the last month?

Answer. No.

Question. To your knowledge since speaking with investigators, have you only spo-
ken with Mr. Best one time?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. With respect to other representatives of the Democratic National Com-
mittee—and for the record, Mr. Best is the lawyer for the Democratic National Com-
mittee representing that group—how many conversations have you had with any-
body else at the Democratic National Committee after speaking with investigators?

Answer. None.

Question. None? Okay. Since basically speaking with investigators, have you only
had one conversation with Mr. Best and you have had no conversations with anyone
else as a representative of the Democratic National Committee?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. How many phone calls do you think all told, in total, the total number
of phone calls you have had with either Mr. Best or with any other representatives
of the Democratic National Committee, total?

Answer. I don’t know. I couldn’t remember.

Question. Certainly we have the six reflected on Exhibit 9, plus the other one with
Mr. Best, so there have been—there have been at least seven phone calls that you
have had; is that correct?

Mr. STEVENS. I think that would assume that in each of these six phone calls on
Exhibit MF-9 that she actually spoke with someone. I would note that a few of
them are 30, 40, 60 cent telephone conversations. And in light of my knowledge of
long distance rates, that would suggest to me that these were very brief——

The WITNESS. Leave a message.

Mr. STEVENS. —leave-a-message type calls.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Take a look at MF-9, if you would, Ms. Foung. The phone call on July
3rd lasted for a minute. Another phone call a minute later on July 3rd lasted for
2 minutes, but you don’t have any recollection of the specifics of that phone call?

Answer. Probably just left a message.
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Question. All right. And then the phone call, again looking at MF-9, on July the
11th lasted for 6 minutes. Again, you don’t recall the substance of that call?

Answer. No, not at all.

Question. And then there was a phone call on July 14th lasted 1 minute, then
another phone call a few minutes later on July 14th lasting for 5 minutes, but you
don’t recall the specifics of that call?

Answer. The 5 minutes is probably the person who answered the phone. I have
maybe had a brief-

Question. How about July 16th, there was a 22-minute telephone call?

Answer. That’s Mr. Best’s number.

Question. Okay. And you believe that’s the conversation——

Answer. The initial—

Question [continuing]. The lengthy conversation with Mr. Best at that time?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Okay. And you believe you have had—we don’t have your records for
August before us, but you recall that you did make one other phone call in August;
is that right?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. What about the calls that you have received from the Democratic Na-
tional Committee or from Mr. Best? You have in fact received calls from Mr. Best,
haven’t you? He’s called you back on occasion; hasn’t he?

Answer. Yes, Mr. Sandler called me once and gave me Mr. Best’s number. And
so I was keeping in touch with Mr. Best.

Question. How many times do you believe Mr. Best has called you?

Answer. He called me once.

Question. Has he called you more than once?

Answer. No, just once.

Question. Has any representative of the Democratic National Committee, apart
from Mr. Sandler, ever called you?

Answer. No.

Question. And that was one time that he called you?

Answer. Mr. Sandler? He called me once.

Question. So again to be clear, Mr. Sandler has called you one time?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And Mr. Best has called you one time?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Okay. Now, let me get into the matter which obviously relates to why
you’re here, and that is your brother, Charlie Trie?

Answer. Uh-huh.

Question. When did your brother first immigrate to this country?

Answer. I can’t remember.

Question. Your brother’s 3 years older than you?

Answer. Yes.

Question. He was born in 1949; you were born in 1952.

Answer. I was born 1952; I think he was born in ’49. I don’t know his birthday.

Question. Okay. Do you recall how old you were—did you all come as a family?
You all came as a family when you came to this country, correct?

Answer. No.

Question. You did not? I'm sorry.

Answer. My sister came—I don’t remember when, long, long, long time ago.

Question. Is your sister, Dai Lin, older than you?

Answer. Yes.

Question. How much older, if you know, approximately?

Answer. I don’t.

Question. I'm just trying to make sure I understand the arrival of your family.
I know you said your father is deceased. When did your father die?

Answer. When I was 13, so about 32 years ago.

Question. Okay. He died here in this country, in the United States?

Answer. No.

Question. Did your father—I need to step back if we can in terms of your family
history with respect to your brother and arrival.

Answer. Okay.

Question. Did your mother and father both immigrate to this country, or just your
mother after your father’s death?

Answer. Just my mother.

Question. Your father died in China?

Answer. In Taiwan.

Question. In Taiwan, I'm sorry.
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AI})d then your mother immigrated to this country with how many children at the
time?

Answer. Three—we have three of us.

Question. Three. So all three of you came with your mother when she came to
this country?

Answer. No.

Question. If you will explain. I am trying to get the answer from you and I don’t
know how to do it with the questions I am asking. Perhaps you can tell me. Why
don’t you explain when did your mother come to this country?

Answer. 1978 or ’79.

Question. And you were——

Answer. 1978.

Question. And she had adult children by that time?

Answer. We were all adult, yes.

Question. Okay. Then I'm just trying to clarify, then your mother did not come
to this country with young children?

Answer. No.

Question. Your mother came in 1978 or ’79, after all three of her children had al-
ready come to this country?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. Then let’s step back. Correct me if I am wrong, I believe you indicated
you first immigrated to this country when you were 25?

Answer. Twenty-one, *73, yes.

Question. In 1973. Your sister Dai Lin was already here?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Was your brother Charlie Trie already here?

Answer. No.

Question. Okay. Again, trying to go back over what you went over earlier this
morning. Your brother came approximately 1973?

Answer. ’74 or ’5 or ’6, I can’t remember.

Question. And he went directly to Arkansas?

Answer. Yes.

Question. So your brother came from China and moved directly to the State of
Arkansas?

Answer. From Taiwan.

Question. From Taiwan to Arkansas?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And your sister was already there?

Answer. Yes.

Question. So when your brother came to this country, in the mid-1970s, he went
directly to Arkansas and I believe you indicated earlier he began working for or
with your sister in her restaurant?

Answer. I believe so.

Question. Okay. And your brother would have been, in the mid-"70s he would have
been late twenties, perhaps approaching 30 years of age; is that correct?

Answer. Something like that, 20-something.

Question. What is your brother’s educational background?

Answer. He graduated from high school in Taiwan. He was in some kind of engi-
neering school, or something.

Question. Do you know, did your brother ever go to college?

Answer. I don’t think so.

Question. When your brother came to Arkansas in the mid to late *70s, there was
a time period from 1977 to 1983 when you lived in Arkansas?

Answer. Yes.

Question. So you would see your brother with some frequency, at least during
those 6 years; isn’t that correct?

Answer. Yes, I see him.

Question. 1 mean, your sister and your brother and you were all living in the
State of Arkansas?

Answer. Right.

Question. From 1977 to 1983?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And were you living in the Little Rock area?

Answer. Uh-huh.

Question. So you were all living in the same city?

Answer. Yes, that’s correct.

Question. Incidentally, before I get—on the matters we discussed earlier this
morning, the reimbursement to you for the $12,500 check and the $10,000 check,
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did you ever discuss with your brother the source of the repayment, where he got
the money to reimburse you or where anyone got the money to reimburse you?

Answer. No.

Question. Okay. Do you have any knowledge of anybody, other than your brother,
seeing that you got repaid?

Answer. No.

Question. Directing your attention to the period of time, the late 1970s, mid to
late 1970s, I wasn’t clear this morning whether or not your brother ultimately took
ﬁVeT (‘Ehe restaurant from your sister or established his own restaurant. Do you

now?

Answer. I remember at first he was working for my sister, then they were—
opened a new restaurant as a partnership together.

Question. Okay.

Answer. Then after my sister moved to Virginia, I assumed he was on his own.

Question. And how long was he in the restaurant business?

Answer. Since he came here until he sold his business. I don’t remember what
year.

Question. Up until the time he sold his business and went to Washington, he was
in the restaurant business, correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And that would have been approximately up until, like, 1994?

Answer. I don’t know. I don’t remember.

Question. Do you know—strike that.

I think you previously indicated to the investigators that on some occasions—and
correct me if I am wrong—you have indicated that on some evenings, receipts at
the restaurant on a given evening might be made as political contributions to Gov-
ernor Clinton for his re-election campaigns in Arkansas at your brother’s res-
taurant.

Do you recall making that statement?

Answer. I remember saying something like that. But—I don’t know——

Question. Can you give me some facts on that?

Answer. No, I don’t have no facts. I don’t remember. Probably just my brother
had—or somebody might have mentioned something to me, but——

Question. 1 understand. I just want to explore what your understanding of that
was about.

Do you believe that your brother’s relationship with Governor Clinton was such
that he was a political supporter of Governor Clinton in Arkansas?

Answer. I don’t know if political supporter at first. I think they were just friends.
They played basketball together or something like that.

Question. And how often would he play basketball with Governor Clinton?

Answer. I don’t know. See I moved away from Little Rock.

Question. In 1983?

Answer. 1983.

Question. President Clinton was then the Governor of Arkansas?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. And your knowledge in terms of his playing basketball, I think that
your brother—you have a niece named Darcy Trie; is that correct?

Answer. Say that name again.

Question. Do you have a niece named Darcy Trie?

Answer. No.

Question. What are the names of the children of your brother? I am sorry; does
your brother have any children?

Answer. He has one daughter.

Question. What is her name?

Answer. E-Mei.

Question. E-Mei. I am sorry; I thought her nickname was Darcy Trie. She is actu-
ally a student at the University of Arkansas?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And do you recall a relationship between your brother and President
Clinton, then Governor Clinton, that would cause them to play basketball together?

Answer. I think it was a comment that was made. I don’t know. Just back in my
mind seems like they played basketball together.

Question. The simple fact is, then, that your brother, apart from the comment that
the President made to you last year at the party in Hillsborough——

Answer. Uh-huh.

Question [continuing]. In terms of his friendship with your brother, your brother
clearly considered President Clinton, then Governor Clinton, to be a friend; isn’t
that correct?
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Mr. STEVENS. Don’t speculate. It sounds like you are asking her to read someone
else’s mind.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. We will step back. I usually interpret people who play basketball to-
gether and are political supporters to be friends. And I'm asking you, given what
the President of the United States said about his friendship with your brother, Ms.
Foung, clearly there must have been some comments by your brother with respect
to how he felt about Governor Clinton, if he played basketball with him. That’s my
question to you.

Answer. Okay. Could I give you a little background?

Question. I would like it. That would be fine.

Answer. I have been away from Arkansas since 1983. And since 1983 until now,
I spoke to my brother maybe three times, four times a year. Mostly he will call me
and say, how you doing? And half of the time it is answering machine, because I
am working. So we have very little discussion on a lot of things, not to mention the
President of the United States.

So I really—I was under the impression that my brother and Mr. Clinton, they
know each other. And he’s very loyal to the President, and a supporter. But I really
cannot tell you anything more.

Question. What does the phrase “lao ke” mean?

Answer. I don’t understand what that is.

Question. Again, if you don’t, I will be up the creek because I don’t. L-A-O, and
then ke, K-E. It is my understanding that it is a term of endearment in the Chinese
language, but obviously you would know that better than I.

Mr. STEVENS. “Lao ke,” does that mean anything to you at all?

The WITNESS. No, no.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Do you know exactly how Charlie Trie ever met Governor Clinton?

Answer. No, I don’t know.

Question. Do you know the facts surrounding your brother’s appointment to any
boards? Apart from Federal boards in Washington, any State boards, for example
the Fire Extinguisher Board? Do you have any knowledge of any of that?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you know exactly why he sold his restaurant business?

Answer. Not really, but I was under the impression same reason—he got tired of,
I guess. I don’t know.

Question. Do you know anything about the businesses that he went into after or
he tried to establish after he sold his restaurant?

Answer. I remember he was trying to manufacture some kind of a tool that some-
body had a patent on it.

Question. Do you know any of the specifics of whether he procured the patent or
whether he manufactured the tool or not?

Answer. I believe they got the patent.

Question. Who'’s “they”?

Answer. My brother and somebody else. Whoever invented the tool.

Question. Okay.

Answer. And they were talking about going to China to have—hopefully to have
it manufactured there.

Question. But you don’t have any knowledge of that?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you have any knowledge of Daihatsu International Trading Com-
pany?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And what knowledge do you have of that company?

Answer. Just the letterhead, the envelope.

ngstion. Did you ever see the offices of Daihatsu International Trading Com-
pany?

Answer. I seen the office. I don’t know that that’s what it is. Remember, I told
y?fy back in Christmas ’94, I was in Little Rock visiting my mother. I visited his
office.

Question. Your brother’s office?

Answer. My brother’s office.

Question. And there was an office. Did you see the sign “Daihatsu International
Trading Company” on the door?

Answer. I didn’t. I didn’t see.
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Question. 1 understand. And do you know whether that business was successful
or not?

N Answer. It looks very successful to me. It is a very impressive envelope and letter-
ead.

Question. Apart from seeing the envelope and letterhead, did you see any offices?

Answer. The office——

Question. Did you go—you said you went to your brother’s office?

Answer. Yeah, the business office.

Question. Did you see, were there many employees there?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Okay.

Answer. I met at least 10 people, maybe. Big office.

Question. And to your knowledge, this was the Daihatsu International Trading
Company?

Answer. I was under the impression.

Question. Okay. I don’t want you to speculate. I'm just trying to ask you. Do you
know anything about San Kin Yip International? Does that name ring a bell to you?

Answer. Not really.

Question. How about America-Asia Trade Center, Incorporated?

Answer. No.

Question. Sanyou Science & Technology?

Answer. No.

Question. Premier Advertising?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you know if your brother has any family sources of income? Does
your mother have a great deal of money that she gives you and your brother and
your sister?

Answer. No, I know my mother received some kind of something from the Chinese
government for my father’s death, some kind of death benefit.

Question. And how long ago was that? Does she still receive such benefits?

Answer. I'm not so sure. Maybe. I don’t know.

Question. I guess my question to you is in terms of——

Answer. I think it was a yearly distribution or something, I don’t know.

Question. 1 understand. But apart from that, is your mother an independently
wealthy woman?

Answer. No.

Question. And to your knowledge there is no family source of money that comes
to your brother or to your sister or to you?

Answer. Not to me.

Question. And do you have any knowledge of your brother receiving money from
your mother in terms of some family source of money?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. You don’t have any knowledge of that?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you discussed with your brother at any time his involvement in
the election and re-election campaigns of President Clinton in 1992 and 1996?

Answer. Not at all.

Question. And I gather that that would also apply with respect to Mrs. Clinton
or any other members of the Clinton family? You have not discussed your brother’s
involvement with any of them at any time?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you have any knowledge as to why your brother moved to Wash-
ington in the summer of 19947

Answer. I didn’t know he moved to Washington. As far as I know, he lived in Ar-
kansas—I mean, his residence is in Arkansas.

Question. Until when?

Answer. Still now; isn’t it?

Question. As a matter of fact, I was going to ask you that.

Answer. His house is in Arkansas, but he’s out of the country the majority of the
time.

Question. When was the last time your brother was in the country?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. When’s the last time you spoke with your brother?

Mr. STEVENS. In person or on the telephone?

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:
Question. On the telephone.
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Answer. On the telephone? I think it was after I spoke to the investigator. He
called me one night.

Question. Okay. Do you know how your brother would have known that you spoke
with an investigator?

Answer. Because I told my mother. I asked my mother if my brother calls, please
give me a call.

Question. Let me ask you again. You spoke with investigators in the latter part
of August last month; is that correct?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And then you called your mother?

Answer. Yes, I didn’t call her—I called her after I find out I have to go to Wash-
ington for a hearing.

Question. And you spoke with your mother. And what conversation did you have
with your mother concerning your brother?

Answer. Basically how ridiculous the whole thing was—is—or was—is.

Question. And you spoke with your mother about that?

Answer. Uh-huh.

Question. And did you ask your mother to get in contact with your brother?

Answer. I asked my mother if my brother calls her, have him give me a call. Be-
cause I'm really——

Question. I understand.

Answer [continuing]. Trying to find out what is going on.

Question. Do you know if your mother has the telephone number for your brother
where she can reach him if she desires?

Answer. No.

Question. You don’t know the answer to that?

Answer. I don’t know the answer, but I don’t think so.

Question. She has to wait for your brother to call her?

Answer. My mother rarely call us. We call her, any one of us.

Question. Do you know if your mother has the ability to contact your brother in
the event of a family emergency?

Answer. I never asked that. But my brother calls my mother sometimes.

Question. I am going to get into that in a minute. My question is, is there any
member of your family that has the ability to contact your brother in the event of
any kind of an emergency?

Answer. I don’t know. I only know I don’t.

Question. Do you know if your sister has the ability to contact your brother?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. Getting back to the matter of after you were notified that you may have
to a{,)te%d a hearing, in fact that was the earlier part of this month, wasn’t it in Sep-
tember?

Answer. Something like that. Has to be.

Question. So in this month when an initial appearance had been scheduled for you
before a hearing before the committee, you contacted your mother?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And you asked that the next time your brother called, that he call you?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And how soon after that conversation did your brother call you?

Answer. A few days.

Question. A few days later?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Where was he calling from?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. Do you know whether or not he was overseas? Do you have any idea?

Answer. I believe he was—he didn’t tell me. Did I ask him? I couldn’t remember.
I might have asked him, “Where are you?”

Question. And what did he say?

Answer. I don’t remember he said anything or not. Maybe he say Taiwan, maybe
Singapore. I don’t know.

Question. But you believe you asked him where he was and you believe——

Answer. I couldn’t remember because our normal conversation whenever he calls
me I always say, hey, where are you, where are you now? He will tell me San Fran-
cisco or Washington or Taiwan or China, Hong Kong, or wherever he was. But there
is so many.

Question. Certainly in this conversation in this month of September, he didn’t in-
dicate he was in San Francisco or Washington; did he?

Answer. Oh, no, no. I believe he was overseas.

Question. And did you ask him when he was coming back to this country?
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Answer. No, I didn’t ask that. In fact, the conversation was very brief. He indi-
cated he shouldn’t be talking to me, because I am a potential witness. So he doesn’t
want to say anything to influence me.

The only thing—the only reason he say he called is he recommend I speak to an
attorney. That’s basically the reason he called.

Question. Did he indicate to you whether he had been speaking with anyone else,
other than your mother, concerning your situation?

Answer. Concerning my situation?

Question. 1 guess, specifically, your brother called you?

Answer. Uh-huh.

Question. After you called your mother?

Answer. Uh-huh.

Question. Did your brother indicate to you that he had spoken with anybody
else—strike that.

Did your brother indicate to you that he had even spoken with your mother?

Answer. [—we didn’t discuss that, I would assume so, otherwise——

Question. But you don’t know?

Answer. No, I don’t know.

Question. When he called, did he indicate that he was aware of the fact that you
were about to be called before a hearing?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And did he indicate whether or not he had spoken with anybody about
your being called for a hearing?

hAnswer. I couldn’t remember. Maybe—maybe he mentioned his attorney or some-
thing.

Question. Do you believe he spoke with his attorney concerning your coming be-
fore the hearing?

Answer. I don’t know. He asked me to call—call attorney.

Question. Let me ask you this, Ms. Foung. I want to get back to this conversation,
but have there been any other conversations with your brother, apart from this con-
versation, this month?

Answer. Oh, no. The last time I spoke to him I think was earlier in the year, Feb-
ruary or March.

Question. Well, obviously you spoke with him in August because you had the
transaction with the $10,000 check.

Mr. BALLEN. ’97?

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. I'm sorry; excuse me, that was ’96. So, you believe that prior to this
phone call with your brother in September of this year, that the last time you would
have spoken with him would have been February or March of 1997?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. And except for this one particular phone call, you have not spoken with
him any other time?

Answer. No, no.

Question. Now, in terms of his knowledge of your having been called before a
hearing, did he specifically say with whom he had spoken concerning your having
been called?

Answer. I think he did mention he had his attorney—he had spoken to his attor-
ney.

b Qz;estion. And do you know whether he called his attorney or his attorney called
im?

Answer. That I don’t know.

Question. Did he indicate that he’d spoken with anyone else concerning your hav-
ing been called?

Answer. No, no.

Question. And what exactly did he say to you in connection with your coming be-
fore the committee before a hearing?

Answer. Like I said earlier, he said he cannot discuss anything me because I'm
a potential witness, and I need to speak to attorney.

Question. Did he recommend any particular attorney for you to see initially?

Answer. No.

Question. Did he indicate that he had spoken with anyone else about your seeing
an attorney?

Answer. No, the conversation was very brief.

Question. Did he ask you if you had been asked any questions?

Answer. No.



51

Question. And he did not discuss the content of the statements you made to inves-
tigators?

Answer. Not at all.

Question. And you don’t have any knowledge of any other individuals speaking
with your brother?

Answer. Say that again.

Question. Do you have any knowledge of any other individuals speaking with your
brother over the past 6 weeks?

Answer. My other family members?

Question. Any other people, family member or——

Answer. Oh, no, I wouldn’t know at all. My mother would be the only person that
I would know that speak to my brother periodically.

Question. And apart from your mother having spoken with him, you don’t have
any knowledge of anyone else having spoken with him?

Answer. No, not at all.

Question. Do you know what your brother’s source of income is now?

Answer. I don’t.

Question. Is his wife still living in this country?

Answer. No.

Question. His wife has also left?

Answer. She’s—she’s always staying overseas the past few years.

Question. Where does she reside?

Answer. She—she go to Taiwan sometimes. She’s in China sometimes. I don’t
know, I never keep track of that.

Question. And what is her name, I'm sorry?

Answer. Wa Mei.

Question. And there is only one child of that marriage and that is Denise who
goes to the University of Arkansas?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Okay. That is the only child?

Answer. That I know of.

Question. That you know of. I understand. I understand. I'm not going to get into
that. Believe me. I'm not going to begin to get into that.

To your knowledge that is the only child he has?

Answer. That’s correct.

Question. Do you have any knowledge of his financial situation?

Answer. No, not at all.

Question. Would you know where your brother would have—I guess you've read
all the reports about your brother and the large contributions that he made or
sought to make?

Answer. To be honest with you, I never did.

Question. You say you have never read all the press reports about that?

Answer. No, I never did.

Question. Do you have any knowledge of where your brother would have access
to hundreds of thousands of dollars?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. Do you know, has he ever mentioned the various political groups that
he’s been involved with or efforts in terms of Vote Now ’96, or Defeat Proposition
209 here in California?

Answer. Not at all. We never discussed.

Question. Never discussed political matters with him?

Answer. Never discussed political matters. I asked him, do you think Mr. Clin-
ton’s going to win? He feel confident he will. That is the extent of our discussion
as far as political.

Question. Have you ever discussed his foreign trips with him in terms of his fre-
quency of foreign trips?

Answer. Like I said earlier, we spoke to each other three, four times a year. And
we really don’t discuss much. I'm not that curious. I'm more concerned about my
personal business.

Question. Sure, I understand. Since 1993, you have spoken two, three or four
times a year?

Answer. Maybe more or less.

Question. Has he spoken to you in terms of any of his person or business prob-
lems?

Answer. No.

Question. He hasn’t discussed any financial matters with you or his financial mat-
ters or problems?

Answer. No.
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Question. Have you ever had any knowledge of his being in financial trouble?

Answer. No, but earlier in the year he told me that he would have to obtain an
attorney and it is very expensive. As far as I know.

Question. Have you ever loaned him any money?

Answer. I might have in the past, but I couldn’t remember.

Question. In the last 2 years——

Answer. Oh, no.

Question [continuing]. Have you loaned him any money?

Answer. No.

Question. Are you aware of any times he has had to borrow money from any of
his friends?

Answer. No.

Question. And you indicated you don’t know who Mark Middleton is?

Answer. No.

8 Ques?tion. Would you know why Mr. Middleton might be giving your brother
5,0007

Answer. I have no idea.

Question. And you have never discussed that with your brother?

Answer. No.

Question. And you have never discuss Mr. Mark Middleton with your brother?

Answer. No, I never know that person.

Question. Has your brother ever discussed with you the group Suma Ching Hai?

Answer. No.

Question. How about in September of 1995? According to our records, your brother
attended a conference, actually with Mrs. Clinton. Do you remember discussing that
with him in any way?

Answer. No.

Question. And you have not discussed any of his business trips to China or Hong
Kong with him?

Answer. No.

Question. Did he ever discuss with you his appointment to a Presidential commis-
sion in terms of people who assisted him in that regard?

Answer. I think he mentioned something about they have a very thorough back-
ground check, so they might check me as a sister.

Question. And did he speak to you about that?

Answer. Maybe, yes, I think so.

Question. And what kind of conversation—basically, what was the content of that
discussion?

Answer. I couldn’t remember. It was something that I'm not interested in.

Question. Okay. Did you ever discuss with him his effort to assist the Presidential
Legal Expense Trust in terms of President Clinton’s legal expenses and a trust cre-
ated for that?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever discussed the late Secretary of State, a gentleman who
died, a gentleman named Ron Brown?

Answer. No. I saw on the TV.

Question. That he died in the plane crash?

Answer. That he died, yeah. That’s all I know.

Question. You never discussed Ron Brown with your brother?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you know of any contact which your brother has had with President
Clinton over the last year?

Answer. My brother’s what?

Question. Do you know of any contact which your brother has had with President
Clinton in the last year?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you know if he has had any contact with President Clinton?

Answer. I don’t know. I have no interest in that. So I wouldn’t—the time he speak
to Iré{e, the time is so precious, I wouldn’t be asking something that I'm not inter-
ested.

Question. I understand. Hold on just one second.

Just a few things. One, you don’t have any knowledge of your brother’s financial
affairs in terms of whether or not the restaurant was successful or not?

Answer. I believe the restaurant was successful.

Question. But you don’t know——

Answer. While the time I was there.

Question. When you were there, from 77 to '83?

Answer. Yes.
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Question. You don’t know any financial facts in terms of his sale of the res-
taurant?

Answer. No.

Question. And with respect to your niece, the daughter of Dai Lin Outlaw, Elaine
Outlaw, do you know how old she is now?

Answer. 20-something.

Question. Do you know where she works?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you know whether or not she’s ever worked for the Democratic Na-
tional Committee?

Answer. Not as I know of.

Question. Where does she presently live?

Answer. Elaine?

Question. Yes.

Answer. I thought it was Virginia.

Question. Do you know where in Virginia?

Answer. No.

Question. And with respect to your attendance at any political or business events
with your brother, I gather from your answers you have not attended any political
events with your brother?

Answer. No.

Question. Ever?

Answer. Never, except the one in Hillsborough.

Question. And he was not there, but you were there?

Answer. No, he wasn’t. No, never together.

Question. Have you ever gone—has your brother ever shown you photographs of
him with the members of the Clinton family?

Answer. No. He showed me the picture of him and Mr. Clinton and himself.

Question. Okay. And when was that? First of all, when did he show you the photo-
graph?

Answer. Years and years ago.

Question. And this would have been when President Clinton was Governor Clin-
ton or would have been when he was President Clinton?

Answer. President. It would be between ’90—I think it was in California; yeah,
I was in California. So it would be after ’90.

Mr. BENNETT. Hold on one second. Ms. Foung, I have no further questions. As I
mentioned to you when we started, Mr. Ballen may have some questions. Maybe I
will wind up.

Ken, do you have any questions?

Mr. BALLEN. I do, if we could just take a moment before we begin. Maybe a 5-
minute break. Thanks very much.

[Brief Recess.]

EXAMINATION BY MR. BALLEN:

Question. First of all, I want to very much thank you for coming here this morn-
ing. I realize this is an imposition on your time. And on behalf of the Democratic
Members of the committee, I would like to thank you.

I think your answers this morning have been very candid, very honest, very forth-
coming. Sometimes what is not reflected in the bare record of a deposition is the
effort a witness makes and the facial expressions a witness may make to try to
search for the truth. And I think we would all agree, both my counterparts on the
Republican side and your own attorney, that throughout this deposition you have
searched your memory very carefully and tried to come forward with truthful and
complete answers, and I think we all appreciate that.

Answer. Thank you.

Question. And, frankly, I'd like to say that based upon what you have said, we
are not sure why at this point you are being called or your life is being put under
the kind of microscope that it is.

Mr. BENNETT. Objection.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BALLEN:

Question. Well, Mr. Bennett is entitled to his objection, but, we are not sure. We
don’t see, based upon the record, the necessity for that.

But maybe can I go to a bottom line here, if you will. As I read to you earlier
in this deposition, Mr. Bennett’s boss, Chairman Burton from Indiana, has said that
there may be a conspiracy of the Chinese government at work here and that your
brother is part of it.



54

I want to emphasize that there is no particular evidence of that fact, and the
Democratic Members have seen no evidence to support it, but I want to ask you
about your knowledge of that.

Do you have any reason whatsoever to believe that your brother is an agent or
a spy of the Government of China?

Answer. No.

Question. I notice you're smiling.

Answer. I think it was ridiculous.

Question. And why do you think it is ridiculous?

Answer. Just knowing my brother for being a brother-sister for 40-some years,
that’s not him.

Question. And you see no evidence to indicate that?

Answer. Oh, no, absolutely.

Question. How about of the Government of Taiwan? Is there any evidence whatso-
ever?to show that your brother may be an agent or spy of the Government of Tai-
wan?

Answer. No.

Question. Government of Indonesia?

Answer. I don’t believe so.

Question. Do you have any reason whatsoever to believe that the money that your
brother reimbursed you for on the contributions came from the Government of
China or the Government of Taiwan?

Answer. No. China and Taiwan both are friendly with the United States. Why
would they wanted to have a spy or anything like that? It’s something beyond my
understanding.

Question. Okay. As far as you know, I believe you testified the money that your
brother gave you, you thought came from him?

Answer. I believe so.

Question. And you still believe that now?

Answer. Yeah.

Question. Because he was doing—he has his own businesses, correct?

Answer. Yeah, I don’t know anything otherwise.

Question. I'm sorry?

Answer. I don’t know otherwise, of why it would be from anywhere else.

Question. All right. So you knew he had a business, and you knew he asked you
to make some contributions and he reimbursed you for the contributions?

Answer. Yes. And I viewed it no different than if he’s late for his PG&E bill and
asked me to pay the money and he reimbursed me. To me it was the same thing
and I didn’t think anything of it.

Question. And you didn’t——

Answer. I didn’t explore any further. It was just something that was not that im-
portant to me.

Question. And that’s all you know?

Answer. That’s all I know, uh-huh.

Mr. STEVENS. Just in case, Counsel, don’t appreciate the reference to PG&E,
that’s a utility company. The reference was to making a utility bill payment on a
timely manner.

The WITNESS. Or house payment. If he saw some way he couldn’t make that check
iIﬁ time, he asked me to advance the check. To me it was no difference to me at
the time.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BALLEN:

Question. Because this was something he was interested in doing, make these con-
tributions?

Answer. Yeah. I wasn’t.

Question. And so he asked you to do it?

Answer. Yeah.

Question. And that’s basically all you know about this whole affair?

Answer. Right.

?Question. And because you know that, your life has been put into turmoil; hasn’t
it?

Answer. It has been very, very difficult. Stressful, and a lot of worries. I lost a
lot of money, financial loss and everything. It wasn’t pleasant.

Question. This has been quite an ordeal for you; hasn’t it?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And you talk about worry and stress. Could you tell us about that a
little bit, about what this has done to you?
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Answer. My job is on the line. It’'s very—because a word has been mentioned
about I being used by my brother, which I don’t believe is true. If he knew it would
cost me—if something was wrong or something, he would not ever ask me to do it.
He would not use me. He always do things for me in the past.

And I'm worried about my job because of the negative publicity, and I'm worried
about—prior to getting the immunity, I didn’t know I was in violation of anything.
And it turned out to be I could have faced jail time. I could have faced a big penalty
that I couldn’t afford. Who'’s going to take care of my son, you know? All those
things just back and forth in my mind.

Question. You are a single mother?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And when you have to come and give the deposition or meet with your
lawyer or go to Washington, that’s time away from your job?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And does that put your job in jeopardy in any way?

Answer. More than in jeopardy.

Question. How so?

Answer. First of all, I am not getting paid for the time I'm away from my job,
because it’s not like a sick or something that is covered.

Then I have to arrange all kinds of child care for my son. And at my job, I am
the person responsible for that unit. If I'm not there, they have to hire overtime peo-
ple, somebody has to be there, and it was my responsibility to take care of it. So
I tried to always be dependable being there.

Question. So in other words, these repeated inquiries from the committees, this
is a real problem for you on your job?

Answer. It hasn’t been because in the past the investigator has been very accom-
modating toward my schedule, although I still have—facing the graveyard, I still
have to be up all night working and come back on days, and I couldn’t rest. I have
to worry about it. It was very stressful. It is what is in the future? What impact
is going to be on my life, my job and everything?

Question. Let me ask you this, I mean, if you had to go back to Washington——

Answer. That’s what I mean. That’s my biggest concern.

Question. What would that do for your job?

Answer. First of all, my son is year-round school. October is their offtrack, so he
has no school daytime then—so he’ll be out of care for 24 hours. I have to arrange
24-hour care for him, which will be very difficult.

I'll be away from my job. Not only I don’t get paid for, also I have been having
a perfect attendance award for the past years I have been with [Employer’s name]
and I will have to lose that and I'm not willing to, because this job means a lot to
me.

Not only my whole family depends on this job, also I like the job very well. I like
the people I work with. I like the people I work for. And that’s, I guess, the most
important thing to me.

Question. So it’s your hope that you don’t have to come back?

Answer. I hope, since I don’t think I can offer information that they are looking
for, I really think it is a waste of everybody’s time for me to be there.

bQueztion. And more than a waste of time, you're talking about your son and your
job and——

Answer. My life, yes.

Question [continuing]. Your life. The disruption that might occur as a result of
that?

Answer. And the negative publicity that probably can hurt me for a long time.

Question. 1 see this has made you quite upset?

Answer. Very upset, because I love my brother very much. And seems like I am
kind of being made to hurt him or to against him. And for Chinese tradition, that
is something you shouldn’t be doing.

But I'm here to tell the truth, and I told the truth. Whatever I know, has very
little impact on the overall case. I just don’t know why I'm being treated like some-
body so important or something like that. I mean, I like the attention, but not this
type.

Mr. STEVENS. But you could live without it?

The WITNESS. Uh-huh.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BALLEN:

Question. In fact, you would rather live without it?
Answer. I rather this not happening.
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Mr. BALLEN. Maybe we can clarify right now what the plans are for Ms. Foung.
Do you know the plans whether to bring her back to Washington or not?

Mr. BENNETT. I have no intentions of telling you that, Mr. Ballen. I would like
to know, first of all, when you say “We’re not sure why you are being called,” just
for the record, are you as a counsel for this committee saying that you are not sure?
Is that what you think Congressman Waxman—or was that you as a lawyer for the
committee?

Mr. BALLEN. Well, that’s me as a lawyer. And if I talked to Congressman Wax-
man——

Mr. BENNETT. I have no doubt about Congressman Waxman’s position. I am won-
dering if you as a lawyer are representing as a lawyer for the committee, that you
are representing that you as a lawyer are not sure why this witness is being called.

Mr. BALLEN. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. In response to that, we have two clear indications of the laundering
of money through this witness by Charlie Trie. We also—her brother. We also have
indications that this witness’s name was used illegally to make a contribution to a
United States Senator.

I'll wait until Mr. Barnett finishes, so I can address you. I want to make sure
you hear me.

It doesn’t really strain my background to understand why it would be relevant
for a witness to testify as to two clear violations of law committed by her brother
who, incidentally, Ms. Foung, so you know, it was on national television with Tom
Brokaw. Did you see your brother on national television?

The WITNESS. No.

Mr. BENNETT. Your brother was seen on national television saying, I quote,
“They’ll never find me.” And he was interviewed on national television by Tom
Brokaw of NBC News and it was a topic of a great deal discussion in terms of your
bro‘Eher’s boast that he will never come back from China and that “They’ll never find
me.”

To put on record to this witness as lawyers, apart from the politics, as lawyers
that you are not clear why the witness is being called, I must tell you, Ms. Foung,
that the reason you are being called is because you were used—you did nothing
wrong as far as we’re concerned, but you are used by your brother with respect to
two particular transactions.

And before the committee, you will see that the $25,000 that came for the Feb-
ruary payments, in fact, was placed in an account by an individual named Antonio
Pan and within minutes of a $25,200 deposit, within minutes, $25,000 was taken
out of that account and sent to you.

So we’re not going to sit and debate the entire case with you other than to tell
you that we believe as lawyers for the Majority that those indications of a violation
of law are a piece of the puzzle. No one is casting aspersions on you, but it is my
judgment as a lawyer, and Mr. Wilson’s judgment as a lawyer, totally apart from
the politics of the situation, that the testimony is relevant.

And we don’t expect you to have any knowledge of any allegations about what
your brother did or did not do in China. I don’t know that you would have knowl-
edge of that. But you may not have seen your brother on national television, but
he was interviewed by Tom Brokaw, as I say, of NBC News, interviewed at length,
and was the topic of a great deal of national discussion about his interview and the
fact that the government would never find him. And it’s because of that, and be-
cause of your involvement in these two transactions with your brother, as well as
the other matters that have come to our attention, that we believe that you have
relevant testimony to offer to the committee, because it is our job to present facts.

So, my role here is not to get into a political debate over the merits of Republicans
versus Democrats. We are here as lawyers trying to present evidence. And I apolo-
gize to you that to the extent that you have been inconvenienced, unfortunately
many times when facts have to be brought to light, unwilling or unwitting partici-
pants are dragged into the process, and that is unfortunate.

We are doing everything we can to minimize your inconvenience. We have two
lawyers and an investigator for the Republican side of the committee and three law-
yers for the Democratic side of the committee out of the committee’s budget, all of
whom have flown here to California to interview you because we wanted to make
it convenient for you.

I will tell you that we were asked to have you come to Washington earlier and
do it in Washington. We've come out here. We are trying to make things as conven-
ient to you as possible and I apologize for any inconvenience.

So in response to Mr. Ballen’s question about when we are going to tell him when
you will be called, given the pattern of conduct on the part of some of the people
with whom Mr. Ballen works, we will let you know as quickly as possible in terms
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of when you will be called before a hearing. But you will need to come before the
committee. No one at the committee level, either Republican or Democrats, I don’t
believe is going to be yelling at you or casting aspersions on you.

It is my professional judgment as a lawyer, totally apart from the politics of the
matter, that I believe you have relevant testimony to offer. I can assure you that
that judgment is made by me as a lawyer. It would be made by me as a lawyer
whether I was an Independent, a Republican, a Socialist or a Democrat. And be-
cause of that, that is why you are being called. Do you understand that? I am trying
to be as honest with you as I can be. My judgment as a lawyer is that you have
relevant testimony as to offer and you will be called a witness and we regret the
inconvenience.

Are you finished with your questions, Mr. Ballen? I wanted to respond to your
inquiry to me directly.

Mr. BALLEN. You haven’t responded and I would like to know, sir, what is your
basis, when the Democratic Members vote, and the committee voting unanimously
to grant this witness immunity, what is your basis for not informing us and inform-
ing this witness when she is going to be called?

Mr. BENNETT. I will certainly, as soon as that decision——

Mr. BALLEN. Are you saying that you don’t know?

Mr. BENNETT. I don’t know yet. My point is that once I know the decision by the
Chairman, and the Chairman advises me what his decision is about when she
should be called, I will let you know within 2 minutes, either this afternoon or to-
morrow. And I will let Mr. Stevens know immediately. I can’t represent to you the
exact day. I have reason to believe it will be next week, but until that decision is
made by the Chairman, I can’t let you know that. So I can’t respond to you on that.

Mr. BARNETT. We were advised last week that we would begin the hearings on
the 7th, and then the 8th and the 9th would be days when Ms. Foung would testify.
Has there been a change in the plans?

Mr. BENNETT. For the record, not having introduced himself for the record, that
is Mr. Phil Barnett, Minority counsel who has just spoken. That is not a change
in plans now. I believe that is the case, but I need to confirm that. We can probably
confirm that before we leave Mr. Stevens’ office here today. But I am not prepared
to respond directly this minute in terms of the actual day. I have reason to believe
that is correct, but I want to confirm that with the Chairman.

Mr. STEVENS. May I suggest that we finish with the questioning of Ms. Foung so
she can get back to work? She was planning to get back to work. Her place of em-
ployment is waiting for her. And then we can continue this illuminating discus-
sion—

Mr. BALLEN. I have no further questions.

Mr. BENNETT. I am just responding to a direct——

Mr. STEVENS. I appreciate that. I know you need to state your intentions.

Mr. BENNETT. I've not had a lawyer direct an inquiry to me like that on the
record, so I want to make sure that the record is clear back in terms of that direct
question of me.

Mr. STEVENS. I think it is wonderful that I don’t have to go watch C—SPAN to
hear these kinds of arguments.

Mr. BENNETT. Hopefully you will see lawyers conduct themselves as lawyers, and
not on political side.

Mr. STEVENS. I appreciate that.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. And a quick question to you, Ms. Foung. I'm frankly surprised, you're
not aware then of your brother’s interview with NBC News?

Answer. No.

Question. Did you see the broadcast with Tom Brokaw?

Answer. No, I wish——

Question. I assumed you had seen that. Perhaps someone could get a tape of that
for you and you could see it and see the manner in which he presented himself to
the American public in terms of his response.

Do you know when your brother might be coming back from China, Ms. Foung?

Mr. BALLEN. Objection. You're assuming she knows where he is.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. You can answer the question.

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. Has your brother indicated to you, in light of his comment to Tom
Brokaw of NBC News that, quote, “They’ll never find me,” end of quote, and his
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intention to stay in China, do you know whether—has he ever made that represen-
tation to you or your mother that he does not intend to come back to this country?
Answer. No.
Mr. BENNETT. I have no further questions.
Do you have any further questions, Mr. Ballen?
Mr. BALLEN. No, I do not.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BENNETT:

Question. Ms. Foung, you have a right, obviously, to review this transcript. We
will see that we get a transcript to you as quickly as possible, and as I advised you
at the start, you will have an opportunity to review the transcript with Mr. Stevens,
and if there are any errors in transcription or what have you, we will make sure
that you are given an opportunity to do that. And I thank you very much for your
patience here today.

Mr. BALLEN. Did you have something you wanted to say?

Mr. STEVENS. Off the record for a second.

[Discussion off the record.]

Mr. BENNETT. I don’t want counsel to think I knew all the detail. We should note
on the record that any reference to Ms. Foung’s employer should be deleted and just
reference to “her employer.” It need not name her specific employer and all such
geferences shall be stricken, and I assume the court reporter will see that that is

one.

Mr. STEVENS. Thank you very much. I appreciate that.

[Whereupon, at 12:20 p.m., the deposition was concluded.]

[The exhibits referred to follow:]
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Statement Date
Aug 1, 1997

1-800-222-0300

Pege

=2
=T

ATAT Monthly Charges

*Taxes sad Surcharges
iption

Amour

Descrip
Tax: Fed

CHCF-A, " THCF-B

TA Relay Service and Communicattons Devices fund

Univ Lifeline Tele Sefv Sur

1.
2.
3.
4. California Teleconnect Fund
S.
8.

Tax: 911

olllo'olLlin

AT&T True Reach (SM)

Charges in the Amount column are informational.

+Eligible Calls
Date Time ta. r Called Type Rate Minutss
7. _JunZ5 " 5:54pm Direc Ev
8. _Jun S7pm Direc Ev 1
9. _Jun :05pm Direc Ev 2
10. “Jund7_10:37pm Direc Eve 3
11, “Jund® 50sm Direc Night L]
12. JunZg TI0pm irect__ Night T
13. _Jun30 44pm Dire Eve 5
14. " Jun3d 02pm Dire Ev: 3
18, _RlF 777 :06'E m Dire v
16. _Ju 31pm Direc v
17. "Ju A1pm Direc Vi
18. "Iy S5pm Direc v
18. “Ju -48pm Dire: 2 2
20. _Ju S0pm - Direct_Day
21, TJUT3__ &51pm WASHINGIUNDC 202 863-7110 _ Direct__ Day 2
22. ui 20pm Dira Eve 3
23. _Jul 04pm Dire Night
24. _Jui L17am Dire ight 3
25. " Ju pm Cire ‘Night
26. _Jul e 4pm ire ight 4
27. _Jul' 8 S4pm e Nigﬁ 2
28. _Jul' 7 17pm ire ve
29. " 7 _Ti8pm ire ve
30. _Jul 7 :02pm ire Eve
31. _JuIT T%:3%m 2 327! tre ay
32. " JaIT3 02pm ite ight
33. _Jul1d :42am 2 Yy 2
34. _Jullid 1 e
35. _JulTd ;20pm o Y 4
36. Jull g oct Y.
37. _Julld : Dite Y
38.  Julf6 10%8am Tre Dsy 2
39. _Jul3l 38pm Tire Eve 3
40. " Jul23 347pm Dire ay

See Summary for actual charges.
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EXECUTIVE SESSION

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND OVERSIGHT,
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC.

DEPOSITION OF: JOSEPH RAYMOND LANDON, JR.
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 1997

The deposition in the above matter was held in the offices of Charles J. Stevens,
Esq., 400 Capitol Mall, Suite 1450, Sacramento, California, commencing at 1:20 p.m.

Appearances:

Staff Present for the Government Reform and Oversight Committee: James C.
Wilson, senior investigative counsel; Richard D. Bennett, special counsel; Charles F.
Little, investigator; Kenneth Ballen, minority chief investigative counsel; Phil
Barnett, minority chief counsel; and Christopher Lu, minority counsel.

For JOSEPH RAYMOND LANDON, JR.:

CHARLES J. STEVENS, ESQ.
Stevens & O’Connell

400 Capitol Mall, Suite 1450
Sacramento, California 95814

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Landon, good morning. On behalf of the members of the Com-
mittee on Government Reform and Oversight, I thank you very much for coming
here today.

This proceeding is known as a deposition. The person transcribing the proceeding
is a House reporter and notary public, and I'll now request that he place you under
oath.

THEREUPON, JOSEPH RAYMOND LANDON, JR., a witness, was called for exam-
ination, and after having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as fol-
lows:

Mr. WILSON. I'd like to note for the record those who are present at the beginning
of this deposition. My name is James Wilson. I'm the designated Majority counsel.
Appearing with me today are Mr. Richard Bennett and Mr. Chuck Little.

Mr. Landon is represented by Mr. Charles Stevens, and appearing on behalf of
the Minority are Ken Ballen and Christopher Lu.

Although this proceeding is being held in a somewhat informal atmosphere, be-
cause you have been placed under oath, your testimony here today has the same
force and effect as if you were testifying before the committee or in a courtroom.

If T ask you about conversations you have had in the past, and you are unable
to recall the exact words, you may state that you are unable to recall the exact
words, but then please give me the gist or substance of that conversation to the best
of your recollection. If you recall only part of a conversation or only part of an event,
please give me your best recollection of either the conversation or the event.

If T ask you whether you have any information about a particular subject, and
you have overheard conversations about that subject or have seen correspondence
or documents about that subject, please tell me that you do have such information
and tell me the source from which you derived such information.

Before I begin questioning, I want to give you some background on the investiga-
tion and your appearance here.

Pursuant to its authority under House Rules X and XI of the House of Represent-
atives, the committee is engaged in a wide-ranging review of possible political fund-
raising improprieties and possible violations of law. Pages 2 through 4 of House Re-
port 105-139 summarize the investigation as of June 19, 1997, and describe new
matters which have arisen in the course of this investigation. Also, pages 4 through
11 of the report explain the background of the investigation. All questions related
either directly or indirectly to these issues, or questions which have the tendency
to make the existence of any pertinent fact more or less probable are proper.

The committee has been granted specific authorization to conduct this deposition
pursuant to House Resolution 167, which passed the full House of Representatives
on June 20, 1997. The committee Rule 20 outlines the ground rules for this deposi-
tion.

The Majority and Minority counsels will ask you questions about the subject mat-
ter of this investigation. Majority counsel will ask questions first, and then when
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we are finished, Minority counsel will follow and ask whatever questions they have
to ask at that time. After they have finished, a new round of questioning may begin.

Pursuant to the committee’s rules, you are allowed to have an attorney present,
and as we mentioned at the beginning, you are accompanied today by Mr. Charles
Stevens.

Any objections raised during the course of the deposition shall be stated for the
record. If the witness is instructed not to answer a question, or otherwise refuses
to answer a question, the Majority and Minority counsel will confer to determine
whether the objection is proper. If the Majority and Minority counsels agree that
the question is proper, the witness will be asked to answer the question. If an objec-
tion is not withdrawn, the Chairman or a Member designated by the Chairman may
decide whether the objection is proper.

This deposition is considered as taken in executive session of the committee,
which means that it may not be made public without the consent of the committee
pursuant to clause 2(k)(7) of House Rule XI. You are asked to abide by the rules
of the House and not discuss with anyone other than your attorney this deposition
and the issues and questions raised during this proceeding.

Finally, no later than 5 days after your testimony is transcribed and you have
been notified that your testimony is available, you may submit suggested changes
to the Chairman. Practically speaking, the transcripts will be turned around very
quickly. I imagine we will be able to Federal Express a copy of the transcript to
Mr. Stevens within a day or two, and you will have an opportunity to review the
deposition to ensure that the statements you made are correct.

The committee staff may make any typographical or technical changes requested
by you. Substantive changes or modifications, clarifications or amendments to the
deposition transcript submitted by you must be accompanied by a letter requesting
the changes and a statement of your reasons for the proposed changes. A letter re-
questing substantive changes or modifications must be signed by you. Any sub-
stantive changes, modifications clarifications or amendments will be included as an
appendix to the transcript of the deposition conditioned upon your signing of the
transcript.

Do you understand everything we have gone over so far?

The WITNESS. Good enough.

Mr. WILSON. Are there any other statements or observations to be made?

Mr. BALLEN. Yes, I do have a brief statement. Thank you very much.

Mr. Landon, on behalf of the Democratic Members of the committee, I want to
thank you for being here today. I represent the Democratic Members of the Com-
mittee on Government Reform and Oversight.

As you may know, every committee in the Congress is represented by two parties,
the Democratic Party and the Republican Party, and the Republican Party is in the
Majority and in control of the committee in terms of deciding what witnesses to call
and what hearings to have. And Mr. Wilson and Mr. Bennett represent the Repub-
lican Majority.

I do not represent either the Democratic National Committee or the current ad-
ministration, but simply Democrat Members of the House who sit on our committee.
Some of them you might be familiar with are from California. Our Ranking Member
is Mr. Waxman from Los Angeles. We have other Members from this area, Gary
Condit and Mr. Tom Lantos from the Bay Area.

We want to take this opportunity at the outset to apologize because we know this
has been an inconvenience on your time and your life.

I don’t know what, if anything, you have been informed, but certainly if you have
any questions, what the nature of any proceedings might be if you have to come
back to Washington in terms of testifying in a committee room with some 40-odd
Members of Congress, and possibly television cameras or reporters or things along
those lines, so if you have any questions in that regard, we would be happy to help,
and certainly from our point of view, we will try to make this process as painless
and as simple as possible in terms of what is in our control.

The WITNESS. Okay.

Mr. WiLsON. I will be asking you questions concerning the subject matter of this
investigation.

Do you understand?

The WITNESS. Yes.

Mr. WILSON. If you don’t understand a question, please say so, and I will repeat
it or rephrase it so that you do understand the question.

Do you understand that you should tell me if you don’t understand my question?

The WITNESS. Okay.
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Mr. WILSON. The reporter will be taking down everything that we say and will
make a written record of the deposition, and I'd ask to you give verbal and audible
answers so that the reporter can adequately transcribe all that takes place today.

The WITNESS. Okay.

Mr. WILSON. If you can’t hear me, please say so, and I will repeat the question
or have the court reporter read the question back to you.

Do you understand that?

The WITNESS. Yes.

Mr. WILSON. Please wait until I finish each question before answering, and T'll
try to wait until you finish your answer before I ask the next question.

Do you understand that this will help the reporter make a clear record of the
questions and answers today?

The WITNESS. Yes, sir.

Mr. WILSON. Your testimony is being taken under oath as if we were in court,
and if you answer a question, it will be assumed that you understood the question
and the answer was intended to be responsive to it.

Do you understand that?

The WITNESS. Yes.

Mr. WILSON. And it’s my understanding that you are here voluntarily today; is
that correct?

The WITNESS. That’s correct.

Mr. WILSON. Do you have any questions about this deposition before we begin the
substantive portion of the proceedings?

The WITNESS. Nope.

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON:

ngstion. Just to begin, I'd like to ask you a few background questions for the
record.

Could you please state your full name and spell it for the record?

Answer. Joseph Raymond Landon, Jr.

Question. And what was your birthdate?

Answer. 3/27/49.

Question. And if you could, give me a brief explanation of your employment his-
tory from the time of secondary school until the present—high school until the
present.

Answer. Out of high school I worked for a couple of electrical companies. Then
I went down to the Navy, talked to the recruiter. And just so happens that the
Army sent me a draft notice, and the next day I was supposed to go to the Navy,
so I spent 20 years in the military; 20 years and 3 months. After the military I
worked two technical jobs on the outside. I retired in ’89.

Question. You retired from the military in 1989?

Answer. Correct.

Question. And where did you live when you were working with the military?

Answer. After boot camp I was stationed in Georgia, Rhode Island; spent a few
years in Antarctica. I was on the USS Midway, the Coral Sea, the USS California.
I wgs stationed in Mare Island for a few years, I taught there, and I got out in Ala-
meda.

Question. And Alameda was your final posting?

Answer. It was final. I was on the USS California there.

Question. And after you retired in 1989, where did you work up until the present?

Answer. I worked for George Martin Engineering Company, Mar Wais Steel, Cur-
rent Affairs Electric. I had a bunch of temporary jobs, small jobs, and I'm currently
with [Employer’s Name].

Mr. STEVENS. Do we have the same stipulations?

Mr. WILSON. Yes, if we could go off the record for a moment.

[Discussion off the record.]

Mr. WILSON. We just had a conversation about Mr. Landon’s employment, and it’s
agreed by all present that his employer will not appear in the transcript of this dep-
osition if possible. Please insert “his employer” if that subject does come up again.

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON:

Question. Now, from 1989 to the present, where did you live in the different posi-
tions you have had?

Answer. 89 to present? Up to ’89, I was in the barracks. Then I lived in Vallejo
from 1986 to present. I've also lived with Ms. Foung in Cordelia.

Question. When did you first meet Ms. Foung?

Answer. I think it was ’94.
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Question. Okay. Prior to 1996, had you ever made any political contributions?

Answer. No. I think it’s only a dollar or whatever on the 1040.

Question. Had you ever participated in any political activities or political cam-
paigns?

Answer. No. I don’t talk good enough for that.

Mr. WILSON. I'm providing the witness with a document which has been marked
Exhibit JL-1.

[Landon Deposition Exhibit No. JL-1 was marked for identification.]

[Note.—All exhibits referred to may be found at end of deposition
on p. 89.]

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON:

Question. And if you would take just a moment to review this. Let me just explain
what it is. It is a one-page copy of a check, and then at the bottom of the page there
is what is headed “Check Tracking Form,” and it is a document that was provided
to this committee by the Democratic National Committee, and it represents some
background information on the check and the contribution that appears to be made
by Mr. Landon.

Bearing in mind it’s very difficult to see this check, do you recall writing a check
to the DNC on February 19, 1996?

Answer. Yes, sir.

Question. Just if you could, give me the general background to why you came to
write this check to the DNC in February of 1996.

Answer. Ms. Foung asked if I would. I did it as a favor to her.

Question. And beyond that, were you aware at the time of why she asked you to
write this check?

Answer. No, sir, at the time I didn’t even know what the DNC was.

Question. Have you had any subsequent conversations, any conversations since
you wrote this check, about why she asked you to write the check to the DNC?

Answer. She said it was for a function in Washington for someone overseas. I as-
sumed at the time it was her brother, but I wasn’t positive.

Question. Did she mention to you around the time that you wrote this check that
it had something to do with her brother?

Answer. No.

Question. Did you have an understanding, did you know whether or not in Feb-
ruary of 1996 that you would be reimbursed for this check?

Answer. She told me I would be.

Question. And what did she tell you?

Answer. Well, she said if I write, I could be reimbursed within a couple of days.

Question. Do you recall whether she gave you any explanation about why you
would be writing a check and you would be reimbursed a few days later?

Answer. No.

Question. Did you ask her any questions about why she wanted you to write the
check and then you would be reimbursed right afterwards?

Answer. No, I figured that was her business.

Question. Now, once you wrote this check, if you could, again, just give me a de-
scription how you were reimbursed for the check that you had written.

Answer. It was two $5,000 checks and $2,500.

Question. Actually T'll show you in a moment some checks just to help us walk
through this process, but before you actually got the checks, or before you were, in
fact, paid back, were there any conversations during which you discussed how you
were going to be reimbursed?

Answer. How?

Question. Yes.

Answer. No, she just told me I would be.

Question. So it’s fair to say she told you you would be reimbursed if you wrote
the check, and you expected that to happen?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Apart from Ms. Foung making the request for you to write this check,
do you remember any other names that came up at the time? Did she describe any-
thing else about this check or this contribution beyond what you have told us so
far?

Answer. No, she just said it’s something to do with the Democrats, because I
asked her what the DNC was. I didn’t know. And she said it’s just something to
do with the Democrats.
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Question. Do you know whether she had had any conversations with anybody af-
filiated with the DNC——

Answer. No.

Question [continuing]. Before that?

Answer. No.

Mr. WILSON. I'm giving Mr. Landon a document which has been marked JL—2 for
the record. It is a copy of two cashier’s checks from the Amerasia Bank. And if you
could take just a moment to review that.

[Landon Deposition Exhibit No. JL-2 was marked for identification.]

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON:

Question. Do you remember how you received these checks?

Answer. They were given to me by Ms. Foung.

Question. Do you know how she got the checks?

Answer. No.

Question. Did she tell you at any time whether it was by mail or delivery or any-
thing about how she got the checks?

Answer. No, she just gave me the checks.

Question. Now, when she gave you these checks, you had previously written a
check for $12,500, and the two checks that have your name on them are for a total
of $10,000, two $5,000 checks. Did you have any discussions with her about the bal-
ance of your contribution? What was your understanding of how you would get paid
the balance of the contribution you had made?

Answer. She gave me the difference. There was two $5,000 checks, and then
$2,500 she gave me.

Question. And how did she give you that?

Answer. I think it was a check, her personal check.

Question. Had you had any discussions about the reimbursement or the cir-
cumstances of the reimbursement before she got the checks and gave you the two
$5,000? Actually what I'm trying to find out is did the $2,500 come to you about
the same time as these two $5,000 checks?

Answer. Yeah. She handed me those two and I'm pretty sure a personal check
for $2,500 all about the same time.

Question. So you were—just going back over what we’ve looked at, you wrote a
check on February 19 of 1996, and you received a check from Amerasia Bank on
February 22nd of 1996. So you were reimbursed right after the time that you wrote
the check originally?

Answer. Yes, just a couple of days.

Question. Speaking about or just turning your attention to that same time period,
did you know whether Ms. Foung also made a contribution to the DNC?

Answer. I think she did.

Question. And did you have any discussions with her about whether she was mak-
ing a contribution to the DNC?

Answer. If she was?

Question. Making a contribution in February of 1996?

Answer. No, no.

Question. Did you know that she also wrote a $12,500 check to the DNC?

Answer. She told me that she did.

Question. Did she tell you that at same time that she was asking to you write
your check?

Answer. She might have. I don’t remember for sure.

Question. Do you remember when you first knew that she was going to be making
a contribution in the same amount that you were making the contribution?

Answer. She didn’t tell me what amount, if any, she was going to write it for.

Question. But it’s fair to say you knew that approximately the same time that you
were writing your check that she was going to be doing the same thing?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And was it your understanding that she was also going to be reim-
bursed for the check that she wrote?

Answer. That I don’t know.

Question. 1 won’t spend too much longer on this, but you wrote a check for
$12,500, and you had the understanding that you would be reimbursed. Did you
have—do you recall when you first, if you ever did, have a conversation with her
when you found out that she was going to get paid back for her contribution?

Answer. My only concern was covering my check. She said, yes, that she was to
get reimbursed.
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Question. Do you know whether she had—I mean, do you know whether she had
concerns about covering the check that she wrote?

Answer. That I don’t know.

Question. When you wrote your check on February 19 of 1996, was there enough
money in your bank account to cover the $12,500 check?

Answer. No, there wasn’t.

Question. Did you have any conversations with her about there not being enough
money in your bank account to cover the $12,500 check?

Answer. I told her that I didn’t, but she said just there’s a time period in there,
and they just wanted to write the check just so it would be at a Washington func-
tion, and it would be reimbursed before the check was cashed.

Question. Did she tell you then that your check would be held for a period of a
few days?

Answer. That I don’t know—well, she figured there would probably be a few days
before it was cashed, so I shouldn’t have any problem covering the check.

Question. How—do you know how your check was forwarded on to the DNC? Was
it sent by mail or Federal Express or?

Answer. I don’t know.

Qu{)estion. Do you know whether somebody picked it up or somebody did not pick
it up?

Answer. I have no idea.

Question. Have you ever met an individual named Antonio Pan? The last name
is spelled P-A-N?

Answer. No.

Question. In February of 1996, apart from your conversations with Ms. Foung
about you writing the check, had you had any conversations with anybody about
making a contribution to the DNC?

Answer. No.

Question. Later in the year, in August of 1996, Ms. Foung made a second con-
tribution, a second contribution for her, to the DNC, and it was for an amount of
$10,000. Did you have any conversations with Ms. Foung about the second contribu-
tion that she made to the DNC?

Answer. No.

Question. Did you know that she made a second contribution to the DNC?

Answer. No.

Question. Between February and August of 1996—actually let me make that a lit-
tle bit less broad.

After you had written your check for $12,500, and after you had been reimbursed,
did you{)have any other conversations with Ms. Foung about that check, about that
process?

Answer. No. I didn’t care.

Question. Well, come to the present, actually. Let’s take it right to the present
then. When did you first become aware that there might be an issue about the
whole process of you writing the check and then you getting reimbursed for the
check?

Answer. I think it was the newspaper or something said that they were returning
checks to certain people. I'm pretty sure it was the newspaper. I read it in the news-
paper.

Question. Something that you saw in the newspaper?

Answer. Yeah.

Question. And do you recall approximately when that might have been? Not the
day, but the month is fine.

Answer. End of ’96. Yeah, somewhere around the end of ’96.

Question. Did you ever—before you saw something in the newspaper, did you ever
gﬁt zil{n})r telephone calls, or did anybody ever make any inquiry of you about these
checks?

Answer. Somebody called me at work. They said they were from the Washington
newspaper. I don’t know if it was the Post, the Times, or something.

Question. And when was that?

Answer. About February of this year.

Question. Do you remember whether they told you their name?

Answer. They told me the name, but I'm not sure. I could only guess right now.
I think it was an Asian name, but I'm not sure who it was.

Question. At the time when they called you on the phone, did you make any notes,
or did you write anything down?

Answer. No, they left it on one of those memo pads and asked if I'd call an 800
number somewhere back in Washington.
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Question. I'll return in a minute to maybe some other contacts, but have you ever
had any discussions with Ms. Foung about any other political contributions that she
might have made?

Answer. No.

Question. I should simplify that question and actually make it easy for everybody
to understand. Do you know whether she made any other political contributions
apart from—I just mentioned two. She made one in February and she made one in
August. Do you know of her ever having made any other political contributions?

Answer. No, she didn’t mention anything.

Question. Has she ever mentioned contributions to Senator Tom Daschle?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever heard her mention that name before?

Answer. I have no idea who he is.

Question. Going back into 1996, and I think I've asked you this, so bear with me
if I have asked in this form, but did you get any calls or contacts at all in 1996
about the check that you wrote to the DNC?

Answer. Nothing.

Question. Do you know whether Ms. Foung got any telephone calls or letters or
any inquiry of any sort about the contributions that she had made to the DNC?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever met any of Ms. Foung’s relatives?

Answer. Her mother and her brother. I met him twice. Twice—maybe three times,
but I know of twice.

Question. And when and where did you meet? When you say “her brother,” you
are referring to Yah Lin Trie, who is known as Charlie Trie?

Answer. Yeah.

Question. When did you meet him, and where did you meet him?

Answer. He came by her home Christmas one year. I can’t remember what—I'm
not sure if it was this year. I know when he was there, I had to work, so I'm not
sure if it was ’95 or ’96. And the other time is he flew into San Francisco, and we
went down there. I think it was in ’95. Might have been ’94.

Question. And do you know why he flew into San Francisco?

Answer. No.

Question. How long did you spend with him on that occasion?

Answer. In San Francisco?

Question. Yes.

Answer. There were—he had some people with him, but she didn’t talk to him
too much. I mean, what they talked about, I have no idea.

Mr. STEVENS. He just asked you approximately how much time you spent with
Charlie on that visit.

The WITNESS. Oh, with Charlie? Two minutes.

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON:

Question. And where was it that you met Mr. Trie and the people that were with
Mr. Trie?

Answer. It was a hotel in San Francisco. Which one, I don’t remember.

Question. Apart from meeting at the hotel, did you do anything with them at that
time?

Answer. We drove around; the beach, Golden Gate Park.

Question. Was this—I don’t want to put words in your mouth, but was it a sight-
seeing type of visit?

Answer. Yeah.

Question. Were they there for business as far as you knew?

Answer. No.

Question. And who all ended up driving around?

Answer. I drove.

Question. So you drove. Who else was in the car?

Answer. A few other people. Ms. Foung and some other people.

Question. And one of them was Mr. Trie, Charlie Trie?

Answer. No, he wasn’t in that car.

Question. Do you remember the names of any of the people that were in the car?

Answer. I have no idea.

Question. Where was Mr. Trie?

Answer. He stayed at the hotel. Yeah, he stayed at the hotel. We just drove
around to different—I think it was Golden Gate Park and the beach.

Qﬁt?estion. Do you remember the relationship of Mr. Trie to the people that he was
with?
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Answer. No.

Question. You mentioned that you have met Ms. Foung’s mother on one occasion.
Where was that?

Answer. She’s come to visit a couple of different times. She came Christmas one
year, and she came to her home last year sometime.

L.Q{)uestion. Have you ever met Ms. Trie’s—or Ms. Foung’s sister whose name is Dai
in?

Answer. Once. Yeah, I’'m sure once.

Question. Where was that?

Answer. I met her in—I met her in Las Vegas. We were going to make a trip over
there, and she said he would be there.

Question. And was she there by herself, or did she have family members with her?

Answer. I think her mother was with her. Yeah, her mother was with her.

Question. Was her husband with her at that time?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever met Ms. Outlaw’s, Ms. Dai Lin Outlaw’s, children?

Answer. Not that I know of, no.

Question. Do you know whether Ms. Foung has ever attended any political events,
fund-raisers or events that could be described as political gatherings?

Answer. Yeah. There was a place, Oakland, Hillsborough around here close. 96,
the first part of ’96. The President was at somebody’s home. She was invited to that.

Question. Who invited her?

Answer. I have no idea.

Question. And how did she go from where she lives to Hillsborough?

Answer. I drove her.

Question. And if you could just provide a little bit of background, where did you
go?

Answer. I wound up in the parking lot with about—I guess about 100 security
people, and a bus came in and drove a bunch of them off.

Question. Do you know where they went?

Answer. Up the street. Don’t know.

. @))uestion. Do you know what the arrangement was? Why you were in the parking
ot?

Answer. I guess you had to have an invite, and I didn’t get one.

Question. I can understand. I've been in some parking lots, too, without invita-
tions.

When you got down to Hillsborough, did Ms. Foung meet with anybody?

Answer. Nobody that I know of.

Question. Do you know whether she was supposed to meet with anybody or talk
to anybody?

Answer. No, I don’t.

Question. Once, just to summarize, it is my understanding that you waited in the
parking lot until the event was over, and she came back to the car, and you drove
back to where you lived; is that correct?

Answer. Correct.

Question. And did she tell you anything about the fund-raiser when you were
driving back or about the event?

Answer. She said the President was there, and she got a bottle of wine with his
name on it. She didn’t mention anything—talking about anything.

Question. Did she tell you whether or not she met the President?

Answer. She said—let me see—I think she said she got to talk to him, but it was
no big deal.

Question. Did she tell you what he said to her?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you know whether he made any comments to her about her brother
Charlie?

Answer. I don’t know.

Question. Now, apart from that one event in Hillsborough in California, do you
know of any other political event that Ms. Foung went to?

Answer. No.

Question. Did she ever discuss with you her brother Charlie and whether he was
appointed to a government commission or not?

Answer. No.

Question. I've got a short list of names, and not to be mysterious here, I'm just
interested in finding out whether you ever met them or you know them. If you do,
then I'll ask you more questions. If you don’t, then I'll move on.

Have you ever met John Huang?

Answer. No.
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Question. On that one name, it’s our understanding that Ms. Foung met Mr.
Huang at the Hillsborough event while in the parking lot. Were you in the car dur-
ing the whole time?

Answer. I stayed in the car. She got out, and she was standing there at the bus.

Question. Have you ever heard of an organization called the CHY Corporation,
which is C-H-Y?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever had any contacts here, made calls yourself or received
calls, from anybody at the Democratic National Committee?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever heard the names David Mercer or Ari Swiller?

Answer. Who?

Question. Ari Swiller?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever visited Ms. Foung’s mother in Arkansas?

Answer. No. I tend to stay away from the east coast.

Question. Those of us from the true east coast, it is a long way from our home.
That eliminated, I'm not going to ask you a lot of questions about people who live
in Arkansas.

Have you ever heard of George Chu, C-H-U?

Answer. No.

Question. He is associated with a company called Da Tung. D-A T-U-N-G. Do you
know of that organization?

Answer. Never heard of it.

Question. Have you ever heard the name Mark Middleton mentioned?

Answer. No.

Question. Do you know whether Ms. Foung ever attended any events with her
brother?

Answer. No. Nope.

Question. Apart from the two times that you mentioned Mr. Trie being in the
same place that you have been, do you know whether Ms. Foung visited Mr. Trie
anywhere outside of California in the last 3 or 4 years?

Answer. I don’t think so. I'm not sure, but I don’t think so.

Question. How often did Mr. Trie call his sister Ms. Foung?

Answer. I can’t say for sure. I don’t know what year it was, but he called one year,
I guess it was around February, but he just wanted to wish her a happy new year.
I answered the phone, told him, she’s in bed, she’s got to work on the graveyard
shift.

Question. So, I mean, if you have to characterize contacts, is it fair to say that
they spoke fairly infrequently?

Answer. Yeah. As far as I know; two, maybe three times a year.

Question. Just turning for a minute to Mr. Trie and his background, did Ms.
Foung ever discuss what her brother was doing from the time you knew her, from
the time you have known her to the present? Did she ever tell what you his job
was or what he was doing to make a living?

Answer. She said he owned a restaurant back in Arkansas, and then he was
international trade or something like that. Something to do with a tool, some kind
of tool.

Question. Did she ever tell you why he got out of the restaurant business?

Answer. No.

Question. And do you know anything about once he got out of the restaurant busi-
ness what he was doing after that time?

Answer. No.

Question. What was—you mentioned the tool a minute ago. What did she tell
about that?

Answer. Something about he was trying to get it made or market it or something
of that—I never really paid too much attention when she talks about it.

Question. On the two occasions that you met him, did he ever tell you what he
was doing?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever—and I'll give you a couple of names of some companies
just because I'm interested whether you know about them or what you know about
them.

b ’tI‘he?Daihatsu International Trading Company, have you ever heard of that name
efore?

Answer. I saw it, I think, on an envelope. I can’t be positive, but I think it was
on an envelope sent to Ms. Foung. I think Charlie wrote her a letter or something.
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Question. Did you have any understanding about what Daihatsu—what it did,
what the company was all about?

Answer. No. When I first saw it, I thought it was from a car dealer or something.

hngstion. A company called San Kin Yip International, have you ever heard of
them?

Answer. No.

Question. America-Asia Trade Center, Incorporated?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever heard of Sanyou Science & Technology?

Answer. No.

Question. Have you ever heard of Premier Advertising?

Answer. No.

Question. Apart from the tool that you were mentioning, do you know anything
more about what that was all about, what Mr. Trie was trying to do with the tool
that you mentioned?

Answer. I don’t know anything else about it. He was trying to get it made or mar-
keted or something to that effect, but I'm not positive.

Question. Did you ever have any conversations with Ms. Foung during which she
talked about how her brother was doing financially?

Answer. No.

a Question. Did she ever make any comments to you about how her brother was
oing——

Answer. No.

Question [continuing]. Financially or otherwise? In his life?

Answer. She doesn’t say too much about him.

Question. Did Mr. Trie, on the occasion you talked to him, did he ever make any
comments about knowing President Clinton?

Answer. No.

Question. Did Ms. Foung ever make any comments to you about her brother
knowing President Clinton?

Answer. She said he knew him from Arkansas when he was in the restaurant
business.

Question. Just sort of casting your mind back to that Hillsborough event, when
you drove down and you were coming back, did Ms. Foung make any comments to
you about anything the President told her about her brother?

Mr. BALLEN. Excuse me; 'm going to object. I mean, I've tried to be patient with
the questioning, but we have at length—this witness has been asked this question
and many similar questions. We got Ms. Foung’s testimony. I mean, counsel’s not
trying to—I don’t understand the purpose of these questions. Is it to trap Ms. Foung
in an inconsistency? Why are we covering the same exact ground about what was
said at the same time, especially multiple times? I guess I am going to enter an
objection.

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Stevens, do you have any objections?

Mr. STEVENS. Well, it strikes me as long as it is a relatively quick in-and-out fol-
low-up, appropriate follow-up, now that he has some material that might refresh the
witness’ recollection as to what may have happened. My guess is the answer is not
going to change, but I am happy to let him do it as long as we are not going to
replow the whole prior event in Hillsborough, and I don’t think we are going to.

Mr. WiLSON. No. In fact, that was my last question, and I don’t know why we
would take up any time discussing it.

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON:

Question. Turning your attention to when your contribution was returned, and I
should ask you first whether your $12,500 contribution was returned. Was it re-
turned?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Did you have, prior to that, any conversations with anybody about
whether they were going to return, somebody was going to return, your money?

Answer. No.

YQue%tion. Did you ever talk to anybody from the accounting firm of Ernst &
oung?

Answer. Not that I can remember. No.

Question. How—when you got your money back, when was the first you realized
that you were going to get your money back?

Answer. It was when the reporter called. And they gave me the 800 number to
call this woman back from The Washington Post or Washington Times. Surprised
me.
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Question. Do you know whether that woman’s name was Sue Schmidt? Does that
ring any bells?

Answer. No.

Question. And what did they tell you?

Answer. They asked me if I knew I was going to get the money back, and I said,
nope.

Question. And then after that, after that exchange, what was the next sort of link
in this chain of you getting your money back? Was there any other communication
with anybody, or was it when you got the money back?

Mr. STEVENS. This may seem like—you refer to it as “his money,” and you're—
it may seem small, but I know from talking to him that he doesn’t view it as his
personal money.

Mr. WILSON. And I am being imprecise there, and I shouldn’t do that.

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON:

Question. Thinking about the $12,500 that was sent to you, when was the next
time that you knew anything about this $12,500?

Answer. I got one of those yellow slips from the post office for certified mail, and
it showed up in an envelope.

Question. And what was in the envelope?

Answer. A check for twelve-five.

Question. Was there any communication in addition—any additional communica-
tion apart from the check? Was it just a check in the envelope?

Answer. Just a check.

Question. And was there any——

Answer. Well, it was a stub at the top.

Question. Right. But was there any indication as to why the check was in the en-
velope and why you were getting this check?

Answer. Not that I can remember.

Question. Did you make any inquiries?

Answer. Nope.

Question. Did anybody—after you got the check, did anybody make any contacts
with you to explain why the DNC—I should ask you that. Who sent you the check?

Answer. I think it was DNC on the envelope.

Question. Do you remember the account that the check was drawn on?

Answer. No.

Question. Did anybody contact you at any time to explain why you received a
check for $12,500?

Answer. Just the reporter.

Question. When you received the check for $12,500, what did you do with it?

Answer. I put it in the bank.

Question. And did you put it in your account?

Answer. Yes.

Question. And what did you do with the money?

Answer. It’s still sitting there. I brought it in the first day I saw Mr. Stevens.
I wanted to know what to do with it, and he said put it back in your account, and
it’s back in the bank.

Question. Do you know whether any of the contributions that Ms. Foung made,
the $12,500 one that was made at the same time that you made yours, and then
there was a later $10,000 one, do you know whether any money was returned to
her?

Answer. I don’t think so.

Question. Do you know whether she has been contacted by anybody at the DNC
or affiliated with the DNC about these two——

Mr. BALLEN. I'm going to object to this line of questioning. The same objection
I had before. We have been over this. And I don’t understand the purpose of ques-
tioning this witness.

Mr. WILSON. Well, I think these are new questions and entirely appropriate.

Mr. Stevens do you have any objections?

Mr. STEVENS. I've leave it to you folks. I'm along for the deposition. I'll leave it
to you two to work out your own objections. I am happy to be viewed as judge, but
I don’t think this has reached the point of oppressing the witness. So I am happy
to let both of you ask as many questions as you would like, until my boredom
threshold kicks in, which is probably not too far away.
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EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON:

Question. Did Ms. Foung have any contacts with anybody about the two checks
that she had contributed to the DNC?

Answer. Did anybody call her?

Question. Yes.

Answer. Not that I know of.

Question. Did she ever mention to you any calls from anybody that she received
about the contributions she had made?

Answer. If anyone contacted her? No.

Question. Did she ever tell you whether she was going to call anybody about the
checks?

Answer. She said she called back to the DNC a few times.

Question. And what happened when she made the calls?

Answer. She didn’t go into too much detail. She just said she’s waiting to contact
somebody else or talk to somebody else about getting the money back, and that was
it.

Question. Did you ever have any discussions with her about why you got money
back and she didn’t get money back?

Answer. I thought it strange, but I didn’t ask any questions.

Question. Did you have any discussions with her about that, though?

Answer. Well, I guess she was curious why I got mine back but she didn’t, and
that’s why she got in touch with the DNC.

Question. And did she tell you at any time what they told her when she had con-
tacts with the DNC?

Answer. No. She just kept calling back.

Question. Do you know whether she was ever told whether she would get her
money back or that she would not get her money back?

Answer. She never said.

Question. Has Ms. Foung been in contact with her brother in 1997?

Answer. I'm not sure. I really don’t know.

Question. Do you know whether after you were first approached by investigators
from this committee, do you know whether Ms. Foung made an attempt to get in
touch with her brother?

Answer. Not that I know of.

Question. Do you know whether she called her mother suggesting—do you know
whether she called her mother and discussed the visit of the investigators or wheth-
er she might or might not have to go to Washington?

Answer. She calls her mother once in a while, but I don’t know what they talk
about.

Mr. WILSON. I don’t have any further questions for now.

Mr. BALLEN. Could we have——

Mr. STEVENS. Want to take a short break?

Mr. BALLEN. Yes, a 5-minute break.

[Brief recess 2:20 p.m. to 2:30 p.m.]

Mr. WILSON. As I stated before, I've finished with my questions. Mr. Ballen, if you
have any questions.

Mr. BALLEN. Thank you, Mr. Wilson.

EXAMINATION BY MR. BALLEN:

Question. 1 just want to take this opportunity again to thank you for coming here,
Mr. Landon. I’d just like to ask you two questions if I might.

Has this whole process been a burden on you, sir?

Answer. Well, it’s not something I'd want to do every day.

Question. Why is that?

Answer. Well, I guess I'm not the most sociable person. I'd rather be alone.

bQ)uestion. Do you have any concern about your job and missing time from your
job?
Answer. Well, whenever I'm away, I'm not making money. But I had a job when
I came to this one. I'll probably have a different one before I retire. So I guess the
military gets you used to the idea that you need to work here; next week we’ll find
some other place for to you go. And I'm used to traveling around.

Question. Is there any danger of you losing your job by missing it?

Answer. No, 'm a good worker.

Question. So you're not in fear of that?

Answer. No, even when I worked unions, they didn’t want my name to come up
on the list for me to leave.
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Question. Let me ask you this. What’s your impression of this whole process, as
a citizen?

Answer. It’s politics. I try to stay away from it.

Question. I understand, sir.

Answer. Every 4 or 6 years I'll vote for somebody, and if he does a good job, I'll
vote for him again.

Question. Thank you very much. I have nothing further.

Mr. WILSON. I have nothing further apart from thanking you very much for being
here today.

[Whereupon, at 2:31 p.m., the deposition was concluded.]

[The exhibits referred to follow:]
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Mr. BENNETT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. For the record, Ms.
Foung and Mr. Landon, you're accompanied here today, are you
not, by your attorney here in Washington, Mr. Sedwick Sollers; is
that correct?

Ms. FOuNG. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. And do you have the microphones turned on in
front of you?

Mr. BURTON. Ms. Foung, can you pull the microphone pretty
close, because it does not pick up your voice unless it’s fairly close
to your mouth?

And you, too, Mr. Landon.

Mr. BENNETT. Is that correct, Ms. Foung?

Ms. FouNG. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. OK.

And Mr. Landon, Mr. Sollers is also representing you?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. At any time, if you have any questions, do not
hesitate to ask your counsel for advice.

Mr. Sollers, it’s nice to see you here.

Mr. SOLLERS. Thank you, Mr. Bennett.

Mr. BENNETT. I want to thank you very much for being here
today. As you’ll recall, I met you both for the first time, I think,
last week and had the opportunity to take your depositions in Sac-
ramento, CA, along with Mr. Kenneth Ballen, the minority counsel,;
and I believe Mr. Phil Barnett, also minority counsel, was present.

I appreciate your—and for the record, Mr. Jim Wilson of our staff
was also there.

I appreciate your being here today. As you know, we have asked
that you appear before this committee today to discuss contribu-
tions which both of you made to the Democratic National Com-
mittee; and then a second contribution, Ms. Foung, which you
made to the Presidential re-election campaign of President Clinton.

Let me begin by asking both of you, I believe that this is, in fact,
the second time you’ve been here in Washington in the past week;
is that correct?

Ms. FOUNG. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. And I believe that you also agreed to appear and
were cooperative with a Federal grand jury and appeared before a
Federal grand jury last Friday here in Washington; is that correct?

Ms. FOuNG. That’s correct.

Mr. LANDON. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. Is that correct, Mr. Landon?

Mr. LANDON. Correct.

Mr. BENNETT. And that was at the request of the task force of
the Department of Justice looking into campaign fund-raising vio-
lations; is that correct?

Ms. FOuNG. That’s correct.

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. Ms. Foung, you are in fact the sister of Yah Lin
Trie, also known as Charlie Trie?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And, Mr. Landon, you have indicated that you pre-
viously have met Mr. Trie and that you may have met him on two
or three occasions; is that correct?
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Mr. LANDON. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. Ms. Foung, when was the last time that you saw
your brother?

Ms. FOUNG. I believe it was Christmas of 1995.

Mr. BENNETT. And that would be the last time that you met with
him in any fashion?

Ms. FOUNG. I—the best I can remember, yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And, Mr. Landon, when was the last time that you
saw Mr. Charlie Trie?

Mr. LANDON. It was the same Christmas, 1995.

Mr. BENNETT. And have you spoken with Mr. Trie since that
time?

Mr. LANDON. He called, I think it was January, February of this
year to wish his sister Happy New Year.

Mr. BENNETT. And let me ask you one thing, Ms. Foung. When
was the last time that you would have spoken with your brother,
Charlie Trie?

Ms. FOUNG. I would say it was late August or early September.

Mr. BENNETT. Of this year?

Ms. FOUNG. Of this year.

Mr. BENNETT. And was it in connection with your being called
before this committee?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. I believe there may be some followup questions
with reference to that, but let me ask you this, do you know where
your brother was when he called you within the last 3 weeks?

Ms. FOUNG. I was under the impression it was at Taiwan, he was
in Taiwan.

Mr. BENNETT. And did you make an effort to make contact with
your brother?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And exactly how did you go about making contact?
Because there are a few people trying to make contact with him,
that’s why I'm asking.

Ms. FOUNG. I asked my mother if my brother ever call her, give
him the message I would like for him to call me.

Mr. BENNETT. I believe your brother was at one time interviewed
on NBC News and there are a few people in this room who may
want to know, if he would return the phone calls if they’re con-
tacted. Do you have any reason to believe he might be willing to
return their phone calls?

Ms. FOUNG. I don’t know.

Mr. BENNETT. OK. Do you know whether or not your brother has
any intentions of returning voluntarily to this country? Have you
talked with him about that?

Ms. FOUNG. I try to remember the conversation.

Mr. BENNETT. Take your time.

Ms. FOUNG. I mentioned it to him, that the investigator from the
committee mentioned to me that, because of statute of limitation
or something, he should be back here in a couple years. I men-
tioned that to him. But I don’t think he responded to that.

Mr. BENNETT. He had no response to your discussion about a
statute of limitations?

Ms. Foung. No.
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Mr. BENNETT. And to your knowledge, does he intend to come
back to this country within the next few years?

Ms. FouNG. I'm sure he would like to. But the past few years,
he has been overseas the majority of his time and on a regular
basis. So it would all depend on where his business is.

Mr. BENNETT. And with respect to his activities abroad of the
last few years, that would have been true even during the election
year 1996, that he was generally abroad most of the time?

Ms. FOUNG. That’s the way I understood.

Mr. BENNETT. How often would he have been in the country dur-
ing 1996 to your knowledge?

Ms. FOUNG. I don’t know his schedule at all. The only time I will
know is if he call me and left a message on my machine, if he is
passing through San Francisco. The majority of time, he call me
from overseas.

Mr. BENNETT. All right. Directing your attention to February
1996, or in fact, let’s go back prior to February 1996. Before you
made any contributions about which we’ll discuss today, Ms.
Foung, had you, to your knowledge, ever made any contributions
to any candidates or any political campaigns prior to February
1996?

Ms. FounG. Not that I'm aware—I can’t remember.

Mr. BENNETT. And were you politically active?

Ms. FOUNG. No, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Landon, had you, again, prior to February
1996, had you ever made any political contributions to any can-
didate at that time or campaign prior to February 1996?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. And are you politically active?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. In fact, Ms. Foung, I believe that last week when
I took your deposition in California, you indicated to me that you
have at least, as of last week, never seen the tape of your brother
being interviewed by Tom Brokaw of NBC News; is that correct?

Ms. FOUNG. That is correct.

Mr. BENNETT. Have you still not seen that tape?

Ms. FOUNG. No. I don’t know how to get it.

Mr. BENNETT. I think NBC might be able to accommodate you
if you would like, Ms. Foung.

Directing your attention to the time period of February 1996, I
believe there came a point in time when both of you prepared
checks made payable to the Democratic National Committee; is
that correct?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Landon.

Mr. LANDON. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. What were the circumstances causing both of you
to write checks to the Democratic National Committee? Ms. Foung,
I'll ask you first.

Ms. FOUNG. My brother called me.

Mr. BENNETT. If you can speak up a little bit into the micro-
phone, I'm sorry.

Ms. FOUNG. My brother called me, asked if I would advance a
check to a certain place at a time. I wasn’t familiar, it was DNC.
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Mr. BENNETT. And it was the DNC. And what was the purpose
of the check for in February 1996? Did your brother tell you that?

Ms. FOUNG. Not really.

Mr. BENNETT. And Mr. Landon, in connection with that same
phone call to Ms. Foung, you were, in fact, asked also to prepare
a check to the Democratic National Committee; is that correct?

Mr. LANDON. Yes. Ms. Foung asked me.

Mr. BENNETT. Ms. Foung asked you. I'm now asking if we can
have exhibit 68 on the screen, please?

And Mr. Chairman, for the record, minority counsel has seen
these exhibits and I believe we have an agreement with respect to
the presentation of these exhibits here.

Showing you first, Ms. Foung exhibit 68, looking at that exhibit,
in fact, I gather you have a TV monitor in front of you. Can you
see that? Mr. Sollers can your clients see that check on the screen?

Mr. SOLLERS. Yes, they can, Mr. Bennett.

[Exhibit 68 follows:]
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Mr. BENNETT. Looking at that exhibit, in fact, that was a check
which was drawn on your bank account, is it not, Ms. Foung, made
payable to the Democratic National Committee?

Ms. FOUNG. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. And that is, in fact, your signature on the check
on the lower right-hand corner?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And I ask that exhibit 69 be—and that, I'm sorry,
68, that’s in the amount of $12,500, correct?

Ms. FOuNG. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. And was it your understanding that you were
going to be reimbursed for this payment?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And did your brother indicate that he would see
that you were immediately reimbursed?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And Mr. Landon, we’ll now ask that exhibit 69 be
placed on the screen.

And again, that is a check dated February 15, 1996. And I think
the bottom half of that exhibit for the record, Mr. Chairman, re-
flects the DNC tracking slip in conjunction with that check. And
Mr. Landon, that was drawn on your bank account in the amount
of $12,500, as well; is that correct?

[Exhibit 69 follows:]
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Mr. LANDON. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. And that is your signature on the check?

Mr. LANDON. Can it get a little closer? I think it is.

Mr. BENNETT. We'll try.

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. Now, as to both of you preparing these checks, Mr.
Landon, did you, yourself, speak with Charlie Trie when he asked
his sister to prepare these checks?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. So you did so basically at the instruction of Ms.
Foung?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. Did either of you at the time when you wrote
these checks in the amount of, total amount of $25,000, did you re-
spectively have that kind of money in your bank account at that
time?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. Ms. Foung?

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mr. BENNETT. Did either of you or were either of you aware of
the fund-raising event at the Hay-Adams Hotel in Washington, DC,
to which I believe Congressman Waxman made reference a few
minutes ago in February 1996?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Ms. FouNG. What was the question?

Mr. BENNETT. Were either of you aware of the fund-raising event
for the Democratic National Committee at the Hay-Adams Hotel
here in Washington in February 19967

Ms. Foung. No.

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. And clearly neither of you attended that event, did
you?

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mr. LANDON. No.

Mr. BENNETT. Ms. Foung did your brother talk to you about the
event at the Hay-Adams Hotel? Did he explain to you why he was
seeking to get checks to the Democratic National Committee?

Ms. Foung. No.

Mr. BENNETT. Now, directing your attention for both of these
checks in February 1996, Ms. Foung, first, as to you, you did have
an understanding that you were going to be reimbursed, and, in
fact, you were very quickly reimbursed; is that correct?

Ms. FOUNG. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. I'll ask now if we can have exhibit 70.

We'll go step by step. First of all, I'm going to show you three
exhibits, Ms. Foung, exhibits 70, 71, and 72. And each of these
checks are, in fact, cashier’s checks drawn on the Amerasia Bank
from the State of New York in the town of Flushing, I believe it’s
Flushing, NY. Do you see that there, Ms. Foung?

[Exhibits 70, 71, and 72 follow:]
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Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And as to each one of these cashier’s checks in the
amount of $5,000, first as to exhibit 70, can you identify your sig-
nature on the bottom of the check—on the back of the check, I
think it’s on the bottom of the exhibit?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And then looking at exhibit 71, and then 72, again
these cashier’s checked were in the amount of $5,000, each dated
February 22, 1996, a week after you made your contribution; is
that correct?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And you did, in fact, receive that money and were
reimbursed as your brother had promised; is that correct?

Ms. FOUNG. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. Did you immediately deposit those into your bank
account?

Ms. FOUNG. I believe so.

Mr. BENNETT. Now, showing you exhibit 73, that’s your bank
statement of your account at Travis Federal Credit Union, correct,
Ms. Foung?

[Exhibit 73 follows:]
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Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. For purposes of your own privacy, we agreed last
week, Ms. Foung, I want to assure you we have deleted account
numbers on that check for purposes of publication, but it does re-
flect that you deposited $14,500 of the $15,000 you received in
cashier’s checks; is that right?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And the other $500 you kept for your own per-
sonal use?

Ms. FOUNG. I think so.

Mr. BENNETT. All right. At the time that you received the
$15,000 in cashier’s checks from the Amerasia Bank in Flushing,
NY, did you have any knowledge as to who had actually sent the
checks to you?

Ms. FOUNG. No. I thought it was my brother arranged it.

Mr. BENNETT. All right. Did your brother ever mention the indi-
vidual named Antonio Pan?

Ms. FOUNG. Not that I can remember.

Mr. BENNETT. What was the basis of your believing that this
money came from your brother? Why did you believe that it come
from your brother?

Ms. FOUNG. Where else could it be?

Mr. BENNETT. Essentially, you felt that he arranged to see to it
that you were reimbursed for your check.

Ms. FOUNG. I'm sorry.

Mr. BENNETT. You felt he was keeping his word to you, you were
being reimbursed for your check, and I gather you presume these
cashier’s checks were from your brother.

Ms. FOUNG. Yes. From his business.

Mr. BENNETT. Now, you were, in fact, paid back, Ms. Foung, and
I want to now, if I can for a second, move over to Mr. Landon.

Mr. Landon, showing you exhibits 75 and 76, exhibit 75 is also
a cashier’s check drawn on the Amerasia Bank from Flushing, NY,
dated February 22, 1996. Do you see that, sir?

[Exhibits 75 and 76 follow:]
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Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. And can you identify your signature on the lower
portion of that exhibit which is the back of the check?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. And, in fact, you did receive that money?

Mr. LANDON. I did.

Mr. BENNETT. And also looking at exhibit 76, the same thing
would apply. You received that cashier’s check from the Amerasia
Bank and that is your signature on the back, correct?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. Now, your contribution to the Democratic National
Committee the week before had been for $12,500 and you had been
promised that you would be repaid immediately. Those two cash-
ier’s checks total $10,000. How did you get the remaining $2,500?

Mr. LANDON. It came from Ms. Foung.

Mr. BENNETT. Ms. Foung, do you agree with that? You gave the
other money to Mr. Landon in cash?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Before you wrote the check to the Democratic Na-
tional Committee, you indicated you had never made a political
contribution before and that was also true of Mr. Landon; is that
correct?

Ms. FOUNG. Are you asking me?

Mr. BENNETT. Both of you. Neither of you had been involved in
the political process, so this was your very first contribution and
your first experience with anything like this, correct?

Ms. FOUNG. To the best of my recollection.

Mr. LANDON. Except for a 1040 box.

Mr. BENNETT. All right checking off the $1 for contributions.

Mr. LANDON. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Perhaps people will encourage more of that in the
future, Mr. Landon.

Now, do either—let me ask you this, I asked Ms. Foung, Mr.
Landon, do you know an individual named Antonio Pan?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. I'm going to place on the screen now, if I can, some
information. I need to know whether or not you have any knowl-
edge with respect to some of the transactions surrounding these
cashier’s checks.

And I would ask that essentially there is information which has
come to this committee in the course of its investigation thus far,
and I would ask that exhibit 77, I believe it’s up there now on the
screen.

First of all, looking at the information from the Amerasia Bank
in the State of New York, sort of tracking where this money came
from that came to the two of you, it indicates that an individual
named Antonio Pan opened an account at the Amerasia Bank with
a deposit of $25,200 the same day of the cashier’s checks. And
you'll notice that the address at the top there of that account is
listed as Hong Kong in the bank records.

Do you see that there, Ms. Foung? The second line down under-
neath the name, Pan, Antonio, there’s reference to Central Hong
Kong on the second line.

[Exhibit 77 follows:]
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Ms. Founa. OK.

Mr. BENNETT. Do you see that?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And, Mr. Landon, do you see that?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. Does that name, again the name, Antonio Pan,
does not register with either one of you, correct?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Ms. FOUNG. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. How about the address in Hong Kong? Do you
know anyone at that address, Ms. Foung?

Ms. FounG. No.

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Landon?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. For your purposes, exhibit 78—if we put 78 on the
screen—I believe some of these were matters that we went over
with you both last week in California; is that correct?

[Exhibit 78 follows:]
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Ms. FOUNG. When we were in California.

Mr. BENNETT. Yes.

Ms. FOUNG. Yes. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. I'm trying to go—if you don’t understand my ques-
tions, Ms. Foung, let me know and Mr. Landon. Exhibit 78 indi-
cates that on the same day that that account was opened by Mr.
Pan and some attaching documents would show that within a mat-
ter of minutes after the $25,000 was placed into that account, the
cashier’s checks were written and only $200 was left in the ac-
count. Have you all ever received any further funds from that par-
ticular account, from that account at the Amerasia Bank in New
York?

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. One second, please. Ms. Foung, after you made the
$12,500 February contribution to the Democratic National Com-
mittee, did there come a time when you had any further political
involvement in either attending events or making political con-
tributions?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And what event did you attend? Specifically, di-
recting your attention to March 1996, there was a fund-raising
event in Hillsboro, CA; is that correct?

Ms. FOUNG. At the time, I didn’t know it was fund-raising.

Mr. BENNETT. Let me ask you this, there was an event that you
attended in which you had the opportunity to meet President Clin-
ton; is that correct?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And that, I believe, would have been approxi-
mately March 1996 in Hillsborough, CA.

Ms. FounG. That’s right.

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Landon, did you attend that event as well?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir. I got as far as the parking lot.

Mr. BENNETT. You got as far as the parking lot.

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. They wouldn’t let you go in.

Mr. LANDON. I just drove Ms. Foung.

Mr. BENNETT. I understand. You weren’t invited. Ms. Foung was.

Mr. LANDON. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. Ms. Foung, did Mr. Landon wait for you until the
event was over?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Did you at that time meet an individual or talk
to an individual named John Huang in connection with that event?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. How did you speak with Mr. Huang? What caused
you to speak with him?

Ms. FOUNG. What do you mean by that?

Mr. BENNETT. Did you know Mr. Huang prior to March 1996?

Ms. FOUNG. No, I spoke to him over the phone.

Mr. BENNETT. Had you ever heard of Mr. Huang?

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mr. BENNETT. And what was the purpose of his call?
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Ms. FouNG. He asked for some background information for a se-
curity clearance to attend that event.

Mr. BENNETT. And exactly who asked you to attend the event
given that you haven’t been politically active except for writing the
check and being reimbursed the month before? Did your brother
talk to you about attending this event?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes, he called me.

Mr. BENNETT. And did he tell you that Mr. Huang would be call-
ing you?

Ms. FouNnG. I don’t remember.

Mr. BENNETT. So you were ready for a call from Mr. Huang as
a result of your brother putting you on notice that someone would
be calling you.

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And did your brother ask that you attend the
event?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Did you need to make any contribution to attend
the event?

Ms. FOUNG. Nobody mentioned anything about it.

Mr. BENNETT. When you attended, you ultimately did attend this
event? Did you meet Mr. John Huang at the fund-raising event in
Hillsborough, CA?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Was President Clinton also at this event?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Now, Ms. Foung, you had occasion to especially
speak with the President, at that time to President Clinton; is that
correct?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Now, I think some other Members may have fol-
lowup questions in terms of your conversations with President
Clinton, so I'll move on. But let me ask you this, after this fund-
raising event in March 1996, Mr. Landon, did you have any further
political involvement in terms of driving Ms. Foung to any other
political events?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. Have you attended any other political events?

Mr. LANDON. Just this one.

Mr. BENNETT. Well, let me ask you this, Mr. Landon, did any-
body ask—did you have to pay to get in here today? Did anybody
ask you? Apart from Mr. Sollers, I don’t want you to get into that.
You may have paid more than the rest of us for that.

Ms. Foung, I would like to turn your attention now to August
1996. Let me make sure that we’re clear, apart from the February
1996 payment of $12,000, $12,500 to which you were reimbursed
from the money from Mr. Pan and apart from the March 1996
event in Hillsborough, CA, did you have any other political involve-
ment in 1996 with respect to any other political candidates, to your
knowledge?

Ms. FOUNG. No, sir.

Mr. BENNETT. Directing your attention to August 1996, did you
in fact at that time make a second contribution at the request of
your brother?



114

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Now, directing your attention to exhibit 93, which
I believe is on the screen, exhibit 93, in fact, is a check written out
to the Birthday Victory Trust. Do you see that on your check?

[Exhibit 93 follows:]
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Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And that is, in fact, your check?

Ms. FounG. That’s correct.

Mr. BENNETT. What was the reason for your preparing this
check, Ms. Foung?

Ms. FOouNGg. My brother called me to see if I would advance the
check.

Mr. BENNETT. And was there indication that you were going to
be immediately reimbursed as you were for the first check?

Ms. FOUNG. Say that again.

Mr. BENNETT. Was there an understanding that you were going
to pay this money yourself or you were going to get the money
back?

Ms. FOUNG. I would be reimbursed, yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And who told you that you were going to be reim-
bursed?

Ms. FOUNG. My brother.

Mr. BENNETT. And did he indicate how quickly he was going to
reimburse you?

Ms. FOUNG. No. But I trust he will take care of it.

Mr. BENNETT. And, in fact, did you have $10,000 in your account
at that time to pay to the Presidential Victory Trust?

Ms. FOUNG. I might. I might not. I couldn’t remember.

Mr. BENNETT. We'll go through some records in a minute. But,
in fact, you were reimbursed the very same day, weren’t you, when
you wrote the check?

Ms. FOUNG. According to the bank statement, yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And I note that on that check, Ms. Foung, along
with making it payable to the Birthday Victory Trust, were you
aware of any birthday celebration or fund-raising event in connec-
tion with the President’s birthday in August 1996?

Ms. FOUNG. Not very much, not, in fact, not really.

Mr. BENNETT. I'm sorry did you, in fact, or were you invited to
attend an event in New York City with connection with this event?

Ms. Foung. No.

Mr. BENNETT. And I notice that the word “Federal” is written on
the bottom left-hand corner of the check that’s on the screen now.
Do you see where the word “Federal” is written on the lower left-
hand corner?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Why did you write the word “Federal” on that
check?

Ms. Foung. I was told.

Mr. BENNETT. You were told by whom?

Ms. FOUNG. By my brother.

Mr. BENNETT. Now, looking at exhibit 94, on the projector screen,
in fact, there is a record of a wire transfer to you from the Riggs
National Bank, which, in fact, went into your account that same
day in August 1996. Is that correct, Ms. Foung?

[Exhibit 94 follows:]
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Ms. FOUNG. The document there, yes.

Mr. BENNETT. And according to your records, you were imme-
diately reimbursed the same day for this $10,000 check, as your
brother promised; is that right?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BENNETT. Now, do you know an individual named Ng Lap
Seng, sometimes known as Mr. Wu, Ms. Foung?

Ms. FoUuNG. No.

Mr. BENNETT. Have you ever heard the name before?

Ms. FOUNG. Not before the deposition.

Mr. BENNETT. Do you know the individual—that individual from
whose account this money apparently came into your account? Did
you have any knowledge of the transfer of money from Riggs Na-
tional Bank here in Washington to your account in connection with
Ng Lap Seng?

Ms. FOUNG. No. My brother does do business in China, Taiwan,
Hong Kong, all different places. So I assume that was his bank
back there, that he uses.

Mr. BENNETT. I am going to ask if you can now look at exhibit
96 and ask if you have any knowledge or information concerning
some of the financial transactions. I know it is somewhat com-
plicated, Ms. Foung, but if you will just look at this to make sure
that you cannot provide the members of the committee with any in-
formation.

There was, in fact, almost $200,000 wired from the Bank of
China in Macao to the Watergate branch of the Riggs National
Bank. Did your brother at any time in his conversations make ref-
erence, if not to Mr. Wu or Ng Lap Seng, if he made reference to
the Riggs National Bank at any time with you?

[Exhibit 96 follows:]
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Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mr. BENNETT. It was sent from the account of a company on the
document—again, if you can look closely at it, a company called
Investimento E Fomento to the account of your brother and Ng Lap
Seng. Do you have any knowledge of the company Investimento E
Fomento?

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mr. BENNETT. Have you ever heard your brother talk about that
company?

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mr. BENNETT. You can say—apparently according to the records
of this committee, available to both the majority and minority
Members, it was from this account that the $10,000 was wired to
you.

Finally, Ms. Foung, if I can put up exhibit 97 on the chart, and
looking at exhibit 97, just again for your purposes, you will note
that it does, in fact, indicate that the same day, on August 15,
1996, that you wrote out the check to President Clinton’s birthday
party at your brother’s request; that you received the wire transfer
in that amount. Do you see that there?

[Exhibit 97 follows:]
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Ms. FOUNG. I remember in the past when we discussed this, the
check was written first. I guess it just come to my bank at the
same time.

Mr. BENNETT. Finally, Ms. Foung, I will show you exhibit—I
think it is marked C—28. Just so you understand, it is evidence be-
fore this committee at this time, in terms of the flow of money into
a foreign account into an account here into this country, and ulti-
mately into your account, from the Bank of China over to your
brother and through accounts over to your account.

Has your brother ever spoken to you about any foreign bank ac-
counts?

[Exhibit C—28 follows:]
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Ms. FouNG. No.

Mr. BENNETT. Has your brother ever discussed with you the
source of money in terms of how he would have access to any
amounts of money in terms of international wire transfers?

Ms. FouNG. No. But for business purpose, I am sure there is a
reason.

Mr. BENNETT. I believe my time has now expired, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you, Ms. Trie.

Thank you, Mr. Landon.

Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BURTON. We now have a vote on. What I would like to do,
if it is all right with the minority, is to keep the questioning going;
and those of us who want to run and vote right now, may. We will
put somebody else in the Chair temporarily while I go vote, and
then I will come back and then they can go vote, if that is all right.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I plan to pursue the questioning,
and I have to vote and I prefer to start and not be interrupted. So
if you would permit, let’s vote and I will get back here as soon as
I possibly can.

Mr. BURTON. The Chair will stand in recess until the call of the
gavel.

[Recess.]

Mr. BURTON. The committee will come to order. When we re-
cessed, the general counsel for the committee, Mr. Bennett, con-
cluded his first half-hour. We will now yield to the ranking minor-
ity member for his half-hour.

Mr. WaxMaN. Ms. Foung and Mr. Landon, welcome to our hear-
ing today. I appreciate your being here. As I mentioned to you dur-
ing the recess, I am also from California and lived in Sacramento
for a period of time. It’s a lovely place, and was also a long distance
to travel to be here.

When lawyers go into a court of law, if there is something not
in dispute they have something they call “stipulate.” In other
words, they don’t fight over every fact. They say we will stipulate
to this fact. And we could have stipulated to everything you had
to say as factual.

The Senate had a hearing. I don’t know if either of you have
been following the Senate hearings, but they had a hearing on July
29th.

Ms. Foung, are you—were you watching these Senate hearings?
Are you familiar with them?

Ms. FOUNG. Not until after I was involved.

Mr. WaxMAN. Well, they had a hearing on the same subject,
whether your brother had given money to pay for contributions
that others had made. And they had a hearing on July 29th and
had two witnesses, that I mentioned in my opening statements,
testify; and I have to say that you have less knowledge about this
whole business than those two witnesses. So we learned more than
what you have told us.

We already knew, in fact, what you have said to us about the
fact that contributions had been made and that your brother was
responsible for reimbursing the people that made the contributions.
The reason I raise that issue is, it just seems to me a real waste
to have this hearing, have you come all the way from Sacramento,
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C{)&, and tell the committee information that we already know
about.

We ought to be advancing our knowledge about the campaign fi-
nance matters rather than spend taxpayers’ dollars to learn what
we already knew.

Ms. Foung, I would like to begin by cutting to the heart of the
committee’s investigation. On June 20th, Chairman Burton stated
on the floor of the House—and I want to quote—he said, “We are
investigating a possible massive scheme of funneling millions of
dollars in foreign money into the U.S. electoral system. We are in-
vestigating allegations that the Chinese Government at the highest
levels decided to infiltrate our political system,” end quote.

Ms. Foung, Charlie Trie is your brother. You have known him
your whole life. Do you have any reason to believe that he is an
agent or spy of the Chinese Government?

Ms. FOUNG. No, sir, not at all.

Mr. WAxMAN. Do you have any reason to believe he is part of a
massive scheme by the Chinese Government to influence our polit-
ical system?

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mr. WAXMAN. And I assume, Mr. Landon, you wouldn’t answer
any differently?

Mr. LANDON. That’s correct.

Mr. WAXMAN. As you testified this morning, I think you gave us
good testimony, very direct. I had heard both of you had done that
in your depositions, from my staff who were out there in California
for those depositions, and you were straightforward. And I thought
to myself, what if my sister had been called to answer questions
about me?

We are very close, but I don’t think she knows much about me,
but I know how she would react if somebody called me a spy. How
do you feel about these kinds of accusations?

Ms. FouNG. I have a lot of respect for this place, but I really felt
my brother was overestimated, and the—whatever you call the
Government or public official is underestimated, to believe that he
could influence a big country, the biggest country in the world, like
this by—according to the newspaper, his biggest contribution was
$600,000.

And knowing him for all my life, he has been nothing but a won-
derful person to me, to everybody else. He would do anything for
people, never expect anything in return. He has done everything
that I asked for, or I don’t ask for it, to help me, to take care of
me as a little sister.

So I really don’t know what to say about it.

Mr. WaxMAN. You don’t believe he is a spy. You don’t know
whether he is a spy, but you certainly don’t believe he is a spy?

Ms. FOUNG. He is not material for that kind of thing. Ninety per-
cent of the time he left the house, he couldn’t even find his key.
He is not a spy material, I guarantee you.

Mr. WAXMAN. Let me ask you some questions about the money.

The majority has tried to track down the source of the money
that you were paid by your brother. And their effort has yielded
the same results that the Senate efforts yielded last July. The
money that appears to have come from a Bank of China account
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in Macao, and this bank account apparently belonged to Ng Lap
Seng. Do you know Ng Lap Seng, sometimes called Mr. Wu?

Ms. FOUNG. No, I don’t; never heard of him.

Mr. WAXMAN. Have you ever met or talked to him, to your
knowledge?

Ms. FOUNG. Not as I can remember.

Mr. WAXMAN. My understanding is, he might have been a busi-
ness associate of your brother. Do you have any knowledge about
your brother’s business dealings with him?

Ms. FouNG. Not to him. I just—I was under the impression that
my brother was a successful businessman, and I was happy for
him; but other than that, the detail of his business or what does
he do when he travels is really none of my business, so I never
really asked that question.

Mr. WAXMAN. Do you have any knowledge at all about the source
of money that was used to reimburse your contribution?

Ms. FouNG. No. I thought it was his, or part of the business. I
really don’t understand all this.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Landon, those same questions?

Mr. LANDON. The source?

Mr. WAXMAN. Do you know Mr. Ng Lap Seng?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. WAXMAN. To your knowledge, you never met him?

Mr. LANDON. Never.

Mr. WAXMAN. Do you know the source of the contribution, other
than Ms. Foung’s brother?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. WAXMAN. One of the contributions that you made for her
brother was a contribution for $12,500 on February 18, 1996. This
contribution was for a fund-raiser at the Hay-Adams Hotel in
Washington, DC, on February 19th.

Did either of you attend that fund-raiser at the Hay-Adams Hotel
in Washington?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Ms. FOUNG. No, sir.

Mr. WAXMAN. In the Senate hearings, two witnesses testified you
made contributions for the same event after being asked by your
brother to do so, and these witnesses were Yue Chi and Xi Ping
Wang. These witnesses also were reimbursed for these contribu-
tions. Do you know either of these two people?

Ms. FouNnG. No.

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. WAXMAN. Now, in the Senate hearing, these two witnesses
explained why they were asked to make the conduit contribution.
These witnesses both said that they were asked to make their con-
tributions so that a man named Ng Lap Seng could attend the
fund-raiser and meet the President.

Did your brother tell you that your contribution was so that Ng
Lap Seng could go to the Hay-Adams Hotel fund-raiser?

Ms. FouNG. No, not at all. We didn’t even know—I didn’t even
know anything about the fund-raising event.

Mr. WaxMAN. Did he give you any explanation at all about why
he was asking you to make the contribution?
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Ms. FOUNG. I cannot remember the exact conversation we had,
but it seems like the check has to be in by a certain day or some-
thing like that; and at the time, to me, there is no difference than
I advanced the check for him for a utility bill or a house payment.
I didn’t understand anything about the fund-raising or anything
like that.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Landon, did you get any explanation of why
you were asked to write this check?

Mr. LANDON. I—it was stated to me it was for a Washington, DC,
function, and it was coming from someone overseas that wasn’t
able to be there in time.

Mr. WAXMAN. Did you talk to Mr. Trie directly or just through
Ms. Foung?

Mr. LANDON. Ms. Foung.

Mr. WAXMAN. I would like to ask you briefly whether you have
knowledge about your brother’s activities that you think would be
useful to this committee. Let me ask you—I guess you have said
this before—how often do you talk with him?

Ms. Founa. Talk to him directly, I want to say three, four times
a year. A lot of times he calls me he left messages on the answer-
ing machine to say, I am just calling you to say hello, because I
work all the time and because the time difference with overseas,
he never knows whether I am home or not. So he just occasionally
called to let me know that he is fine or if I am fine.

Mr. WAXMAN. One of the companies your brother is involved in
is the Sin Kin Yap Corp. Have you ever heard of it?

Ms. Foung. No.

Mr. WAXMAN. Have you ever heard of it?

Mr. LANDON. Never heard of it.

Mr. WAXMAN. Another company he is associated with is the
America-Asia Trade Center. Have you ever heard of this?

Ms. FOUuNG. No.

Mr. LANDON. Never heard of it.

Mr. WAXMAN. Have you ever discussed any of your brother’s
business trips to Hong Kong or China with him?

Ms. Foung. No.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Landon?

Mr. LANDON. Never spoke to him about it.

Mr. WAXMAN. Do you even know the names of your brother’s
business associates?

Ms. FOUNG. I am sorry?

Mr. WAXMAN. Do you even know the names of your brother’s
business associates?

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Back in 1995—no, back in Christmas of 1994, I went to Little
Rock to visit my mother, and he took me to his office and I met
all of his employees. There was about 1 in 10—maybe 10 or 15 of
them, but I don’t remember it—I don’t remember it.

Mr. WaAXMAN. Let me switch over to your knowledge of your
brother’s political activities.

First, let me ask you, you are not politically active yourselves,
are you?

Ms. FOUNG. No, sir.

Mr. LANDON. No.
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Mr. WAXMAN. Do you discuss politics with your brother?

Ms. FOUNG. No, never.

Mr. WaxMAN. Mr. Landon?

Mr. LANDON. Never.

Mr. WAXMAN. Have you ever discussed with your brother his in-
volvement in President Clinton’s 1992 and 1996 campaigns?

Ms. FouNG. Not in depth. He might have mentioned—he never
even emphasized that much about they were good friends or any-
thing like that.

Mr. WAXMAN. He didn’t think he could impress you?

Ms. FouNG. The—not really, not really in depth. We really didn’t
have the time to talk about things like that.

Mr. WAXMAN. Did you have any knowledge that your brother was
trying to raise money for the President’s legal expense trust?

Ms. FOUNG. No, I didn’t know.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Landon?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. WaxMAN. Aside from the two times that your brother asked
you to make campaign contributions for him, do you have any
knowledge at all about your brother’s political fund-raising activi-
ties?

Ms. FOUNG. No, not at all.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Landon, you have heard this question I just
asked. Is your answer the same?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir, it is.

Mr. WAXMAN. In fact, Mr. Landon, I believe that you testified at
your deposition that when you made your contribution, you didn’t
even know what the initials “DNC” stood for; is that correct?

Mr. LANDON. That’s correct.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, after asking these questions, I real-
ly must say that I am really at a loss as to why we called these
witnesses here today. Months ago, the Senate heard testimony
from witnesses who knew a lot more about Charlie Trie’s activities
than these two witnesses.

We have spent millions of dollars on this investigation. We have
been at work nearly a year with no hearings. If this is all we have
to Sh(()lw for it, I find it hard to see how the taxpayer is being well
served.

I still have time, and I want to yield to Mr. Condit for some ques-
tions.

Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman yield real briefly for me?

Mr. WAXMAN. Well, we have our time allocated.

Mr. BurTON. That’s fine.

Mr. WAXMAN. And I think we should pursue it here.

Mr. ConDIT. Thank you, Mr. Waxman. I would like to first thank
both the witnesses for being here today. I know you are here at
great personal inconvenience, and I appreciate your being here
very much.

I have just a few questions and they will go pretty quick. I would
like to first start with Ms. Foung and go through the series of ques-
tions with her and then, Mr. Landon, I will get to you.

Ms. Foung, have you been asked for information by any other in-
vestigative body or have you testified before any other body besides
this committee?
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Ms. FOUNG. No. No.

Oh, I am sorry. The grand jury, ——

Mr. CONDIT. So, on the record, you have appeared before the
grand jury, the Department of Justice grand jury; is that correct?

Ms. FOuNG. That’s correct.

Mr. ConDIT. Have other’s requests for information overlapped
with requests by this committee? In other words, are they asking
for the same questions or the same types of questions or the same
material that we have asked this morning?

Ms. FOUNG. You mean besides the investigator that came over
and the attorney?

Mr. ConDIT. The other

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mr. ConDIT. Are we asking similar questions, the same questions
that you have already been asked by the Department of Justice
and the grand jury?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. CoNDIT. So you—on the record, you are saying that the ques-
tions we are asking this morning are similar or the same as you
have been asked by the other bodies; is that correct?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. ConDIT. Can you estimate for me how much time you have
spent responding to this committee’s requests for information?

Cl\{[)s. FouNG. Do you mean including the flying back and forth to
DC?

Mr. CONDIT. Yes, ma’am.

Ms. FOUNG. Just coming here each time we will start 7 a.m., and
we get here 7 p.m., and same thing for the returns, about an 8-
hour flight. I have been to DC twice; and I try to minimize the
amount of time that I have lost on my job, so I usually do it in 2
days, coming 1 day and returning 1 day.

We had two trips here. Then we had the deposition in my attor-
ney’s office, numerous phone calls, and try to gather together infor-
mation that was requested.

I am sorry. I didn’t keep a log of it, account of it.

Mr. ConDIT. Would you say that it is a lot of time? How much
work have you missed? Have you calculated how much work you
have missed because of being deposed?

Ms. FOUNG. Five days.

Mr. CoNDIT. Five days?

Ms. FOUNG. Minimum, yes.

Mr. ConDIT. Have you been reimbursed by anyone for that loss
of time and for your cost of being here?

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mr. ConDIT. Has being here and testifying before this committee,
all)O}‘)?earing before the grand jury caused you any problems at your
job?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

b 1‘>/Ir. ConDIT. Can you clarify for us what those problems might
e’

Ms. FOUNG. I had a perfect attendance at my job for every year
that I was there; and now I have to take time off, which I feel ter-
ribly about it and the loss of wages, or my vacation time I have
to use. It is just no use to get into.
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Mr. ConDIT. Can you respond to all the publicity that you have
received because you have been here? How has that affected your
life and your children’s life?

Ms. FOuNG. That’s the reason I requested not to be broadcast or
anything because I never was looking for—never cared for pub-
licity, and I would rather just be my own—I have very private life.
I would just rather keep it that way. And since I was forced to
come here, I tried to limit the damage in that respect as minimum
as I could.

Mr. ConDIT. Have you—obviously you have incurred some ex-
pense by coming here and all the things that you have had to do
for this committee. Have you—can you tabulate for us or give us
an estimate of how much you have spent in preparing materials,
legal counsel, travel, hotel expense? Can you tell us how much ap-
proximately you have spent?

Ms. FOUNG. To the best—I understood all the expense, as far as
the travel and hotel is being—is paid for. Right? I mean, I haven’t
seen the reimbursement, but I understood it will be reimbursed.

Mr. ConDIT. Can you clarify that for me? Who is reimbursing you
for the cost of that?

Ms. FOUNG. My last trip, I understand, will be reimbursed by the
Department of Justice and this trip will be reimbursed by the com-
mittee or something.

Mr. BURTON. Point of order. Just for the gentleman’s edification,
the committee is going to be paying their expenses as part of the
expenses of the trip for all witnesses.

Mr. ConDIT. Well, let me finish this and I may have an attitude
or a problem or a suggestion or a question about that.

Let me finish up with Mr. Landon.

I—first of all, Ms. Foung, thank you very much. I know this has
been a hardship on you and I appreciate you being here very much
and I appreciate you trying to be as candid as you can with the
questions.

I would like to ask Mr. Landon, if I can, have you ever been
asked by any other official investigative body to testify or provide
information on matters being investigated by this committee? In
other words, are we duplicating the other committees? Can you re-
spond to that?

Mr. LANDON. Some of the questions are the same, but I am talk-
ing a lot less here.

Mr. CONDIT. Are you—can you tell me, identify for me, what
other committees you have appeared before?

Mr. LANDON. The Department of Justice, I went before the grand
jury, and the attorneys in Sacramento during the deposition.

Mr. CoNDIT. And can you clarify for me, maybe in a little more
detail, have there been requests for information of this committee
that overlapped the requests of the other bodies?

Mr. LANDON. Some of the questions are close to being the same.

Mr. CoNDIT. Have you provided documents, information or testi-
mony to this committee that you have previously provided to other
investigative bodies? The answer would be, yes, I take it?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. ConpIT. Can you estimate how much time you have spent
in responding to requests from this committee?
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Mr. LANDON. The same as Ms. Foung.

Mr. ConDIT. She has missed 5 days of work and travel time. Was
that similar?

Ms. FOUNG. Four to—4 days travel time, yes, sir.

Mr. ConpIT. Time off work?

Mr. LANDON. I took vacation.

Mr. ConDIT. Heck of a way to spend your vacation.

Have you incurred expense in responding to demands from this
committee?

Mr. LANDON. Rooms, taxis and so forth.

Mr. CONDIT. Are you being reimbursed?

Mr. LANDON. I haven’t.

Mr. CoNDIT. Has anyone indicated to you that you are being re-
imbursed?

}ll\/Ir. LANDON. The possibility was mentioned, but I don’t know by
who.

Mr. ConDIT. Do you think you should be reimbursed?

Mr. LANDON. Well, I don’t know.

Mr. ConDIT. Well, Mr. Chairman, I just want to reiterate my ear-
lier statement regarding the unnecessary burden that I think we
have placed on these two individuals and our ranking member, Mr.
Waxman, I think, pointed out earlier that he is not real sure why
these two people are here, because in all due respect to them, and
I don’t mean this in any bad way at all, but they really have not
added anything new that we didn’t already know.

Once again, I think that we have indicated—it indicated to us
that we have sort of flattened out here. This has not offered us any
new information that we didn’t already know and I think it is a
great expense to these two people, not to mention the inconven-
ience on their personal life to have to come here. I am real sad-
dened that we have started this hearing off like this. It proves that
we could have taken the other road and the other road would have
been to have been cooperative and not duplicate what the other
body is doing, and I think this is evidence that we have got mas-
sive problems with duplication of witnesses and information and on
and so forth.

The other thing I would like to add, what is going to be the pol-
icy? Mr. Waxman, can I

Mr. WAXMAN. Well, let me ask this of you. I think we ought to
have an answer to that question, but I do want to yield to other
Members while these witnesses are here——

Mr. Conpit. OK.

Mr. WAXMAN [continuing]. To pursue any matters they want to
ask of the witnesses. Then we ought to pursue from the chairman
what our policy is going to be.

Mr. ConpIT. OK.

Mr. WAXMAN. Because we are clearly inconveniencing a lot of
people and causing them to spend money.

Mr. Lantos, I want to yield to you.

Mr. LaNnTOS. Thank you very much, Mr. Waxman.

We are dealing with conduit payments in the 1996 Presidential
race, and as I raised the point yesterday, a company in Pennsyl-
vania, a landfill company, paid $8 million in fines for making ille-
gal conduit payments.
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Now, one of the items that the other side repeatedly raises is
that we are talking about the notion that, well, maybe there are
problems, but everybody does it and, of course, they very self-right-
eously say, but of course, everybody doesn’t do it.

Well, on the front page of the Washington Post, the story details,
how the Dole-Kemp campaign received $80,000 in conduit pay-
ments, the Clinton-Gore campaign only $10,000 in conduit pay-
ments from this landfill company. And then it goes on to tell us
that six Republicans: Senator Specter, Senator Santorum, Senate
candidates Haytaian and DuHaime and Congressmen Fox and
Paxon combined received $35,000 and two Members of Congress,
who are Democrats, Mr. Baucus of Montana and Mr. Pallone, re-
ceived a total of $4,000.

Now, it seems to me that there are two ways of dealing with
these issues and with these facts. It so happens that having served
with former Vice Presidential Candidate Jack Kemp and with Vice
President Gore, those two are good friends of mine. I think Mr.
Clinton and Mr. Dole would also qualify as friends.

There is no doubt in my mind that not one of those four gentle-
men would, for a moment, have entertained the notion of having
their campaign committees receive conduit payments, for two rea-
sons:

First, because they are honest people, and this is against the
law. And I would bet my bottom dollar that Dole and Clinton and
Gore and Kemp have the same view that every Member of this
body has, that we would not engage in illegal transactions. Receiv-
ing conduit payments is an illegal transaction.

The second reason why they would never do it, of course, is be-
cause this is absurd and counterproductive. This can cost them the
election, unbelievable embarrassment afterwards as we are now
seeing.

It seems to me that this morning I got my answer as to whether
this is Alice in Wonderland or the Theater of the Absurd.

I want to express my apology to the two of you. You are two fine
citizens. You should be more politically involved and active than
you have been. I am a little disappointed that you are as apolitical
as you obviously are. You should be making contributions to the
party of your choice. You should support candidates vigorously of
your choice and that’s really the only disappointment I have; that
you are wonderful people, hard-working, honest and all that, but
you are nonpolitical and perhaps—and perhaps this experience will
make you want to become politically more active, so such Theaters
of the Absurd will not be inflicted upon others.

I might mention, by the way, that the party you attended, Ms.
Foung—and you got to the parking lot, I understand, Mr. Landon—
in the town of Hillsborough is my hometown, but I was not invited
to the party. So I met neither of you; nor the President nor any-
body else who was at that event.

I must say that this hearing is so profoundly embarrassing and
disappointing. Not a single shred of new fact or evidence has come
forward and here we are going through this circus.

Now, since the circus also relates to the Bank of China, I would
like to request that a letter to our ranking minority member from
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Professor Naughton of the University of California at San Diego be
admitted in the record.

Mr. BURTON. Reserving the right to object, may I see the letter,
please?

Mr. LANTOS. You certainly may.

This letter outlines Professor Naughton’s understanding of the
Bank of China which, of course, is one of the large international
banks on the face of this planet with 12,300 offices in China, 525
branches overseas, including two branches in New York City and
one in California.

Presumably, Professor Naughton says, anyone, including you or
I could walk into the New York branch on Madison Avenue and
open an account.

I think it is sort of important for all of us who are looking at
these issues with a degree of maturity and knowledge and under-
standing is to recognize that while there are probably not many in
the Congress who are as opposed to the policies of the current
China—Government in China as I am, it is important to realize
that the Bank of China, quoting again, “it is unreasonable to as-
sume that the Chinese Government or its officials would have di-
rect knowledge of any individual wire transfer or any other trans-
action from an individual or corporate commercial account at the
Bank of China. Such transfers are routine and occur millions of
times each day at the bank.”

There is nothing to prevent the Chinese Government from using
the Bank of China to transfer funds internationally, but it is equal-
ly true that the Chinese Government could just as well use any
other international commercial bank for the same purpose.

Now, the point of my raising this issue is very simple. I detest
the Government in China. Unlike some—many of my colleagues
here, I have voted against Most Favored Nation treatment and I
will vote for the package of anti-Beijing measures that we will be
debating on the floor soon. And it was my resolution that resulted
in the President of Taiwan being allowed to get a visa and come
to Cornell to obtain his honorary doctorate. So I have very little
good to say about the Chinese Government. But I think it is part
and parcel of this attempt to blow smoke and create this mys-
terious impression that since the transfer came from the Bank of
China, this, chances are, could be Chinese Government money.

Well, it could be, but it could just as well be money of an Amer-
ican business corporation or a citizen of any country who chose to
engage in the transfer.

I again ask, Mr. Chairman, to place the letter in the record.

Mr. BURTON. Without objection, so ordered.

[The letter referred to follows:]
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Barry Naughton, Associate Professor
October 8, 1957
The Honorable Henry A. Waxman
Ranking Minority Member

U.S. House of Representafives

Committee on Government Reform and Oversight
B-350A Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Waxman,

I am writing in response to your inquiry as to the operations of the Bank of China (BoC). [am
an Associate Professor at the Graduate School of International Relations and Pacific Studies at
the University of California, San Diego. I am an economist who has researched the Chinese
economy for fifteen years. | have written a comprehensive study of Chinese economic reforms
(published by Cambridge University Press), entitled Growing Out of the Plan: Chinese Economic
Reform 1978-1993, which won the Masayoshi Ohira memorial prize in 1996. In addition, I have
edited two volumes of studies of the Chinese economy, and published over thirty articles in
academic journals and edited volumes.

As Tunderstand, the Committee on Government Reform and Oversight is investigating
campaign finance violations that may have occurred during the 1996 U.S. presidential election.
I also understand that witnesses testifying may testify that they made conduit conicibutions,
which might have originated from individuals or corporate accounts at the Bank of China. [
would like to provide you with some information which would shed light on the commercial
structure and activities of the Bank of China.

First, the Bank's activities are not limited to Chinese govemment accounts. The Bank of China
(BoC) is one of four "specialist” banks, along with the Industrial and Commercial Bank of
China, the Agricultural Bank of China, and the People's Construction Bank of Chinz, which
operates under the auspices of The People's Bank of China, the central bank of China. Though
the BoC is technically a government entity, it is the 30th-largest commercial bank in the world
with millions of private personal accounts, and is by far the most international of all of China's
banks. Indeed, approximately 80% of its deposits and lending are made in foreign currency,
Furthermore, the BoC maintains an extremely high ratio of foreign to domestic currancy, and
had the highest xatio in the world in 19%4.
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Secondly, the BoC has a global presence. More than one-quarter of its operations are
conducted in Hong Kong and Macau. It has some 12,300 offices in China and 525 branches
overseas, including two branches in New York City and one in California. Branches can accept
personal deposits, make loans, or receive wire transfers. Anyone, including you and §, could
wallc into the New York branch on Madison Avenue and open an account.

Thirdly, the Bank of China regularly deals with international and USS. firms. Though its
primary customer base is naturally located in East Asia, it has sought to form ties with
Western banks such as Citibank, and U.S. firms such as Cisco Systems Inc., a worldwide leader
in networking for the Internet. Most U.S. firms with a presence in China routinely open an
account with the Bank of China, In addition, other branches of the People's Bank of China
have conducted business with Visa International Inc,, Price Waterhouse, Morgan Stanley, and
the Asian Development Bank. Bank of China shares are even sold on Hong Kong's Hang Seng
stock market, under the ticker symbol (Q.BCH)

As a result of the size and scope of commercial operations by the Bank of China, it is
unreasonable to assume that the Chinese government or its officials would have direct
Imowledge of any individual wire transfer or any other transaction from an individual or
corporate commercial account at the Bank of China, Such transfers are routine and accur
millions of times each day at the Bank. There is nothing to prevent the Chinese government
from using the Bank of China to transfer funds internationally, but it is equally true that the
Chinese goverrunent could just as well use any other international commercial bank for the
same purpose.

I'hope that I have been of assistance in providing the Committee with insight as to the natuye
and activities of the Bank of China.

Barry Naughton

University of California, San Diego

Sinczrely yours,
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Mr. LANTOS. Final observation.

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr. LANTOS. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BURTON. I would just like to clarify one point before we go
to our next questioner, and that is that the grand jury that is in-
vestigating campaign finance problems came to us after we had
started our investigation and found these witnesses and asked us
for the information pertaining to Ms. Foung, Mr. Landon and Mr.
Wang.

We provided them with the information. The Justice Department
asked us for information we had and not the other way around.
And also, the information that goes to the grand jury is secret and
it is not a two-way street. We gave to them. They cannot give to
us.
Mr. Cox, you are recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. Cox. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have just a brief amount
of time unlike the preceding questioners, so I will try and be brief
in my questions and permit you to answer as fully as you can.

On this last point, it is the case, is it not, that when this commit-
tee’s investigators contacted both of you, you had not been con-
tacted by either the FBI or the Justice Department?

Mr. LANDON. That’s correct.

Ms. FouNG. That’s correct.

Mr. Cox. But now that this committee has brought your identity
as Charlie Trie’s sister to the attention of the authorities, they
have contacted you; is that right?

Let me rephrase the question. Have you been contacted by the
FBI or the Justice Department?

Ms. FOUNG. No, not by those two agencies.

Mr. LANDON. The Department of Justice asked for us to appear.

Mr. CoX. So you have been contacted by the Justice Department,
Mr. Landon. But you have not?

Mr. LANDON. Well, it was just a subpoena to go before the grand
jury.

Ms. FOUNG. Oh, so the FBI and Justice Department are the same
thing? I thought they were two different

Mr. Cox. Have you been contacted by either one?

Ms. FOUNG. The Justice Department, yes.

Mr. CoX. The Justice Department. OK. But we contacted you be-
fore they did and they did not contact you before we did?

Ms. FouNG. That’s correct.

Mr. Cox. All right. I just want to straighten that out.

I wonder if I might ask you, Ms. Foung, when you met President
Clinton, did he say anything to you about your brother?

Ms. FOUNG. Very briefly, something like the—your brother has
been a—I don’t remember—a good friend or a close friend or a
long-time friend for 20 years or two decades.

Mr. Cox. He said that he had been a close friend of your broth-
er’s for 20 years?

Ms. FOUNG. I don’t remember if it was a good friend or a close
friend.

Mr. Cox. Either a good friend or a close friend?

Ms. FOUNG. Or long-time friend, something like that.
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Mr. Cox. All right. You said a moment ago that you think people
overestimate your brother. What do you mean by that?

Ms. FouNG. The brother—my brother, the one I know, is just a
down-to-earth, good person.

Mr. Cox. Do you mean that he is not politically sophisticated?

Ms. FOuNG. Not as I know of.

Mr. CoXx. Do you think it is odd for somebody who is not very
sophisticated to be friends with the President of the United States?

Ms. FOUNG. They both came from the same place. They met in
his business as a restaurant owner.

Mr. Cox. But your brother is not the kind of person who would
be friends with other political figures?

Ms. FOUNG. He never mentioned anything to me about it.

Mr. Cox. So you wouldn’t say, for example, that he would be
tight with officials of the Communist party or the People’s Republic
of China?

Ms. FOUNG. I have no knowledge of anything like that.

Mr. Cox. Would it surprise you if he were?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. Cox. Do you know how many legal political parties there are
in the People’s Republic of China?

Ms. FOUNG. I know there is Communist Red China and Taiwan
is the Republic of China.

Mr. Cox. Right. In the People’s Republic of China, there is just
the Communist party, is that your understanding, as far as polit-
ical parties go?

Ms. FOUNG. That’s all I know of.

Mr. Cox. So if you were friends with government officials in
China, you would be friends with members of the Communist
party, presumably, right?

Ms. FOUNG. Do they have a Congress party?

Mr. Cox. Communist party. That’s who runs the People’s Repub-
lic of China.

Ms. FOUNG. It is such a big country. I don’t know, how does it
work? I really have no knowledge of that country. I was born in
Taiwan.

Mr. Cox. Earlier on, you were asked whether your brother might
have any involvement with Communist officials in China, and I
wonder—and I took it, you said, that you think not?

Ms. FouNG. Not that I am aware of. He never mentioned any-
thing like that to me.

Mr. Cox. Would it surprise you that he put out a bio on himself
just a couple of years ago that says, “Over the course of time I have
developed a personal relationship with a number of government of-
ficials throughout China™?

Ms. FounG. I have no comment.

Mr. CoX. Is that a surprise to you?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. CoX. It comes as a surprise?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. Cox. Is it a surprise to you that he has moved to the People’s
Republic of China?

Ms. FOUNG. Is it surprise to me what?
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Mr. Cox. That he moved there, that he lives there now? Had he
ever lived there before?

Ms. FOUNG. I understand he spent a lot of time there for busi-
ness reasons.

Mr. Cox. Was it ever his residence, his home?

Ms. FOUNG. His residence is in Little Rock, AR, I thought.

Mr. Cox. And he is a U.S. citizen, isn’t that right?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes, that’s correct.

Mr. Cox. So his moving to the People’s Republic of China, is that
unusual?

Ms. FOUNG. The way I understood it, it was for business reasons,
for business needs.

Mr. Cox. Now, you have talked to him a few times on the tele-
phone and have done so regularly over the years. And when he
talks to you, he is calling lately from the People’s Republic of
China; isn’t that right?

Ms. FouNG. I don’t know. I only talked with him twice this year.

Mr. Cox. Let me put up on the screen, if I might, the picture
that shows where the money came from that you ended up giving
to the DNC.

You’re familiar with what’s in front of you on the TV screen, the
$200,000 moved from the Bank of China in Macao, as the ranking
member said—and he’s no more sure of it than I am, but it’s our
suspicion that this money came from Ng Lap Seng, that $200,000
moved from the Bank of China eventually to you.

Are you familiar with how that works now, having had it all cov-
ered in the weeks since we’ve contacted you?

Ms. FOUNG. No. The screen is, the screen that you come up was,
I'm looking at it. That’s all my knowledge.

Mr. Cox. You don’t remember the questions that Mr. Bennett
asked you?

Ms. FOUNG. Could you repeat that question?

Mr. Cox. Didn’t you just go over these transactions earlier?

Ms. FOUNG. Yeah, we went over this screen before.

Mr. CoXx. Yes. Thank you very much.

Now, you therefore understand at this point that you and Mr.
Landon laundered $35,000?

Ms. FOUNG. Could you repeat that?

Mr. CoX. Are you familiar with these transactions now?

Ms. FOUNG. I only am familiar with my part.

Mr. Cox. Yes. And do you think that your part involved giving
money through your checking account that wasn’t yours?

I1\/13. FouNg. Like I testified earlier, the only knowledge I have is,
I have——

Mr. Cox. You've been granted immunity, so we’re not trying to
trip you up.

Ms. FounG. No, you're not, but it seems like you're putting words
in my mouth that I have no idea of any laundering activity or any-
thing like that.

To me, I simply did my brother a favor; and I will do things for
him because he’s done things for me over time as a family.

Mr. Cox. Ms. Foung, I want to believe, as the minority has sug-
gested, that you’re an honest person.

Ms. Foung. I am.
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Mr. CoX. And everyone in this room looking at this and under-
standing these transactions and looking at the exhibits and looking
at the checks and knowing that your brother promised to reim-
burse you and did so, for amounts of money to you and Mr. Landon
totaling $35,000, means that you laundered money. It wasn’t your
money; it was somebody else’s money.

You gave it politically. And I, for one, think that it’s one thing
to not know it at the time; it’s another thing weeks later to suggest
that you don’t know what the hell’s going on. At some point, it’s
got to become clear, because I'd like to encourage you also to be in-
volved in politics, but I don’t want to encourage you to be involved
hn politics if you still haven’t figured out that this is money laun-

ering.

It’s a serious problem to us because, according to our most recent
information, over $900,000 went from Ng Lap Seng to your brother
just in the years that he was raising money. You know that your
brother was a 20-year friend of the President of the United States.
You personally talked to the President of the United States about
it. And I hope that, in addition to the information that you provide
today, that you will work with us, because we’re after information
from your brother who is now hiding in the People’s Republic of
China. We want to get him back. It’s something of sufficient impor-
tance that the President of the United States hopefully will raise
it with Jiang Zemin when he is visiting in just a few weeks.

So I look forward, particularly in light of the grant of immunity
that the minority and majority Members agreed jointly to extend
1{)0 bl?th of you, to your thorough cooperation on this matter. I yield

ack.

Ms. FOUNG. Could I respond to that?

Mr. Cox. Of course you may respond. My time is up, but yours
is not.

Ms. FOUNG. First of all, I am a very honest person. I believe ev-
erybody here already checked my background, checked my record.
I'm clear as a piece of paper. Never had any unlawful activities. I'm
a hard-working blue collar; and I pay my taxes, I pay my bills. And
I don’t know what you are trying to say that I'm lying. I really can-
not, even if I wanted to.

I have no more information to offer to you than I already did. I
don’t know anything.

To me, my brother asked me for a favor, to advance a check. I
didn’t even know what DNC means. I asked him, what does it
mean? And I don’t know how else I can explain to you.

Something like that really wasn’t important to me at all. And
you make it like I should have known what’s going on. I didn’t
care. This whole fund-raising thing is like a football game that I
don’t understand. I'm not interested. I turn away every time it
shows up on the TV. That’s the extent of my understanding of this
whole thing.

Mrs. MORELLA [presiding]. The gentleman’s time has expired.

I would now like to recognize Mr. Waxman for extended ques-
tioning for 10 minutes.

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I'm going to have to hold on asking
the questions, because we've got the people that we’re going to
yield to running back onto the House floor.
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Let me say, I don’t agree with anything that Mr. Cox just had
to say to you and I want that very clear. We’re going to withhold
on asking questions at this moment.

Mrs. MORELLA. The committee will now recess subject to the call
of the Chair.

[Recess.]

Mr. BURTON [presiding]. The committee will resume its business.

Mr. Waxman.

Mr. WAXMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

First of all, I want to note for the record that there’s been an-
other violation of our committee rules. You told us a few minutes
ago that you provided materials about these witnesses to the grand
jury. Under paragraph C(3)(a) of the document protocol we adopted
on April 10, the chairman is required to notify me before—at least
24 hours prior to releasing committee documents. I did not receive
any notice of this release, as required by our document protocol.

And Mr. Chairman, I don’t think I would have objected, but I
just wanted to point that out for the record.

Mr. BURTON. If the gentleman will yield real briefly?

Mr. WAxXMAN. Certainly.

Mr. BURTON. I stand corrected. The only thing we gave them
were the names of these people, so they could contact them. I did
not give them any documents.

Mr. WaxMAN. All right. I'm pleased to hear that.

Mr. BURTON. Our document protocol allows us to give documents
of any kind to law enforcement agencies.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to take issue with Mr. Cox’s
inference about Charlie Trie’s connection to the Chinese Govern-
ment. In the July 29 Senate hearing, it was revealed that Ng Lap
Seng, sometimes referred to as Mr. Wu, sits on a local provincial
advisory committee in China. This, of course, shouldn’t be sur-
prising; since China is a Communist country, anyone wanting to do
business with China would be foolish not to have some friends in
government. However, this does not mean that Ng Lap Seng is a
high-level Chinese official.

It’s absurd to suggest that simply because Charlie Trie is a busi-
ness partner of Ng Lap Seng that Charlie Trie has connections to
the Chinese Central Committee. It’s like saying because someone
is on a school board that therefore they know the President of the
United States.

As Ms. Foung correctly stated, China is a big country. There are,
no doubt, millions of people who have some connection to the gov-
ernment, as indeed 3 millions of people in the United States who
have some connection to the Government, as there are millions of
people in the United States who have some connection to the Gov-
ernment as well.

I want to yield now to the gentlelady from New York, Mrs.
Maloney.

Mrs. MALONEY. Thank you. I would like to ask Manlin Foung,
have you ever met the First Lady?

Ms. FOUNG. No, ma’am.

Mrs. MALONEY. Have you ever met the Vice President?

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mrs. MALONEY. Have you ever been to the White House?
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Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mrs. MALONEY. So I take it you've never had coffee at the White
House?

Ms. FOUNG. No, madam.

Mrs. MALONEY. And you never slept in the Lincoln Bedroom?

Ms. Foung. No.

Mrs. MALONEY. Did you expect to receive any political favor as
a result of your contribution?

Ms. Foung. No.

Mrs. MALONEY. Did you ever ask anyone else to make a contribu-
tion to the DNC?

Ms. FOUNG. No, except Joe.

Mrs. MALONEY. Do you have any personal knowledge of any do-
nations other than ones that you made and your friend, Mr.
Landon?

Ms. FouNG. Not at all.

Mrs. MALONEY. I would like to ask Mr. Landon, did you ever ex-
pect to receive any political favors as a result of your contribution?

Mr. LANDON. None.

Mrs. MALONEY. Did you ever ask anyone else to make a contribu-
tion?

Mr. LANDON. No, ma’am.

Mrs. MALONEY. Do you have any personal knowledge of any do-
natié)‘l?ls other than the ones that you and Manlin made to the
DNC?

Mr. LANDON. No.

Mrs. MALONEY. I have no further questions.

Mr. WAXMAN. Thank you.

I want to yield to Mr. Barrett.

Mr. BARRETT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I, like probably most people in this room, have made mistakes in
judgment in my life. And I will probably continue to make mistakes
in judgment. In fact, when constituents from time to time either
compliment me on the job I'm doing or am critical, I tell them,
don’t worry, I will make a mistake someday.

I believe that you both made a mistake. I don’t know whether—
whether you knew it was wrong, but it was a mistake to do what
you did for your brother. I probably would do the same for my
brﬁther if my brother asked me to do something. But it was a mis-
take.

My concern goes more to the fact that you made these contribu-
tions, but to what it shows about our political system. And what
concerns me about these hearings today is that it does, I think,
quite effectively—and maybe some of my colleagues on this side of
the aisle disagree, but I think it quite effectively shows some of the
cancer in our system.

It is wrong for the Democratic National Committee or wrong for
anybody on this side of the aisle to take contributions that are not
legally given. But this hearing process is a charade; and the reason
it’s a charade is because someone in this room would be left to be-
lieve that the Democrats are the bad guys and the Republicans are
the good guys, and the reality couldn’t be further from the truth.

We’ve heard people mention this morning the headline in the
Washington Post today, and it talked about contributions, $120,000
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in contributions, I think was the figure. $80,000 in contributions to
the Dole campaign, exactly the type of contributions that you made
where someone was asked to make a contribution, and they were
reimbursed; $35,000 in contributions to Republican Senate and
congressional candidates, $4,000 to Democratic Senate and congres-
sional candidates.

We will hear nothing about that in this hearing. We will hear
nothing about money that has been illegally given to Republicans,
because that’s not the purpose of these hearings.

And, Mr. Landon, when you said that this was only the second
time that you've been to a political event, this is a political event.
That’s what this is today; this is a political event. Because this is
not a serious attempt to look at the systemic problems in the sys-
tem, because if it were, we would be trying to get at “Firm to Pay
$8 Million Fine for Illegal Campaign Gifts.” We would be trying to
deal with that. We would be bringing employees from that company
here to talk about it. But that’s not what this is about.

I'm sorry you made a mistake; I hope that it was an innocent
mistake. Obviously, the committee unanimously felt that you were
not crucial cogs in any sort of scheme, or we wouldn’t have given
you immunity. But just as I will make mistakes in the future, I as-
sume you will.

But I want to thank you for being here today. But what I want
to say is, don’t make the same mistake twice.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Cummings.

Mr. CuMMINGS. I also, I want to associate myself with the words
of Mr. Barrett, who just spoke. I don’t have any questions, because
I mean, I'm a trial lawyer. I practiced for 20 years. And I've lis-
tened to your testimony, I think you’ve been very candid with us.
And we really appreciate your testimony.

I think for me to sit here and to ask you any questions is merely
taking up more of your time, taking more of the time of this com-
mittee when we need to be getting on to other things.

I'm a new Member of the Congress, and I must tell you that I—
and this is more to our committee, and I'm very, very disappointed.
I am sure that there will be other questions trying to solicit infor-
mation, but basically, I think any—most people who know anything
about testimony would probably pretty much conclude that we've—
I mean, through the questioning that has already taken place,
we've gotten about as much as we are going to get.

But, again, I thank you all for being here, and I hope that you
can go on with your lives. Thank you.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of moving forward
with this hearing and not wasting any time, we yield back the bal-
ance of our time.

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman yields back the balance of his time.

Mr. Shays.

Mr. SHAYS. Thank you.

Ms. Foung, it’s true you're not Webster Hubbell, who’s refused to
cooperate with the Justice Department and the committee, a major
figure in this investigation.

It’s also true you’re not John Huang, who’s taken the fifth and
refused to cooperate. And it’s also true you’re obviously not Charlie
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Trie, who—your brother who has fled the country, a major figure
in our investigation.

And it’s also true you're here at great inconvenience of your time.
That’s true.

But you're also here because both of you collectively laundered
$35,000. And in my way of looking at it, $35,000 is a lot of money.
And it was laundered money; this money was not your money, cor-
rect?

Mr. LANDON. Correct.

Mr. SHAYS. Ms. Foung, was this your money? You don’t need a
long time to answer it. Yes or no.

Ms. Foung. Would you repeat your question again, without all
that statement prior to that?

Mr. SHAYS. No, I'm not going to repeat the question again.

You testified to that.

Ms. FounG. OK. I'll answer your question.

No, I did not—I didn’t think I was laundering money. That
wasn’t my money. I was simply doing my brother—did my brother
a favor.

Mr. SHAYS. You testified to Mr. Waxman that your brother was
a successful businessman. What was his business and where did he
get his money?

Ms. FOUNG. That is none of my business. I don’t know.

Mr. SHAYS. How do you know he’s a successful businessman
then?

Ms. FOUNG. I told you, back in 1994, I had gone to Little Rock
for Christmas. He showed me his office. It was a big, good-looking
office with—full of employees.

Mr. SHAYS. You testified in deposition and before this committee
that your brother asked you for money for a house payment. Why
would he have asked you for money?

Ms. FouNG. No. Apparently you misunderstood. I said this is—
to me, is the same as if he could not come back to the country, he
asked me to advance a house payment until he can get back, reim-
bursement to me.

Mr. SHAYS. So you said, it is not testimony that he borrowed
money from you, you likened the laundering of $35,000 to a cam-
paign in your name as the same as his borrowing money for your
house?

Ms. FOUNG. Could you repeat that? I really lost somewhere what
we're trying to find out.

Mr. SHAYS. I'm not going to repeat the question.

Ms. Foung, according to your deposition and testimony, other
than your two contributions to the Democratic National Committee,
the DNC, on February 1996 and on August 1996, you have never
made any other political contribution; is that correct?

Ms. FOUNG. To the best of my recollection, that’s correct.

Mr. SHAYS. To the best of your recollection. So you stand on
record that you’ve contributed on two occasions 10—10, $12,000,
$12,500 on February 19th, which was money that you got from
your brother, and on 8/18/96, $10,000. That’s the extent of your po-
litical contributions?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.



145

Mr. SHAYS. Are you aware that Federal Election Commission
records show you making two $1,000 contributions to the minority
Leader of the Senate, Tom Daschle, on June 26th, 1995?

Ms. FOUNG. I saw the document, yes.

Mr. SHAYS. Did you make that contribution?

Ms. FOUNG. Not to my knowledge—my recollection.

Mr. SHAYS. Well, I mean, did you or didn’t you?

Ms. FOUNG. Like I said, not to the best of my recollection, no.

Mr. SHAYS. See, you've been immune from testimony, so——

Ms. FOuNG. Exactly.

Mr. SHAYS [continuing]. So you don’t need to keep anything from
us.
Wouldn’t you know if you made a contribution?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes, if I made contribution, I would know.

Mr. SHAYS. Did you know?

Ms. FOUNG. I'm speaking under oath. I don’t want something I
didn’t remember to come back to me as I'm lying.

Mr. SHAYS. It’s possible you made a contribution?

Ms. FOUNG. To the best of my recollection, no.

Mr. SHAYS. OK. Are you aware that Federal Election Commission
records show that Dai Lin Outlaw, your sister, contributed $1,000
to Mr. Daschle on 6/26 and another $1,000 on 6/26. Are you aware
of that?

Ms. FOUNG. To the extent if you're showing me the document.

Mr. SHAYS. Have you been told that this happened?

Ms. FOUNG. I might have. I just

Mr. SHAYS. Did you ask your sister if she made this contribution?

Ms. FounG. No.

Mr. SHAYS. Are you aware that Federal Election Commission
records show that Jim Outlaw, your brother-in-law, made two
$1,000 contributions on the same date?

Ms. Foung. If that’s what the record reflects.

Mr. SHAYS. Are you aware that that contribution——

Ms. FOouNG. No.

Mr. SHAYS [continuing]. Was made?

Are you aware that the Federal Election Commission records
show that E-Foung Do Trie, your mother, made two $1,000 con-
tributions to—again, to Mr. Daschle’s campaign in 1995?

Ms. FOUNG. No, I'm not aware of it.

Mr. SHAYS. No one on this committee has asked you about these
contributions?

Ms. FouNG. They probably have. I've been asked a lot of ques-
tions. I answered it.

Mr. SHAYS. Well, so, you were asked and you remembered, or you
don’t remember? That’s kind of a surprising thing to forget, isn’t
it?

Ms. FOUNG. Not really. All this fund-raising thing might be very
important thing to you, but it’s not to me, except to the extent that
it affects my life greatly.

Mr. SHAYS. Well, it affected your life greatly because your broth-
er asked you to commit a felony.

Ms. FOUNG. No, my brother didn’t. If my brother knew that, he
would never ask me something like that.
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Mr. SHAYS. No, your brother asked you to launder money, and
to put it in your name. And it wasn’t your money.

Ms. Foung. No.

Mr. SHAYS. That’s what your brother did. That is a felony.

Ms. FouNG. My testimony is, my brother asked me a favor be-
cause he cannot make those checks in time. That’s the extent of
what he asked me. He did not ask me to launder money. If he
knew——

Mr. SHAYS. When you

Ms. FOUNG [continuing]. That he was going to get me in this po-
sition, he wouldn’t ask me.

Mr. SHAYS. Your testimony is, your brother didn’t know he was
asking you to launder money?

When I asked you—when you met the President, according to
your deposition, President Clinton knew your brother. What did he
say about your brother?

Ms. FOUNG. Just what I testified earlier.

Mr. SHAYS. Why don’t you do this? Why don’t you turn to page
29 of the deposition, since you have a hard time remembering
things you said to us, and tell me if, when the question was asked,
exactly what did the President say to you about his relationship
with your brother back in Little Rock, AR, days.

Your answer was—excuse me, it’s on page 30; I'm sorry, on page
30.

Your answer was: He said my brother, Charlie Trie, is a close
friend of his in two decades. Is that the answer you still stand by?

Nlls. FouNG. Yes. And I believe that was the answer I gave you
earlier.

Mr. SHAYS. OK. No, it wasn’t, because I didn’t ask that question.

Ms. FOUNG. Yes, I did.

Mr. SHAYS. Have you had any contact with the Democratic Na-
tional Committee, the DNC?

Ms. FOUNG. Yes, I did.

Mr. SHAYS. Who initiated that contact?

Ms. Foung. I did.

Mr. SHAYS. Why did you initiate that contact?

Ms. FOUNG. Because there’s a combination of several reasons.
The first reason was, I thought maybe the DNC had made a mis-
take that had overlooked my contribution. So I wasn’t——

Mr. SHAYS. Was that your contribution?

Ms. FOUNG. English is my second language. If you’re picking on
what I said all the time, I am sorry, it will be very difficult to me.

Mr. SHAYS. I'm sorry, too. But the bottom line is, I only have 10
minutes.

You can complete your story here. You called them because you
wanted your money back?

Ms. FounG. I want my brother’s money back.

Mr. SHAYS. OK. And why do you think your brother was entitled
to his money back?

Ms. FouNG. To the best of my knowledge, that was his money.

Mr. SHAYS. Well, but he gave it to you to give to the party. And
why wouldn’t you just be happy with your contribution? Why would
you have made the contribution then, and felt good about it; and
now want your money back, which wasn’t your money?
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Ms. FOUNG. No, I didn’t feel good or bad. I had no feelings. I sim-
ply did a favor for my brother.

Mr. SHAYS. So your brother wanted his money back?

Ms. FOUNG. And it turned out to be—no.

Mr. SHAYS. Did your brother ask you for the money back?

Ms. Founa. I thought that was the way it was supposed to be
handled. My limited knowledge of that was, they were refunding
money related to my brother.

Mr. SHAYS. OK. Ms. Foung, did you receive—excuse me.

Mr. SOLLERS. Mr. Landon.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Landon, I'm sorry.

Did you receive—have any contact with the DNC?

Mr. LANDON. No, I did not.

Mr. SHAYS. OK. Did the DNC return the money that you
laundered to the DNC?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, they did.

Mr. SHAYS. OK. Did they explain why they were doing that?

Mr. LANDON. All T got was the check is in the mail. I got no com-
munication with the DNC.

Mr. SHAYS. OK.

Ms. Foung, have you received any money back from Senator
Daschle?

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mr. SHAYS. Are you inclined to ask him for your money back?

Ms. FOUNG. No.

Mr. SHAYS. OK. How come?

Ms. FOUNG. Because that’s something I'm not aware of.

Mr. SHAYS. Would you like—I would like to yield to Mr. Cox.

Do you have a question?

Mr. CoXx. I just wondered, as a followup, Mr. Landon, when you
got the check, did you keep it?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. Cox. Do you still have it?

Mr. LANDON. I put it in the bank, and it’s still there.

Mr. Cox. Boy, good for you.

Mr. SHAYS. OK. I thank you. I yield back my time.

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman yields back his time.

Mr. Barr.

Mr. SHAYS. Isn’t it on that side, Mr. Condit?

Mr. CONDIT. I can wait.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Barr.

Mr. BARR. Point of order, are they yielding back their time?

Mr. BURTON. If the gentleman, Mr. Condit

Mr. ConpIT. No, I would like to claim my time.

Mr. BARR. I'm sorry.

Mr. BURTON. OK, Mr. Condit, then we’ll go back to your side.

Mr. CONDIT. Are you yielding to me Mr. Chairman at this point?

Mr. BURTON. We recognize you for 5 minutes.

Mr. ConDIT. Pardon? I would like to take my time, Mr. Chair-
man, and clarify something we started a little bit ago with you, if
I may; I'll do it now, if you like, or—I can do it now, or you

Mr. BURTON. You can take your 5 minutes.

Mr. ConDIT. What is the policy of the committee on how we reim-
burse these witnesses? What are the guidelines? Do we intend to
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reimburse Ms. Foung for her child care, her travel and the hotel,;
and Mr. Landon, too? Is that the policy of the committee.

Mr. BURTON. We reimburse for travel, hotel, meals, and inci-
dental expenses for their trip out here.

Mr. ConpIT. How about her time off work and her child care?

Mr. BURTON. We provide what the rules of the House and the
Government normally require.

Mr. ConDIT. And what is that?

Mr. BURTON. What I just stated. Travel, hotel, meals and
incidentals.

Mr. CoNDIT. Do you intend to do this for Mr. Landon, as well?

Mr. BURTON. Yes.

Mr. CoNDIT. And all witnesses that appear here?

Mr. BURTON. All witnesses that we subpoenaed and have come
before the committee.

Mr. CoNDIT. It was my understanding Ms. Foung, there was a
commitment made to her about her son traveling with her, that she
would be allowed to bring her 9-year-old son, later was told that
she couldn’t do that. She had to get child care to take care of him
for 24-hour periods.

Mr. BUrTON. That was discussed. But under the rules of the
House and the rules of the investigation, that’s not allowed. The
only thing is allowed is for witnesses. We did look into some other
way to facilitate that, but there was no other way to do it. So we
provided transportation, hotels and meals and incidentals for Ms.
Foung and Mr. Landon.

Mr. ConpIT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BURTON. Does the gentleman yield back?

Mr. ConDIT. Yes.

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman yields back.

Mr. Barr.

Mr. BARR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Landon, just to fol-
lowup briefly on the previous questions from my colleagues, Mr.
Shays and Mr. Cox here, that %12,500, is that in a bank account
over which you have control?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BARR. OK. Has that been declared as income to you?

Mr. LANDON. No, it’s not mine.

Mr. BARR. Who's is it?

Mr. LANDON. I assume it’s Charlie Trie’s.

Mr. BARR. Is he the one you received it from?

Mr. LANDON. No, I got it from Ms. Foung.

Mr. BARR. What information is available to you that it is Mr.
Trie’s money?

Mr. LANDON. Just she said it was.

Mr. BARR. OK.

Mr. LANDON. I assume from what I've read in the paper that it
belongs to him.

Mr. BaRr. OK. Nothing that you’ve gathered through these hear-
ings or through the grand jury proceedings would lead you to that
conclusion.

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BARR. You testified earlier, Mr. Landon, I think it was in re-
sponse to some questions my colleague, Mr. Waxman, had asked
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you that you understood that the checks that you received were
from overseas.

Mr. LANDON. Yes sir.

Mr. BARR. OK. You don’t know from who they were from,
though?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BARR. OK. But it’s your conclusion now that they were from
Mr. Trie?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BARR. OK. During the course of your discussions with your
attorney and with the Department of Justice, and I presume that
you have had discussions concerning immunity; is that correct?

Mr. LANDON. That’s correct.

Mr. BARR. OK. And it’s your understanding that you are immu-
nized and that means safe from prosecution for anything that you
talk about here; is that correct?

Mr. LANDON. That’s correct.

Mr. BARR. OK. Are you aware that it is illegal under the laws
of this country to make political contributions in the name of an-
other person?

Mr. LANDON. I am aware.

Mr. BARR. OK. Are you also aware that it is against the laws of
this country to launder money?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BARR. OK. And are you aware that there are, indeed, crimi-
nal penalties that attach to violations of those U.S. laws?

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir.

Mr. BARR. OK. Do you know what those penalties are?

Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BARR. OK. But you—it is your understanding that you are
here under a grant of immunity so you are not to be prosecuted—
you cannot be prosecuted for any of these offenses.

Mr. LANDON. Yes, sir. As long as I tell you everything I know.

Mr. BARR. OK.

Ms. Foung, is that your understanding also that you are here
under a grant of immunity and that you cannot be prosecuted for
violation of election laws or money-laundering laws of this country?

Ms. FounG. That’s correct.

Mr. BARR. OK. And are you aware, as Mr. Landon has testified
that he is aware, that it is indeed against the laws of this country
to make contributions, political contributions in the name of an-
other person?

Ms. FOUNG. I do now. But I didn’t know then.

Mr. BARR. Nobody has made you aware of that up until this
point today.

Ms. FOUNG. That’s correct. Not today, until the whole thing that
happened to me.

Mr. BARR. Sure. In other words, but you’ve had discussions, I
presume, with your lawyer and so forth about these various laws
that you are being immunized from.

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BARR. OK. Are either of you familiar with—familiar with the
gentleman named Antonio Pan?

Ms. Foung. No.
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Mr. LANDON. No, sir.

Mr. BARR. OK. Ms. Foung, you previously testified that you and
Mr. Landon were reimbursed for your two separate February 1996
contributions to the DNC in the amount of $12,500 each for a total
of $25,000. And I believe those checks have already been shown.
Were you, Ms. Foung, aware of before being informed by this com-
mittee that Antonio Pan was the source of that $25,000?

Ms. FOoUuNG. No.

Mr. BARR. And Mr. Landon?

Mr. LANDON. No.

Mr. BARR. OK. And are both of you under the impression that
it was your brother’s money, Ms. Trie

Ms. FOUNG. Yes.

Mr. BARR. Ms. Foung?

Mr. LANDON. Yes.

Mr. BARR. OK. As has been discussed previously before today,
the committee has learned through the bank records of February
22, 1996, Antonio Pan, a former Lippo associate and close executive
to John Huang and your brother, Mr. Trie, opened a savings ac-
count at Amerasia Bank in Flushing, NY, with an initial deposit
of $25,200 cash. If we could see document 78 please?

Within minutes of that initial deposit, Mr. Pan withdrew $25,000
from the savings account and purchased from Amerasia Bank five
sequentially numbered $5,000 cashier’s checks totaling $25,000.
Three of the cashier’s checks totaling $15,000 were made payable
to you, Ms. Foung, and two totaling $10,000 were made payable to
you, Mr. Landon.

If we can see briefly documents 70 to 72 and 75 and 76. And let
me add this question to both of you, please. Would it surprise you
if you discovered that the money sent to you was, in fact, your
brother’s and that Antonio Pan was merely assisting your brother
in sending the money?

[Exhibits 70, 71, 72, 75, 76, and 78 follow:]
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(1) 1OF5
AMERASIA BANK _ 2