
Page 1 of 2 

McNulty, Paul J 
- - - - -- . - - 

From: Sampson, Kyle 

Sent: Thursday, February 08, 2007 4:15 PM 

To: Goodling, Monica; McNulty, Paul J; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Moschella, William; Hertling, 
Richard; Scolinos, Tasia 

Subject: FW: Letter to Gonzales 2.8.07 

Attachments: Document.pdf 

My thoughts re the response: 

The full quotation (not the selective quote) of the AG's testimony more fairly represents his views about not 
asking U.S. Attorney to resign for so-called "political reasons," to wit: "I think I would never, ever make a 
change in a United States attorney for political reasons or if it would in any way jeopardize an ongoing 
serious investigation. I just would not do it" (emphasis added). 
The DAG's testimony clarifies that asking Cummins to resign, not because of underperformance, but to 
permit Griffin to serve, is not a "political reason": 

SEN. SCHUMER: . . . So here we have the attorney general adamant; here's his quote, "We 
would never, ever make a change in the U.S. attorney position for political reasons." Then we have 
now -- for the first time, we learn that Bud Cummins was asked to leave for no reason and we're 
putting in someone who has all kinds of political connections -- not disqualifiers, obviously, certainly 
not legally -- and I'm sure it's been done by other administrations as well. But do you believe that 
firing a well-performing U.S. attorney to make way for a political operative is not a poltical reason? 

MR. MCNULTY: Yes, I believe that's it's not a political reason. 

SEN. SCHUMER: Okay, could you try to explain yourself there? 

MR. MCNULTY: . . . I think that the fact that he had political activities in his background does not 
speak to teh question of his qualifications for being the United Staets attorney in that district. . . . So 
he started off with a strong enough resume, and the fact that he was given an opportunity to step in 
- . . . [where Cummins] may have already been thinking about leaving at some point anyway. . . . 
And all those things came together to say in this case, this unique situation, we can make a change 
and this would still be good for the office. 

Griffin is not an inexperienced prosecutor: he had far more federal prosecution experience (in the Criminal 
Division and in the U.S. Attorney's Office) than Cummins did when he was appointed, in addition 
to substantial military prosecution experience. 

As for the specific questions: 

The decision to appoint Tim Griffin to be interim U.S. Attorney in the Eastern District of Arkansas was 
made on or about December 15,2006, after the second of the Attorney General's telephone conversations 
with Sen. Pryor. Appointing Griffin to be U S .  Attorney (for the Western District of Arkansas) was first 
contemplated in the spring of 2004 [Monica, please verify], when Griffin was one of three names 
recommended by Rep. Boozman to fill the U.S. Attorney vacancy in that district that arose because of the 
resignation of Tom Gean on [insert date]; ultimately, Griffin withdrew his name from consideration for that 
appointment. Appointing Griffin to be U.S. Attorney (for the Eastern District of Arkansas) was first 
contemplated in the spring of 2006 [Monica, please verify], after Griffin had left the employment of the 
White House due to his being activated for full-time military service. 
I am not aware of anyone (other than Mr. Griffin) lobbying, either inside or outside of the Administration, for 
appointment. In the spring of 2006 [Monica, please verify], White House Counsel Harriet Miers asked the 
Department if Mr. Griffin (who then was on active duty) could be considered for appointment as U.S. 
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Attorney upon his return from Iraq. As Griffin was well known to the Department (from his service in the 
Criminal Division, the U.S. Attorney's Office, and the White House), this request was considered favorably. 
Cummins' continued service as U.S. Attorney was not considered at the same time as the other U.S. 
Attorneys that the DAG acknowledged were asked to resign for reasons related to their performance. As 
the DAG testified, with regard to Cummins' continued service, "there was a change made there that was 
not connected to, as was said, the performance of the incumbent, but more related to the opportunity to 
provide a fresh start with a new person in that position." (Or where the DAG testified that he was "not 
disputing [the] characterization" that Cummins was "fired simply to let someone else have a shot at the 
job.") 
I am not aware of Karl Rove playing any role in the Attorney General's decision to appoint Griffin. 
Agree wholeheartedly that "[olnce appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other public 
servance, must be above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce the rule of law 
without fear or favor." Historically, many U.S. Attorneys, prior to their appointment have political 
experience. 
Hertling should sign. 

From: Scott-Finan, Nancy 
Sent: Thursday, February 08, 2007 1:25 PM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; Goodling, Monica; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Moschella, William; Hertling, Richard; Seidel, 
Rebecca; Scolinos, Tasia 
Cc: Cabral, Catalina; Long, Linda E; Green, Saralene E 
Subject: FW: Letter to Gonzales 2.8.07 

Senator Schumer's press secretary just emailed me this Schumer/Reid/Durbin/Murray letter with regard to 
Cummins/Griffin. 



The Honorable Alberto R. G a d e s  
Attorney General of the United States 
U.S, Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530-000 1 

Dear Attorney General Gonzales: 

As you know, the Senate Judiciary Committce held a hearing this week to 
examine the growing politicization of the hiring and firing of United States Attorneys, 
our nation's top federal prosecutors. 

Unfortunately, the hearing only served to intensify, rather than assuage, our 
concerns, particularly given the circumstances surrounding the ouster of Bud Cumins ,  
who was the U.S. Attorney in the Eastern District of Arkansas until last December. 

When you testified before the. Committee on January 1 8,2007, you stBtcd 
unequivocally that you "wodd never, ever make a change in a U.S. Attorney position for 
political reasons." In a stunning acimission, hawever, Deputy Attorney Gene~al Paul 
McNutty, in his own testimony on Febtuary 6', acknowledged that Mr. Curnmim was 
pushed out for no reason a,ther than to install - without Senate confirmation - Tim 
Cirifftn, a former aide to Karl Rove. At the time, Mr, Griffin had minimal federal 
prosecution experience, but was highly skilled in opposition research and partisan attacks 
for the Republican National Committee. This strikes us as a quintessentially "political" 
reason to make a change. 

We recognize, of course, that United States Attomeys scrvc at the pIeasure of the 
President, but as several highly respected and distinguished former orlicials of the 
Department of Justice have noted, the dismissal of a well-respected U.S. Attorney simpIy 
to reward an inexperienced partisan is unprccedented. 

Although Senators expect soon to be briefed privately about the alIeged 
performance issues of several other U.S. Attorneys, we hope that you will quickly and 
pubIidy address the most ~roubl i~~g aspects of the Cumrnins ouster and Griffin 
appointment. We look forward to a fuller explanation of why a concededly well- 
p e h m i n g  prosecutor was terminated in favor of such a partisan figure: 

In particular, when was the de~ision madei to appoint Tim Grifin to replace Bud 
Cummim? 



Specifically, who lobbied on b e W  of Tim Griffin's appointment, both inside and 
outside the Administration? 

Why was Bud Cummins twld-to resign in June of 2006, when the other dismissed 
officials were.told in Ducemhw of 2006? Was the mason to give the replacement, 
Tim &iffin, a ohance to become eqs-wmed at the U.S. A;tmmey's OffEce in 
A r r k m  before making th'appaidtrnent? 

a h light of the.unprecedented nature of tly appznttqgit, we,ae especwy 
interested in uader~tstnding &e role played by Karl Rove. .In particulat, what role 
did Karl Rove, with whom OriEfin was closely associated, play in the &xision to 
appoint Griffin? 

Given that Mr. Rove was himself apparently still being investigated by a U.S. 
Attorney in June of 2006, it would be extremely untoward if he were at the same time 
leading the charge to oust a sitting U.S. Attorney and install his own former aide. 

l11ese questions go to the heart of the public's confidence in the fair 
administration of justice. Once appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other 
public servant, must be above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce 
the rule of law without fear or favor. 

Given the issues raised in the ~ecent hearing, we are naturally concerned about the 
Administration's professed commitment to keeping pdlitics out of the Department of 
Justice. We hope that you will qnickly put those concerns to rest. 

Sincerely, 



McNulty, Paul J 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Sampson, Kyle 
Wednesday, February 21,2007 7:22 PM 
McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, 
Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Importance: High 

Attachments: reid letter re cummins-griffin.doc 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanks! 

reld letter re 
cummlns-griffin. .. 

Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 514-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 cell 
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov 



The Honorable Hany Reid 
Majority Leader 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 205 10 

Dear Senator Reid: 

This is in response to your letter to the Attorney General dated February 8,2007. 
An identical response has been sent to the other signatories of that letter. 

The full quotation of the Attorney General's testimony at the Judiciary Committee 
hearing on January 18,2007 (not the selective quote cited in your letter), more fairly 
represents his views about the appropriate reasons for asking a U.S. Attorney to resign. 
In full, the Attorney General stated: "I think I would never, ever make a change in a 
United States attorney for political reasons or f i t  would in any way jeopardize an 
ongoing serious investigation. Ijust would not do it" (emphasis added). 

The Deputy Attorney General, at the hearing held on February 6,2007, further 
stated the Department's view that asking U.S. Attorney Bud Cummins to resign so that 
Special Assistant U.S. Attorney Tim Griffin might have the opportunity to serve as U.S. 
Attorney is not, in the Department's view, an inappropriate "political reason." This is so, 
the Deputy Attorney General testified because, inter alia, Griffin was very well-qualified 
and had "a strong enough resume" to serve as U.S. Attorney, and Cumrnins "may have 
already been thinking about leaving at some point anyway." Indeed, at the time Griffin 
was appointed interim U.S. Attorney in December 2006 he had far more federal 
prosecution experience (in the Criminal Division and in the U.S. Attorney's office) than 
Cummins did at the time he was appointed U.S. Attorney in [insert month] 2001. In 
addition, Griffin has substantial military prosecution experience that C u m i n s  does not 
have. And it was well-known, as early as December 2004, that C u m i n s  intended to 
leave the office and seek employment in the private sector. See "The Insider Dec. 30," 
Ark. Times @ec. 30,2004) ("Cumrnins, 45, said that, with four children to put through 
college someday, he'll likely begin exploring career options. It wouldn't be 'shocking,' 
he said, for there to be a change in his office before the end of Bush's second term."). 

In answer to your specific questions: 

The decision to appoint Tim Griffin to be interim U.S. Attorney in the Eastern 
District of Arkansas was made on or about December 15,2006, after the second 
of the Attorney General's telephone conversations with Senator Pryor. 
The Department of Justice is not aware of anyone lobbying, either inside or 
outside of the Administration, for Griffin's appointment. In the spring of 2006, 



following regular procedures, the Office of the Counsel to the President inquired 
of the Office of the Attorney General as to whether Griffin (who then was on 
active military duty) might be considered for appointment as U.S. Attorney upon 
his return from Iraq. 
As the Deputy Attorney General testified, Cummins' continued service as U.S. 
Attorney was not considered at the same time as the other U.S. Attorneys that the 
Deputy Attorney General acknowledged were asked to resign for reasons related 
to their performance. As the Deputy Attorney General testified, the request that 
Cummins resign was "related to the opportunity to provide a fresh start with a 
new person in that position." 
The Department is not aware of Karl Rove playing any role in the decision to 
appoint Griffin. 

In conclusion, the Department wholeheartedly agrees with the principle that 
"[olnce appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other public servants, must be 
above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce the rule of law without 
fear or favor." That many U.S. Attorneys, appointed by Presidents of both parties, have 
had political experience prior to their appointment does not undermine that principle. 

Sincerely, 

Richard A. Hertling 
Acting Assistant Attorney General 



McNulty, Paul J 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Goodling, Monica 
Thursday, February 22, 2007 12:01 PM 
Sampson, Kyle; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael 
(ODAG); Hertling, Richard 
RE: Draft response to ReidlDurbin/SchumerlMurray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

He was technically an employee of Crim Div from March 2001 to June 2002, but was on detail to EDAR for September 
2001-June 2002 -- so about 6 months in Crim Div. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 10:16 AM 
To: Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul 1; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Monica, can you tell us how long Tim was in CRM? 

From: Margolis, David 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 9:23 AM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; McNulty, Paul 1; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Su bject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Kyle: remind me - did Tim spend a substantial period of time in Crm Div.? I just don't recall. Otherwise I have no qualms 
about the letter. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2007 7:22 PM 
To: McNulty, Paul 3; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 
Importance: High 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanks! 

<< File: reid letter re cummins:griffin.doc >> 

Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 514-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 cell 
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov 



McNultv. Paul J 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Sampson, Kyle 
Thursday, February 22,2007 12:03 PM 
Goodling, Monica; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael 
(ODAG); Hertling, Richard 
RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Importance: High 

Attachments: reid letter re cummins-griffin v.2.doc 

If you have not already reviewed the letter, please review this version 2. (It includes some nits, plus a new graf from 
Hertling.) Because this letter mentions Rove and alludes to Harriet, I'd like to send it to WHCO today for their review, with 
an eye on getting it out tomorrow. THx. 

reid letter re 
cumrnins-griffin ... 

From: Goodling, Monica 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 12:Ol PM 
To: Sarnpson, Kyle; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul 1; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schurner/Murray letter re Curnmins-Griffin 

He was technically an employee of Crim Div from March 2001 to June 2002, but was on detail to EDAR for September 
2001-June 2002 -- so about 6 months in Crim Div. 

From: Sarnpson, Kyle 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 10:16 AM 
To: Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schurner/Murray letter re Cumrnins-Griffin 

Monica, can you tell us how long Tim was in CRM? 

From: Margolis, David 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 9:23 AM 
To: Sarnpson, Kyle; McNulty, Paul 1; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subjed: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Kyle: remind me - did Tim spend a substantial period of time in Crm Div.? I just don't recall. Otherwise I have no qualms 
about the letter. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2007 7:22 PM 
To: McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 
Importance: High 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanks! 

<< File: reid letter re cummins-griffin.doc >> 

Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Department of Justice 



950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 514-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 cell 
kyle.sam pson@usdoj.gov 



The Honorable Harry Reid 
Majority Leader 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 205 10 

Dear Senator Reid: 

This is in response to your letter to the Attorney General dated February 8,2007. 
An identical response has been sent to the other signatories of that letter. 

The full quotation of the Attorney General's testimony at the Judiciary Committee 
hearing on January 18,2007 (not the selective quote cited in your letter), more fairly 
represents his views about the appropriate reasons for asking a U.S. Attorney to resign. 
In full, the Attorney General stated: "I think I would never, ever make a change in a 
United States attorney for political reasons or if it would in any way jeopardize an 
ongoing serious investigation. Ijust would not do it" (emphasis added). 

The Deputy Attorney General, at the hearing held on February 6, 2007, further 
stated the Department's view that asking U.S. Attorney Bud Cummins to resign so that 
Special Assistant U.S. Attorney Tim Griffin might have the opportunity to serve as U.S. 
Attorney is not, in the Department's view, an inappropriate "political reason." This is so, 
the Deputy Attorney General testified because, inter alia, Mr. Griffin is very well- 
qualified and has "a strong enough resume" to serve as U.S. Attorney, and Mr. Cummins 
"may have already been thinking about leaving at some point anyway." Indeed, at the 
time Mr. Griffin was appointed interim U.S. Attorney in December 2006 he had far more 
federal prosecution experience (in the Criminal Division and in the U.S. Attorney's 
office) than Mr. Cummins did at the time he was confirmed as U.S. Attorney in 
December 2001. In addition, Mr. Griffin has substantial military prosecution experience 
that Mr. Cummins does not have. And it was well-known, as early as December 2004, 
that Mr. Cummins intended to leave the office and seek employment in the private sector. 
See "The Insider Dec. 30," Ark. Times (Dec. 30,2004) ("Cummins, 45, said that, with 
four children to put through college someday, he'll likely begin exploring career options. 
It wouldn't be 'shocking,' he said, for there to be a change in his office before the end of 
Bush's second term."). 

In addition, the Department does not consider the replacement of one Republican 
U.S. Attorney by another well-qualified person with extensive experience as a prosecutor 
and strong ties to the district to be a change made for "political reasons." U.S. Attorneys 
serve at the pleasure of the President; that has always been the rule, and U.S. Attorneys 
accept their appointment with that understanding. U.S. Attorneys leave office all the time 
for a wide variety of reasons. As noted in the case of Mr. Cummins, he had previously 



indicated publicly that he did not expect to remain in office through the President's 
second term. It was only natural and appropriate that the Department would seek a 
successor in anticipation of the potential vacancy. When the Department found an able 
and experienced successor, it moved forward with his interim appointment. 

In answer to your specific questions: 

The decision to appoint Tim Griffin to be interim U.S. Attorney in the Eastern 
District of Arkansas was made on or about December 15,2006, after the second 
of the Attorney General's telephone conversations with Senator Pryor. 
The Department of Justice is not aware of anyone lobbying, either inside or 
outside of the Administration, for Mr. Griffin's appointment. In the spring of 
2006, following regular procedures, the Office of the Counsel to the President 
inquired of the Office of the Attorney General as to whether Mr. Griffin (who 
then was on active military duty in Iraq) might be considered for appointment as 
U.S. Attorney upon his return. 
As the Deputy Attorney General testified, Mr. Cummins's continued service as 
U.S. Attorney was not considered at the same time as the other U.S. Attorneys 
that the Deputy Attorney General acknowledged were asked to resign for reasons 
related to their performance. As the Deputy Attorney General testified, the 
request that Mr. Cummins resign was "related to the opportunity to provide a 
fresh start with a new person in that position." 
The Department is not aware of Karl Rove playing any role in the decision to 
appoint Mr. Griffin. 

In conclusion, the Department wholeheartedly agrees with the principle you set 
forth in your letter that "[olnce appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other 
public servants, must be above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to 
enforce the rule of law without fear or favor." That many U.S. Attorneys, appointed by 
Presidents of both parties, have had political experience prior to their appointment does 
not undermine that principle. 

We appreciate the opportunity to respond to your inquiry 

Sincerely, 

Richard A. Hertling 
Acting Assistant Attorney General 



McNulty, Paul J 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Hertling, Richard 
Thursday, February 22,2007 10:18 AM 
Sampson, Kyle; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Goodling, 
Monica; McNulty, Paul J 
FW: SchumerlReidlDurbinlMurray 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

Attachments: Schumer.Reid.Durbin.Murray 2.8.07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins.pdf 

As Kyle requested, here is the letter to which the draft letter on Griffin circulated last night responds. 

From: Cabral, Catalina 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 10: l l  AM 
To: Hertling, Richard 
Subjecf: Schumer/Reid/Durbin/Murray 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

Catalina Cabral 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Office of Legislative Affairs 
Catalina.Cabral@USDO J.gov 
(202) 5 1 4-4828 



. . 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

February &, 2007 

The'Honorable Albeito R. Gonzales 
Atforney General of the United States. 
U.S. :Departmen1 of.Justia 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 205304001 

- .  
:, Dear Anomey General Gonzales: 

As:you.know, the Senate Judiciary Coinmittce held a.hwring this w6ek to 
. a , examine'tht gtowing politicization of the hiriag and .firing of United States Attorneys, 

ciur nation's top federal pcosecutots. ,. . . 

Unfortunately,, the hearing only served to intensifl, rather than assuage, our 
concerns, particularly given the ciqumstances surrounding the ouster of Bud Cununins, 
who was the U..S. Attorney in the Eastun District of hkansas until last December. , 

. 

When you testified befote t h ~  Committee on January 18,2007, you stated 
unequivocally that you 'kould never, ever make a change in a U.S. Attorney position for 
political reasons." In a stunning admission, however, Deputy A~tomey Oeneral Paul 
Meh'ulty, in his own testimony on February 6', acknowledged that Mr. Cumrnins was 
pushed out-for no reason other thap to install - without Senate confirmation - Tim 
Griffin, a former aide to Karl Rove. At the time, Mr. Griffin had minimal fedend 
prosecution experience, but was highly skilled in opposition research and partisan attacks 
for the Republican National Committee. This strikes us as a quintessentially "political" 
reason to make a change. 

We recognize, of course, that United States Attorneys scrvc at the pleasure of the 
President, but as several highly respected and distinguished former officials af the 
Department of Justice have noted, the dismissal of a well-respected U.S. Attorney simply 
to reward an iaexperienccd partisan is unprecedented. 

Although Senators elrpecl soon to be briefed privately about the alleged 
performance issues of several other U.S. Attorneys, we hope that you will quickly and 
publicly address che most troubling aspects of the Cummins ouster and Griflin 
appointment. we look forward to a fuIler explanation of why a concededly wcll- 
performing prosecutor wtls terminated in favor of such a partisan figure: 

In particular, when was the decision inade to appoint ~ i m  Griffin to replace Bud 
Cummjns? 



. . .  . . 
. . . . 

Specifiylly, who'labbisd bn behalf . . . .  of ~ i m  %iffinns . .appointment, . . . both inside a d  
outside the'Achnin!s@atiotl?:- 

. . ... .. - 

why:- ~ u d ~ u m m i n s  .t$d to resigoiin June of 2006, when the othsr'di+issed 
officials were told in D~cember of .NQ6? Was .& %son to .give the replacumenti 

-'a & a n ~ , t o ~ & ~ ~ ~  e - b d  at the U.Si Amm+:j.;Office iii ' ' , 
Arkansas bcYdrc makihg . &e..appointrnent?, . 

. . .  . . .  

In light of the.unpiec&nted nhturc'oFthe appointrnent,'~ are espekidiy 
i n ~ ~ i i i : u n d e r s t a n d i n g  the role played by Karl Rove. In paaicular, whatrole 
did.Karl RQVC,.&~~ whom Griffin was closcly associated, play i i ~  (hc decision to 
appoinr(iriffin? . 

. . . . . . . . 
- .. . . .  

. . 'Given ha! Mr. R w  was himielf ~ ~ ~ p a r e a $ ~  still King investigated.by a U.S. . . .  
. . . .  
. 5 . . .  ' ~ g c m e y  in ;Tune ofi2-006, it would @.extremely untoyard if he were at the same time 

;: l d i n g  the charge to oust a sitting U.S. Attorney aid'install' his own f o n e r  aide. 
- .  . . .  . . . . 

. . .  > .  . . . .  
. ? .  . 

~ h & t  q~est i~& go tothe hu r t  of the 5ub1id~9 cqsfidenw in thc fair - .  . . ,  . 7 . .  

. . . . .  ... .. ._ 'on ofwtice. Once.appoint'ed, Attorneys, perhaps more: than any. oth& ..'::?.' -.' 

X m t ,  must.bcabOve polificr and kyoodrcprooch; they must be seen to d r c s  
. . . .  .. ..- the. 'iulebf law v&houf fear or favor. 

. . 
. . . .  . . .  . .  

8 
. . /..- - 7 . .  

. . . .  ' .  - 
. ,... 
...: :Given the.bsik raised in the recent hearingive -naturally concerned about .th= .:.............. :- " : . ' . .  .,. .: .: -- - : 

- % , . ~dm.hik@ttion''s professed commitment to keejing politics out of the Departmint of ' ' ' - .  . 

. . . .  . Justice. We'hope that you will quicldy put .tho& concerns to rcsi. 
.. - 

... Sincerely, 
. . . .  . . 

.... . -. . . . . .  
:. . . .  i . . . . .  . . . . .  

.. - - .., . . . . .  ... . . 

. . .  . . .  ...... 
. . 

. . ... 
. . . ' ,  . .  

. . . . . . . . .  

. . .  



From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Moschella, William 
Thursday, February 22, 2007 3:20 PM 
Sampson, Kyle; Goodling, Monica; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Elston, Michael (ODAG); 
Hertling, Richard 
RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

No objection but would copy Specter and McConnell. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Thursday, Febniary 22, 2007 12:03 PM 
To: Goodling, Monica; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard 
Subject RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 
Importance: High 

If you have not already reviewed the letter, please review this version 2. (It includes some nits, plus a new graf from 
Hertling.) Because this letter mentions Rove and alludes to Harriet, I'd like to send it to WHCO today for their review, with 
an eye on getting it out tomorrow. THx. 

<< File: reid letter re cummins-griffin v.2.doc'>> 

From: Goodling, Monica 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 12:01 PM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard 
Subjeck RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Mu~ay letter re Cummins-Griftin 

He was technically an employee of Crim Div from March 2001 to June 2002, but was on detail to EDAR for September 
2001-June 2002 -- so about 6 months in Crirn Div. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 10:16 AM 
To: Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Monica, can you tell us how long Tim was in CRM? 

From: Margolis, David 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 9:23 AM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; McNulty, Paul J; Moxhella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Mumy letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Kyle: remind me - did Tim spend a substantial period of time in Crm Div.? I just don't recall. Otherwise I have no qualms 
about the letter. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2007 7:22 PM 
To: Mdvulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 
Importance: High 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanksl 

<< File: reid letter re cumrnins-griffin.doc >> 

Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Department of Justice 



950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N .W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 514-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 cell 
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov 
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Eleton, Michael (ODAG) 

From: Scott-Finan, Nancy 

Sent: Thursday, February 08,2007 1 :25 PM 

To: Sampson, Kyle; Goodling, Monica; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Moschella, William; Hertling, 
Richard; Seidel, Rebecca; Scolinos, Tasia 

Cc: Cabral, Catalina; Long, Linda E; Green, Saralene E 

Subject: FW: Letter to Gonzales 2.8.07 

Attachments: Document.pdf 

Senator Schumer's press secretary just emailed me this SchumerlReidlDurbinlMurray letter with regard to 
CumminslGriffin. 



WASHINGTON, DC 205'10 

February 8,2007 

The Honorable Alberto R. Gonzales 
Attorney General of the United States 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 

Dear Attorney General Gonzdles: 

As you know, the Senate Judiciary Committee held a hearing this week to 
examine the growing politicization of the hiring and firing of lJnited States Attorneys, 
our nation's top federal prosecutors. 

Unfortunately, the hearing only served to intensify, rather than assrrage, our 
concerns, particularly given the circumstances surrounding the ouster of Bud C-m, 
who was the U.S. Attorney in the Eastern Di~frict of Arkansas mtil last December. 

When you testified before the Committee on January 1 8,2007, you stated 
unequivocally that you "would never, ever make a change in a U.S. Attorney position for 
political reasons." In a stunning admission, however, Deputy Attorney General Paul 
McNulty, in his own testimony on February 6th, acknowledged that Mr. Cummins was 
pushed out for no reason other than to install - without Senate confirmation - Tim 
Uriffin, a former aide to Karl Rove. At the time, Mr. Griffin had minimal feaeral 
prosecution experience, but was highly skillcd in opposition research and @sari attacks 
for the Republican National Committee. This strikes us as a quintessentially "political" 
reason to make a change. 

We recognize, of course, that United States Attorneys scrve at the pleawe of the 
President, but as sever4 highly respected and distinguished former officials ofthe 
Departme~lt of.Justice have noted, the dismissal of a well-respected U.S. Attorney simply 
to reward an inexperienced partisan is unprecedented. 

Although Senators expect soon to be briefed privately about the alleged 
perforname issues of several other U.S. Attorneys, we hape that you will quickly and 
publicly ddress the most troubling aspects of the Cumins  ouster and Griffih 
appointment. We took forward to a hller explanation of why a concededly wc1I- 
performing prosecutor was terminated in favor of such a partisan figure: 

In pmicular, when was the decision made to appoint Tim Griffin to replace Bud 
Cumrnins? 



Specifically, who lobbied on behalf of Tim Griffin's appointment, both inside and 
outside the Administration? 

Why was Bud Curnrnins told to resign h June of 2006, when the other dismissed 
officials were told in December of 2006? Was the reason to give the replacement, 
Tim Griffin, a chance to become ensconced at the U.S. Attorney's Office in 
Arkansas before making the appointment? 

n In light of the unprecedented nature of the appointment, we are especisiIIy 
interested in understanding the role played by Karl Rove. In particular, wha~ role 
did Karl Rove, with whom Griffin was closely associated, play in the lfecision to 
appoint Griffin? 

Given that Mr. Rove wm himself apparently still being investigated by a U.S. 
Attorney in June of 2006, it would be extremely untoward if he were at  he same time 
leading the charge to oust a sitting U.S. Attomey and install his own former aidc. 

These questions go to the heart of the public's confidence in the Fair 
administration of justice. Once appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other 
public servant, must be above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to eenfoce 
the rule of law witbout fear or favor. 

Given the issues raised in the recent hearing, we are naturally concern~d about the 
Administration's professed commitment to keeping politics out of the Depart@ent of 
Justice. We hope that you will quickly put those concerns to rest, 
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Elston, Michael (ODAG) 

From: Sampson, Kyle 

Sent: Thursday, February 08,2007 4:15 PM 

To: Goodling, Monica; McNulty, Paul J; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Moschella, William; Hertling, 
Richard; Scolinos, Tasia 

Subject: FW: Letter to Gonzales 2.8.07 

Attachments: Document.pdf 

My thoughts re the response: 

The full quotation (not the selective quote) of the AG's testimony more fairly represents his views about not 
asking U.S. Attorney to resign for so-called "political reasons," to wit: "I think I would never, ever make a 
change in a United States attorney for political reasons or if it would in  any way jeopardize an ongoing 
serious investigation. I just would not do it" (emphasis added). 
The DAG's testimony clarifies that asking Cummins to resign, not because of underperformance, but to 
permit Griffin to serve, is not a "political reason": 

SEN. SCHUMER: . . . So here we have the attorney general adamant; here's his quote, "We 
would never, ever make a change in the U.S. attorney position for political reasons." Then we have 
now -- for the first time, we learn that Bud Cummins was asked to leave for no reason and we're 
putting in someone who has all kinds of political connections -- not disqualifiers, obviously, certainly 
not legally - and I'm sure it's been done by other administrations as well. But do you believe that 
firing a well-performing U.S. attorney to make way for a political operative is not a poltical reason? 

MR. MCNULN: Yes, I believe that's it's not a political reason. 

SEN. SCHUMER: Okay, could you try to explain yourself there? 

MR. MCNULN: . . . I think that the fact that he had political activities in his background does not 
speak to teh question of his qualifications for being the United Staets attorney in that district. . . . So 
he started off with a strong enough resume, and the fact that he was given an opportunity to step in 
-- . . . [where Cummins] may have already been thinking about leaving at some point anyway. . . . 
And all those things came together to say in this case, this unique situation, we can make a change 
and this would still be good for the office. 

Griffin is not an inexperienced prosecutor: he had far more federal prosecution experience (in the Criminal 
Division and in the U.S. Attorney's Office) than Cummins did when he was appointed, in addition 
to substantial military prosecution experience. 

As for the specific questions: 

The decision to appoint Tim Griffin to be interim U.S. Attorney in the Eastern District of Arkansas was 
made on or about December 15, 2006, after the second of the Attorney General's telephone conversations 
with Sen. Pryor. Appointing Griffin to be U.S. Attorney (for the Western District of Arkansas) was first 
contemplated in the spring of 2004 [Monica, please verify], when Griffin was one of three names 
recommended by Rep. Boozman to fill the U.S. Attorney vacancy in that district that arose because of the 
resignation of Tom Gean on [insert date]; ultimately, Griffin withdrew his name from consideration for that 
appointment. Appointing Griffin to be U.S. Attorney (for the Eastern District of Arkansas) was first 
contemplated in the spring of 2006 [Monica, please verify], after Griffin had left the employment of the 
White House due to his being activated for full-time military service. 
I am not aware of anyone (other than Mr. Griffin) lobbying, either inside or outside of the Administration, for 
appointment. In the spring of 2006 [Monica, please verify], White House Counsel Harriet Miers asked the 
Department if Mr. Griffin (who then was on active duty) could be considered for appointment as US.  
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Attorney upon his return from Iraq. As Griffin was well known to the Department (from his service in the 
Criminal Division, the U.S. Attorney's Office, and the White House), this request was considered favorably. 
Cummins' continued service as U.S. Attorney was not considered at the same time as the other U.S. 
Attorneys that the DAG acknowledged were asked to resign for reasons related to their performance. As 
the DAG testified, with regard to Cummins' continued service, "there was a change made there that was 
not connected to, as was said, the performance of the incumbent, but more related to the opportunity to 
provide a fresh start with a new person in that position." (Or where the DAG testified that he was "not 
disputing [the] characterization" that Cummins was "fired simply to let someone else have a shot at the 
job.") 
I am not aware of Karl Rove playing any role in the Attorney General's decision to appoint Griffin. 
Agree wholeheartedly that "[olnce appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other public 
servance, must be above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce the rule of law 
without fear or favor." Historically, many U.S. Attorneys, prior to their appointment have political 
experience. 
Hertling should sign. 

From: Scott-Finan, Nancy 
Sent: Thursday, February 08, 2007 1:25 PM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; Goodling, Monica; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Moschella, William; Hertling, Richard; Seidel, 
Rebecca; Scolinos, Tasia 
Cc: Cabral, Catalina; Long, Linda E; Green, Saralene E 
Subject: FW: Letter to Gonzales 2.8.07 

Senator Schumer's press secretary just emailed me this Schumer/Reid/Durbin/Murray letter with regard40 
CumminslGriffin. 



%nited %jtstu Senate 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

February 8,2007 

The Honorable Alberto' R. Gonzales 
Attorney General of the United States 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530-000 1 

Dear Attorney General Gonzales: 

As you know, rhe Senate Judiciary Committee held a hearing this week to 
examine the growing politicization of the hiring and firing of IJnited States Attorneys, 
our nation's top federal prosecutors. 

Unfortunately, the hearing only served to intensiQ, rather than assuage, our 
concerns, particularly given the circumstances surrounding the ouster of Bud C d n s ,  
who was the U.S. Attorney in the Eastern District of Arkansas until last December. 

When you testified before the Committee on J a n .  18,2007, you mted 
unequivocally sat you "would never, ever malce a change in a U.S. Attorney position for 
political reasons." In a stunning admission, however, Deputy Attorney Genegal Paul 
McNulty, in his own testimony on February ti6, acknowledged that Mr. Cummins was 
pushed out for no reason other than to install - without Senate confirmation - Tim 
Griffin, a former aide to Karl Rove. At the time, Mr. Gri& had minimal federal 
prosecution experience, but was highly skilicd in oppositian research md pt$san attacks 
for the Rcpablican National Committee. This strikes us as a quintessentially "political" 
reason to make a change. 

We recognize, of course, that United States Attorneys serve at thc pleasure of the 
President, but as several highly respected and distinguished former officials ofthe 
Deparbnent of Justice have noted, the dismissal of a well-respected U.S. Attorney simply 
to reward an inexperienced partisan is unprecedented. 

Although Senators expect soon to be briefed privately about the alleged 
performance issues of several other U.S. Attorneys, we hope that you will quickly and 
publicly address the most troubling aspects of the Cummins ouster and GrifEh 
appointment. We look forward to a fuller' explanation of .why a concededly well- 
performing prosecutw w8s terminated in favor of such a partisan figure: 

In particular, when was the deckion made to appoint Tim Griff~n to replace Bud 
C m i n s ?  



Specifically, who lobbied on behalf of Tim Griffin's appointment, both inside and 
outside the Administration? 

Why was Bud Cummins told to resign in June of 2006, when the other dismissed 
officials were told in December of 2006? Was the reason to give the replacement, 
Tim Griffin, a chance to become ensconced at the U.S. Attorney's Office in 
Arkansas before making the appointment? 

In light of the unprecedented nature of the appointment, we are especidly 
interested in understanding the role played by Karl Rove. In particular, whar role 
did Karl Rove, with whom Griffin was closely associated, play in the gecisibn to 
appoint Griffin? 

Given that Mr. Rove was himself apparently still being investigated by a U.S. 
Attorney in June of 2006, it would be extremely untoward if he were at the same time 
leading the charge to oust a sitting U.S. Attorney and install his own former aidc. 

These questions go to the heart of the public's codidence in the fair 
administration of justice. Once appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other 
public servant, must be above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce 
the rule of law without fear or favor. 

Given the issues r a i d  in the recent hearing, we are naturally concerngd about the 
Administration's professed commitment to keeping politics out of the Department of 
Justice. We hope that you will quickly put those concerns to rest. 



~lston, Michael (ODAG) 

From: Samps'on, Kyle 
Sent: Wednesday, February'21,2007.7:22 PM 
To: McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, 

Richard; Goodling, Monica 
subject: Draft response to ReidlDurbinlSchumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Importance: High 

Atbdhments: reid letter re cummins-griffin.doc 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response ta the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanks! 

reld litter re 
cummlns-griffin ... 

Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff. 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 514-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 cell 
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov 



'The Honorable Harry Reid 
Majority Leader 
United States S,enate 
Washington, D.C. 205 10 

' Dear Senator Reid: 

This is in response to your letter to the Attorney General dated February 8,2007. 
An identical response has been sent to the other signatories of that letter. 

The full quotation of .the Attorney General's testimony at the Judiciary Committee 
hearing on January 18,2007 (not the selective quote cited in your letter), more fairly 
represents his views about the appropriate reas'ons for asking a U.S. Attorney to resign. 
In fbll, the Attorney General stated: "I think I would never, ever make a change in a 
United States attorney for political reasons or ifit would in any way jeopardize an 
owing serious investigation. Ijust would not do it" (emphasis added). 

The Deputy Attorney General, at the hearing held on February 6,2007, further 
stated the Department's view that asking U.S. Attorney Bud Cummins to resign so that 
Special Assistant U.S. Attorney Tim Griffin might have the opportunity to serve as U.S. 
Attorney is not, in the Department's view, an inappropriate "political reason." This is so, 
the Deputy Attorney General testified because, inter alia, Griffin was very well-qualified 
and had "a strong enough resume" to serve as U.S. Attorney, and Cumrnins "may have 
already been thinking about leaving at some point anyway." Indeed, at the time Griffin 
was appointed interim U.S. Attorney in December 2006 he had far more federal 
prosecution experience (in the Criminal Division and in the U.S. Attorney's office) than 
Curnmins did at the time he was appointed U.S. Attorney in [insert month] 2001. In 
addition, Griffin has substantial military prosecution experience that Cmmins does not 
have. And it was well-known, as early as December 2004, that Cummins intended to 
leave the office and seek employment in the private sector. See "The Insider Dec. 30," 
Ark. Times (Dec. 30,2004) ("Cummins, 45, said that, with four children to put through 
college someday, he'll likely begin exploring career options. It wouldn't be 'shocking,' 
he said, for there to be a change in his office before the end of Bush's second term."). 

In answer to your specific questions: 

The decision to appoint Tim Giiffin to be interim U.S. Attorney in the Eastern 
District of Arkansas was made on or about December 15,2006, after the second 
of the Attorney General's telephone conversations with Senator Pryor. 
The Department of Justice is not aware of anyone lobbying, either inside or 
outside of the Administration, for Griffin's appointment. In the spring of 2006, 



following regular procedures, the Office of the Counsel to the President inquired 
of the Office of the Attorney General as to whether Griffin (who then was on 
active military duty) might be considered for appointment as -U.S. Attorney upon 
his return from Iraq. 
As the Deputy Attorney General testified, Cummins' continued service as U.S. 

. . Attorney was not considered at the same time as the other U.S. Attorneys that the 
Deputy Attorney General acknowledged were asked to resign for reasons related 
to their performance:, As the Deputy Attorney General testified, the request that 
Cummins resign was "related to the opportunity to provide a fresh start with a 
new person in that position." 
The Departmentis not aware of Karl Rove playing any role in the decision to 
appoint' Griffin. 

In conclusion, the Department wholeheartedly agrees with the principle that 
"[olnce appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other public servants, must be 

. above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce the rule of law without 
fear or favor." That many U.S. Attorneys, appointed by Presidents of both parties, have 
had political experience prior to their appointment does not undermine that principle. 

Sincerely, 

Richard A. Hertling 
Acting Assistant Attorney General 



Elston, Michael (ODAG) , . . . 

From: Margolis, David 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 9:23 AM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, 

Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: . RE: Draft response to ReidlDurbinlSchumerlMurray letter re Cummins-Griftin 

Kyle: remind me - did Tim 'spend a substantial period of time in Crm Div.? I just don't recall. Otherwise I have no qualms 
about the latter. 

From: Sarnpson, Kyle 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2007 7:22 PM 

- To: McNulty, Paul 3; Moschella, Willlam; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: Draft response to Reid/Durbln/Schurner/Munay letter re Cummins-Griffin 
Importance: High 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft respanse to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanks! 

<< File: reid letter re cummins-griffin.doc >> 

.' Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 514-2001 wk. 

,. (202) 305-5289 cell 
kyle.sampson@usdoj,gov 



.€iston, Michael (ODAG) . . 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 10:16 AM 
To: Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, 

Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to ReidlDurbinlSchumerIMurray letter re Curnrnins-Griffin 

Monica, can you tell us how long Tim was in CRM? 

- - 

From: ~ar&lis, Davld 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 9:23 AM 

.,To: Sampson, Kyle; McNulty, Paul 3; Moxhella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Du&in/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Kyle: remind me - did Tim spend a substantial period of time in Crrn Div.? I just don't recall. Otherwise I have no qualms 
about the letter. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21,2007 7:22 PM 
To: McNulty, Paul 3; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: Draft response to Reld/Du&in/Schumer/Mu~~ay letter re Cummins-Griffin 
Importance: High 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? . 
Thanks! 

<< File: reid letter re cummins-griffin.doc >> 

Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff . . 

U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 514-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 cell 
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov 



Elston, Michael (ODAG) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Hertling, Richard 
Thursday, February 22,2007 10:18 AM 
Sampson, Kyle; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Goodling, 
Monica; McNulty, Paul J 
FW: Schumer/Reid/Durbin/Murray 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

Attachments: Schumer.Reid.Durbin.Murray 2.8.07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins.pdf 

As Kyle requested, here is the letter to which the draft letter on Griffin circulated last night responds. 

From: Cabral, Catalina 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 10: 11 AM 
To: Hertling, Richard 
Subject: Schumer/Reid/Durbin/Murray 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

Catalina Cabral 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Office of Legislative Affairs 
Catalina.Cabral@USDOJ.gov 
(202) 5 1 4-4828 



February 8,2007 

The'Honorable Alberto R. Gowales 
Attorney General of the United States. 
U.S. :Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 

Dear Attorney General Gonzales: 

As you know, the Senate Judiciary Committee held a hearing this week to 
I examine the growing politicization of the hiring and firing of United Stares Attorneys, 

our nation's top federal prosecutors. 

Unfortunately, the hearing only served to intensify, rather than assuage, our 
concerns, particularly given the circumstances surrounding the ouster of Bud Cummins, 
who was the U.S. Attorney in the Eastern District of Arkansas until last December. 

When you testified before the Committee on January 18,2007, you stated 
unequivocally that you '%would never, ever make a changc in a U.S. Attomcy position for 
poiitical reasons." In a stunning admission, however, Dtputy Attorney Oeneral Paul 
McNulty, in his own testimony on February 6', acknowledged that Mr. Cummins was 
pushed out for no reason other than to install - without Senate confirmation - Tim 
Griffin, a formcr aide to Karl Rove. At the time, Mr. Griffin had mini& federal 
prosecution experience, but was highly skilled in opposition research and partisan attacks 
for the Republican National Committee. This strikes us as ti quintessentially ''political" 
reason to make a change. 

We recognize, of course, that United States Attorneys scrvc at the pleasure of the 
President, but as several highly respoctcd and distinguished former oK~cials of the 
Department of Justice have noted, the dismissal of a well-respected U.S. Attorney simply 
to reward an inexperienccd partisan is unprcccdented. 

Although Senators expect soon to be briefed privately about the alleged 
performance issues of several other U.S. Attomeys, we hope that you will quickly and 
publicly address the most troubling aspects ofthe Curnmins ouster and Grillin 
appointment. We look forward to a fuller explanation of why a concededly wcll- 
performing prosecutor was terminated in favor of such a partisan figure: 

In particular, when was the decision made to appoint Tim Griffin to replace Bud 
Cummins? 



. . 
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. . . . 

Specifically. wholobbied 6i1 behalf of ~ i m  Griffin' J appointment, both inside and 
. . .  

outside the Admini~stratiob?., .: 

.,. , . .. 

. . 

Why:- BudCummilw told to nsigiLin June of 2006, when the other dismissed 
officials wue told in-December of 20Q6? 'Was the r&n to ,give the sepl~ef"tnt, 
"J& ma chance tifkcome e-nd at the U;S; Attomey':COffice in ' , 
~rkansas befbre makihg . &t,.appointmeat?. . 

In light of the unprecedented nnture ofthe appointment, we arc especially 
interested in understanding the role played by Karl Rove. In paaicula., what role 
did Karl Rove, with whom G r i f i  was closcly associated, play in the decision to 
appoint Griffin? 

Given that Mr. Rove was himself apparently still being investigated by a U.S. 
Attorney in June of 2006, it would be extremely untoward if he were at the same time 
leading the charge to-oust a sitting U.S. Attorney and install his own former aide. 

'Ihese questions go to thc heart of the public's confidence in the fair 
admiqistration of justice. Once appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps morethan any other 
public servant, must be-above politics and beyond reproach; they must k seen to enforce 
the rule-of law without fear or favor. 

. .  . .  , , . . . .  - . .. . . .. . . 
, ' ..:i . . . 

. .. . : 

. . . ....: ?. : ~ i v &  the. issuis raised in the recent hearing,'wi: are. naturally concerned about .the .. .. .. . . .  ' : .-" ' 

' 

. 

.. . ... 
. :.i 'Administratioti's professed commitment to keeping politics out of the Dcparbnim~ of ... , 

. . 
Justice. W i  hope that you will quickiyput tho& concerns to rest. 



Elston, Michael (ODAG) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Goodling, Monica 
Thursday, February 22,2007 12:01 PM 
Sampson, Kyle; Margolis, David;.McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael 
(ODAG); Hertling, Richard 
RE: Draft response to ~eid/~urbin/~churner l '~urra~ letter re Currimins-Giiffin 

He was technically an employee of Crim Div from March 20'01 to June 2002, but was on detail to EDAR for September 
2001-June 2002 -- so about 6 months in Crim Div. 

. . 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 10:16 AM 
To: Margolis, David; McNulfy, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
subject: RE: Draft response to Reld/Duhin/Schumer/Murray letter re Curnmlns-Griffin 

Monica, can you tell us how long Tim was in CRM? 

From: Margolis, David 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 9:23 AM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reld/Durbin/Schumer/Mumy letter re Curnmins-Griffin 

Kyle: remind me - did Tim spend a substantial period of .time in Crrn Div.? I just don't recall. Otherwise I have no qualms 
about the letter. 

From: Sarnpson, Kyle 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2007 7:22 PM 
To: McNulty, Paul I; M@ella, Wllliam; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 

. Subject: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Mynay letter re 'Cumrnins-Griffin 
' Importance: High 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanks! 

<< File: reid letter re cummins-griffin.doc >> 

Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 51 4-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 cell 
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov 



Elston, Michael (ODAG) 

Sampson, Kyle From: 
Thursday, February 22, 2007 12:03 .PM Sent: 

To: Goodling, Monica; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael 
(ODAG); Hertling, Richard 

Subject: RE: Draft response to ReidlDurbinlSchumerlMurray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

High Importance: 

Attachments: reid letter re cummins-griffin v.2.doc 

If you have not already reviewed the letter, please review this version 2. (It includes some nits, plus a new graf from 
Hertling.) Because this letter mentions Rove and alludes to Harriet, I'd like to send it to WHCO today for their review, with 
an eye on getting it out tomorrow. THx. 

reld letter re 
cummlns-griffin.. . 

From! Goodling, Monica 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 12:01 PM 
To: Sarnpson, Kyle; Margolis, Davld; McNulty, Paul J; Moshella, W~lliam; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard 
Subject: RE. Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schurner/Munay letter re Curnrnins-Griffin 

He was technically an employee of Crim Div from March 2001 to June 2002, but was on detail to EDARfor September 
2001-June 2002 - so about 6 months in Crim Div. 

hom: Sarnpson, Kyle . 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 1096 AM 
To: . Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); ~ e r t l i n ~ ,  Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/S&urner/Mu~ay letter re Curnrnins-Griffin 

Monica, can you tell us how long Tim was in CRM? 

. . From: Margolis, David 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 9:23 AM 
To: Sarnpson, Kyle; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subjea: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schurner/Munay letter re Curnrnins-Griffin 

Kyle: remind me - did Tim spend a substantial period of time in CrmDiv.? I just don't recall. Otherwise I have no qualms 
about the letter. 

Fmm: Sarnpson, Kyle 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21,2007 7:22 PM 
To: McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: DraR response to Reid/Durbin/Schurner/Mu~ay letter re Cumrnins-Grlffin 
Importance: High 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanks! 

<< File: reid letter re cummins-griffin.doc >> 

Kyle Sampson . 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Department of Justice 



950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 514-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 cell 
kyie.sampson@usdoj.gov 



The Honorable Hany Reid 
Majority Leader 
.United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 205 10 

Dear Senator Reid: 

This is in response to your letter to the Attorney General dated February 8,2007. 
An identical response has been' sent to the other signatories of that letter. 

The full quotation of the Attorney ~eneral 's testimony atthe Judiciary Committee 
hearing on January 18,2007 (not the selective quote cited in your letter), more fairly 
represents his views about the appropriate reasons for asking a U.S. Attorney to resign. 
In full, the Attorney General stated: "I think I would never, ever make a change in a 
United States attorney for political'rkasons or ifit would in any way jeopardize an 
ongoing serious investigation. Ijust would not do it" (emphasis added). . . 

The Deputy Attorney General, at the hearing held on February 6,2007, furtder 
stated the Department's view that asking U.S. Attomey Bud Cummins to resign so that 
Special Assistant U.S. Attomey Tim Griffin might have the opportunity to serve as U.S . 
Attorney is not, in the Department's view, an inappropriate "political reason." This is so, 
the Deputy Attomey General testified because, inter alia, Mr. Griffin is very well- 
qualified and has "a strong enough resume" to serve as U.S. Attorney, and Mr. Cummins 
"may have already been thinking about leaving at some point anyway." Indeed, at the 
time Mr. Griffin was appointed interim U.S. Attorney in December 2006 he had far more 
federal prosecution experience (in the Criminal Division and in the U.S. Attorney's 
office) than Mr. Cummins did at the time he was confirmed as U.S. Attomey in 
December 2001. In addition, Mr. Griffi has substantial military prosecution experience 
that Mr. Curnmins does not have. And it was well-known, as early as December 2004, 
that Mr. Cummins intended to leave the office and seek employment in the private sector. 
See "The Insider Dec. 30," Ark Times (Dec. 30,2004) ("Cummins, 45, said that, with 
four children to put through college someday, he'll likely begin exploring career options. 
It wouldn't be 'shocking,' he said, for there to be a change in his office before the end of 
Bush's second term."). 

In addition, the Department does not consider the replacement of one Republican 
U.S. Attorney by another well-qualified person with extensive experience as a prosecutor 
and strong ties to the district to be a change made for "political reasons." U.S. Attorneys 
serve at the pleasure of the President; that has always been the rule, and U.S. Attorneys 
accept their appointment with that understanding. U.S. Attorneys leave office all the time 
for a wide variety of reasons. As noted in the case of Mr. Cummins, he had previously 



indicated publicly that he did not expect to remain in office through the President's 
second term. It was only natural and appropriate that the Department would seek a 
successor in anticipation-of the potential vacancy. When the Department found an able 
and experienced successor, it moved forward with his interim appointment. 

In answer t'o your specific questions: 

The decision to appoint Tim Griffin to be interim U.S. Attorney in the Eastern 
District of Arkansas was made on or about December 15,2006, after the second 
of the Attorney General's telephone conversations with Senator Pryor. 
The Department of Justice is not aware of anyone lobbying, either inside or 
outside of the Administration, for Mr. Griffin's appointment. In the spring of 
2006, following regular procedures, the Office of the Counsel to the President 
inquired of the Office of the Attomey General as to whether Mr. Griffin (who 
then was on active military duty in Iraq) might be considered for appointment as 
U.S. Attorney upon his return. 
As the Deputy Attorney General testified, Mr. Cummins's continued service as 
U.S. Attomey was not considered at the same time as the other U.S. Attorneys 
that the Deputy Attorney General acknowledged were asked to resign for reasons 
related to their performance. As the Deputy Attorney General testified, the 
request that Mr. Curnmins resign was "related to the opportunity to provide a 
fiesh start with a new person in that position." 
The Department is not aware of Karl Rove playing any role in the decision to 
appoint Mr. Griffin. 

In conclusion, the Department wholeheartedly agrees with the principle you set 
forth in your letter that "[olnce appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other 
public servants, must be above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to 
enforce the rule of law without fear or favor." That many U.S. Attorneys, appointed by 
Presidents of both parties, have had political experience prior to their appointment does 
not undermine that principle. 

We appreciate the opportunity to respond to your inquiry. 

Sincerely, 

Richard A. Hertling 
Acting Assistant Attorney General 



From: Moschella, William 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 3:20 PM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; Goodling, Monica; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Elston, Michael (ODAG); 

Hertling, Richard 
Subject: RE: Draft respohse to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

No objection but would copy Specter and McConnell. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 12:03 PM 
To: Goodling, Monica; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertllng, Rlchard 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Muny letter re Cummlns-Griffin 
Importance: High 

If you have not already reviewed the letter, please review this version 2. (It includes some nits, plus a new graf from 
Hertling.) Because this letter mentions Rove and alludes to Harriet, I'd like to send it to WHCO today for their review, with 
an eye on getting it out tomorrow. 'THx. 

<< File: reid letter re cummins-griffin v.2.doc >> 

From: Goodling, Monica 
Sene Thursday, February 22, 2007 12:Ol PM 
To: ' Sampson, Kyle; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Ribard 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Munay letter re Cummins-Grlffin 

He was technically an employee of Crim Div from March 2001 to June 2002, but was on detail to EDAR for September 
2001-June 2002 - so about 6 months in Crim Div. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: , Thursday, February 22,2007 10:16 AM 
To: Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Monica, can you tell us how long Tim was in. CRM? 

From: Margolis, David 
' Sentl: Thursday, February 22,2007 9:23 AM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subjecl: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Kyle: remind me - did Tim spend a substantial period of time in Crm Div.? I just don't recall. Otherwise I have no qualms 
about the letter. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21,2007 7:22 PM 
To: McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Mi,chael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re CumminsGriffin 
Imporlance: High 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanks! 

<< File: reid letter re cummins-griffin.doc >> 

Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Department of Justice 



950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 51 4-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 ell 
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov 



The Honorable Harry Reid 
Majority Leader 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 205 1 0 

Dear Senator Reid: 

This i s  in response to your letter to the Attorney ~ene ra l  dated February 8,2007 
An identical response has been sent to the other signatories of that letter. 

The full quotation of the Attorney General's testimony at the Judiciary Committee 
hearing on January 18,2007 (not the selective quote cited in your letter), more fairly 
represents his views about the appropriate reasons for asking a U.S. Attorney to resign. 
In full, the Attorney General stated: "I think I would never, ever make a change in a 
United States attorney for political reasons or ifit would in any way jeopardize an 
ongoing serious investigation. Ijust would not do it" (emphasis added). 

- . The Deputy Attorney General, at the hearing held on February 6,2007, further 
stated the Department's view that asking U.S. Attorney Bud Cummins to resign so that 
special Assistant U.S. Attorney Tim Griffin might have the opportunity to serve as U.S. 
Attorney is not, in the Department's view, an inappropriate "political reason." This is so, 
the Deputy Attorney General testified because, inter alia, Mr. G r i f i  is very well-. 
qualified and has "a strong enough resume" to serve as U.S. Attorney,, and Mr. Cummins 
"may have already been thinking about leaving at some point anyway." Indeed, at the 
time Mr. Griffin was appointed interim U.S. Attorney in December 2006 he had far more 
federal prosecution experience (in the Criminal Division and in theU.S. Attorney's 
office) than Mr. Cumrnins did at the time he was confirmed as  U.S. Attorney in 
December 2001. In addition, Mr. Griffin'has substantial military prosecution experience 
that Mr. Cummins does not have. And it was well-known, as early as December 2004, . 
that Mr. Curnmins intended to leave h e  office and seek employment in the private sector. 
See 'The Insider.Dec. 30," Ark. Times @ec. 30,2004) ("Cummins, 45, said that, with 
four children to put through college someday, he'll Iikely begin exploring career options. 
It wouldn't be .'shocking,' he said, for there to be a change in his office before the end of 
Bush's second term."). 

In addition, the Department does not consider the replacement of one Republican 
U.S. Attorney by another well-qualified person with extensive experience as a prosecutor 
and strong ties to the district to be a change made for "political reasons." U.S. Attorneys 
serve at the pleasure of the President; that has always been the rule, and U.S. Attorneys 
accept their appointment with that understanding. U.S. Attorneys leave office all the time 
for a wide variety of reasons. As noted in the case of Mr. Cummins, he had previously 



indicated publicly that he did not expect to remain in ofice through the President's 
second term. It was only natural and appropriate that the Department would seek a 
successor in anticipation of the potential vacancy. When the Department found an able 
and experienced successor, it moved forward with his interim appointment. 

In answer to you  specific questions: 

The decision to appoint Tim Griffin to be interim U.S. Attorney in the Eastern 
District of Arkansas was made on or about December 15,2006, after the second 
of the Attorney General's telephone conversations with Senator Pryor. 
The Department of Justice is not aware of anyone lobbying, either inside or 
outside of the Administration, for Mr. Griffin's appointment. In the spring of 
2006, following regular procedures, the Office of the Counsel to the President 
inquired of the Office of the Attorney General as to whether Mr. Griffln (who 
then was on active military duty in Iraq) might be considered for appointment as 
U.S. Attorney upon his return. 
As the Deputy Attorney General testified, Mr. Cummins's continued service as 
U.S. Attorney was not considered at the same time as the other U.S. Attorneys 
that the Deputy Attorney General acknowledged were asked to resign for reasons 
related to their performance. As the Deputy Attorney General testified, the 
request that Mr. Cumins  resign was "related to the opportunity to provide a 
fkesh start with a new person in that position." 
The Department is not aware of Karl Rove playing any role in the decision to 
appoint Mr. Griffin. 

In conclusion, the Department wholeheartedly agrees with the principle you set 
forth in your letter that "[olnce appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other 
public servants, must be above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to 
enforce the rule of law without fear or favor." That many U.S. Attorneys, appointed by 
Presidents of both parties, have had political experience prior to their appointment does 
not undermine that principle. 

We appreciate the opportunity to respond to, your inquiry. 

Sincerely, 

Richard A. Hertling 
Acting Assistant Attorney General 



Elston, Michael (ODAG) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Elston, Michael (ODAG) 
Thursday, February 22, 2007 4:19 PM 
Keasley, Monica (ODAG) 
Fw: Schumer/Reid/Durbin/Murray 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

Attachments: Schumer.Reid.Durbin.Murray 2.8.07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins.pdf 

Please print attachment for me. 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Hertling, Richard 
To: Sampson, Kyle; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG) ; Margolis, David; Goodling, 
Monica; McNulty, Paul J 
Sent: Thu Feb 22 10:17:31 2007 
Subject: FW: Schumer/~eid/~urbin/~urray 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

As Kyle requested, here is the letter to which the draft letter on Griffin circulated last 
night responds. 

From : Cabral, Catalina 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 10:ll AM 
To: Hertling, Richard 
Subject: Schumer/~eid/~urbin/~urray 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

Schumer.Reid.Durbi 
n.Murray 2.8 ... 

ccSchum r.Reid.Durbin.Murray 2.8.07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins.pdf>> 

Catalina Cabral 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Office of Legislative Affairs 
Catalina.Cabral4USDOJ.gov 
(202) 514-4028 



WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

February 8,2607 

The'Honsiable Albeno R. Gomales 
Attomey General of the United States 
U.S. ;Department of. Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 

.. . 
... Dear Attorney General Gonzales: 

As you know, the Senate Judiciary Cammittee held a hearing this week to 
examine the growing politicization of the hiring and firing of United States Attorneys, 
our nation's top federal prosecutors. 

Unfortunately, the hearing only served to intensify, rather tban assuage, our 
concerns, particularly given the circumstances surrounding the oustar of Bud Cummins, 
who was the U.S. Attorney in the Eastern District of Arkansas until last December. 

When you testified before the Committee on January 18,2007, you stated 
unequivocally that you "would never, ever make a changc in a U.S. Attomey position for 
political reasons." In a stunning admission, however, Deputy Attomy Ooneral Paul 
McNulty, in his own testimony on February 6', acknowledged that Mr. Cummins was 
pushed out for no reason other than to install - without Senate confirmation - Tim 
Griffin, a former aide to Karl Rove. At the time, Mr. Griffin had minimal federal 
prosecution experience, but was highly skilled in opposition research and partisan attacks 
for the Republican National Committee. This snikes us as u quintessentially "political" 
reason to make a change, 

We recognize, of course, that United States Attorneys m e  at the pIeasure of the 
President, but as several highly respected and distinguish& former oficials of the 
Department of Justice have noted, the dismissal of a well-respected U.S. Attorney simply 
to reward an inexperienced parcisan is unprccodented. 

Although ,Senators expect soon to be brief4 privately about the alleged 
, -performance iss&s.of several other U.S. Attorneys, we hope that you will quickly and 

publicly address the most troubling aspects af the Cumrnins ouster and Griflin 
appobtment. We look forward to a fuller explanation of why a condcdly wcll- 
performing pro'secutor.wtts teminatcd in favor. of such a partisan figure: 

In particular, when was the decision made to appoint Tim Griffin to replace Bud 
Cumtnjns? 



. . 
. , .  

. .. . .. . . , .>: 

8 .  . . , . 

. . 
. . 

. . 

w Specifically, who'lobbied on behalf of Tim Griffin's appointment, both inside and 
,. . . . . .  

: . outside the Admin@ration?.- 
.>. . . . 

. . r why:- BudGuwnii.. told to =signin June of 2006, when the other dismissed 
. . ,.-:I officials were told in December of .BQ6? Was the &$on to .give the replacement, 

.. Tim mrq' a i:hanw.to.beme ensconced at the U;S, Attorney's-Office in 
- 

' Arkansas bef'iire makihg b.appointment.?, 
. . 

. . . . . . . \ . ' .  . . 
. .  In light of the. unprecedented nature of the appointment,'% aro especiall'y 

. . 

. . . inWtedin:understanding the role played by Karl Rove. In particular, whatrole 
. . didKarl Rove;&th whom Griffin was closcly associated, play i i ~  the decision to 

a'bpoint~riffin? . . , . . .  .. . 
,.. . 

Given that Mr. Rovc was himself apparently still Wig investigated by a U.S. 
Agamey in June of 2 0 6 ,  it would be extremely untoward if he were at the same time 
leding the charge to oust a sitting U.S. Attorney and install his own former aidc. 

. . . . . . . . .  
. . . : .  . . 

. . .  , 

1%&e quertio& go to the heart ofthe pub~ic', cq,nfidence in thi fair 
. .._... 

. .  on of jirstice. Once appointed, US. Attorneys, perhaps more, than. any. other ' . . ., . ' 

public servant, rnust:be:above poiitics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce 
. .. . . .  . . the.iule.fof law dthoui fear or favor. . . 

. .  : 
! , . . . ..... . . . . -.. .. 3 .. 

:.. .. :~iven the issues raised in the recent hearing,-'we art. naturally concerned about the .. . . . "', . ': . : . 
_.. .: :. . -- 

. . .  . , . : '~dm'histration"s professed commitment to keejing politics out of the Departmint of 
Justice. We'hope that you will quickly put those concerns to rest. 



Elston, Michael (ODAG) 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Elston, Michael (ODAG) 
Thursday, February 22,2007 4:28 PM 
Keasley, Monica (ODAG) 
Re: Schumer/Reid/Durbin/Murray 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

Could you bring them into me in the conf room? 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Elston, Michael (ODAG) 
To: Keasley, Monica (ODAG) 
Sent: Thu Feb 22 16:18:48 2007 
Subject: Fw: Schumer/~eid/Durbin/Murray 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

Please print attachment for me. 

- - - - -  Original Message----- 
From: Hertling, Richard 
To: Sampson, Kyle; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Goodling, 
Monica; McNulty, Paul J 
Sent: Thu Feb 22 10:17:31 2007 
Subject: FW: Schumer/~eid/Durbin/~urray 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

As Kyle requested, here is the letter to which the draft letter on Griffin circulated last 
night responds. 

From : Cabral, Catalina 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 10:ll AM 
To: Hertling, Richard 
Subject: ~chumer/~eid/~urbin/~urray 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

<<Schumer.Reid.Durbin.Murray 2.8.07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins.pdf>> 

Catalina Cabral 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Office of Legislative Affairs 
Catalina.Cabral@uSDOJ.gov 
(202) 514-4828 



WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

February &, 2007 

The'HonoTable A l W o  R. Gowales 
Attorney General of the United States. 
U.S. :Department of. Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 

- .  
... Dear Attorney General Gonzales: 

As you know, the Senate Judiciary Committee held a hearing this week to 
' m i n e  the growing politicization of the hiring and firing of United States Attorneys, 

6U nation's top federal prosecuton. . . 

Unfortunately, the hearing only served to intensify, rather than assuage, our 
concerns, partiadarly given the circumstances surrounding the ouster of Bud,Curnmins, 
who was the U.S. Atromej in the Eastern Ilistrict of Arkansas until last Decmrber. . , 

When you testified before t h ~  Committee on January 18,2007, you stated 
unequivocally that you "would wver, ever make a change in a U.S. Attorney position for 
political reasons." In a stunning admission, however, Deputy Attorney General Paul 
McNulty, in his own testimony on February 6', acknowledged that Mr. Cummins was 
pushed out for no reason other than to install - without Senate confirmation - Tim 
Griffin, a fomcr aide to Karl Rove. At the time, Mr. Griffin had minimal fedem1 
prosecution experience, but was highly skilled in opposition research and parkisan attacks 
for the Republican National Committee. This strikes us as a quintessentially ''political" 
reason to make a change. 

We recognize, of course, that United States Attorneys serve at thc pleasure of the 
President, but as several highly respected and distinguished former oficials of the 
Dcpartrnent of Justice have noted, the dismissal of a well-respected U.S. Attorney simply 
to reward an inexperienced partisan is unprcccdented. 

Although Senators expect soon to be briefed privately about the alleged 
,performance issksof several other U.S. Attorneys, we hope that you will quickly and 
publicly address the most troubling aspects of the Cummins ouster and Grillin 

, . appointment. . We look forward io a fuller explanation of why a concededly wcll- 
perfo&ing pros~cutor:vmrs terminated in favor of such a partikin figure: 

L In pkrticular, .when was the decision made to appoint Tim %fin to replace Btid 
Curnmjns? 



. . . . 

. . 

w Specifically, wholobbied On behalf . . .  of ~ i m  Griffin's appointment, both inside and 
8:. 

. . outside the Actmini.spationl. 
. . .  .,. . 

r Why:- &dGhrnmias tbld to lo4ig.nin June of 2006' when the othcrdispisscd 
. . oficiais were told in December of .2.0Q6? Was the reason to .giye the replacement, ' 

: Tjm -'a i:hmce.to.become e-n& at the U;S. Attomey':s.mce in -,. 
-. ' ~~kt insas  befire makihg &e..appointmmt? . . 

. . 
. , . .  . . . . .  

In light of the. unprecedented nature of ihe appointment, we arc especia.liy 
. - interestxin:undexstariding the role played by Karl Rove. In patticular, what*& 

didKarl Rave, 4 t h  whom Griffin was closely associated, play 3n the decision to 
. . . . . .  . . :. ' . appoint ~ t i f f i ?  

. . .  : .'Given that Mr. Rovc was himielf apparently still being investiptedby a U.S. 
'Attorney in '$me 062006, it would-beextremely untoward if he were at the same time 
I tding the charge to'oust a sitting u.'s. Attorney arid instali his own former aide. 

. . 

1%&e questions go tothc hean of the *'ub~ii?s confidence in th i  fair 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

adiniqiStratio.n of jirstice. Oncc.appo~'ed, U..S, Attorneys, perhaps more: than.any o*&' . . . . 

pybbc-servant, must..bekbove poiitics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce 
thk'rulgaf law without fear or favor. . . 

. . . . .  . . . . . . . .  .... ,. i 
% .. 

:. : : ~ i v e n  the'wucs raised in the recent hearingwe arenaturally concerned about the .:. : ." ' .  . . . . .  . -, . . 

" '~drn '~shat ion"s  professed commitment to keeping politics oilt of the 13epartrn&l of 
Justice. WG'hope that you will quickcly put .those concerns to rest. 
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Moschella, William 

From: Sampson, Kyle 

Sent: Thursday, February 08,2007 4:15 PM 

To: Goodling, Monica; McNulty, Paul J; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Moschella, William; Hertling, 
Richard; Scolinos, Tasia 

Subject: FW: Letter to Gonzales 2.8.07 

Attachments: Document.pdf 

My thoughts re the response: 

The full quotation (not the selective quote) of the AG's testimony more fairly represents his views about not 
asking U.S. Attorney to resign for so-called "political reasons," to wit: "I think I would never, ever make a 
change in a United States attorney for political reasons or if it would in any way jeopardize an ongoing 
serious investigation. I just would not do it" (emphasis added). 
The DAG's testimony clarifies that asking Cummins to resign, not because of underperformance, but to 
permit Griffin to serve, is not a "political reason": 

SEN. SCHUMER: . . . So here we have the attorney general adamant; here's his quote, "We 
would never, ever make a change in the U.S. attorney position for political reasons." Then we have 
now - for the first time, we learn that Bud Cummins was asked to leave for no reason and we're 
putting in someone who has all kinds of political connections - not disqualifiers, obviously, certainly 
not legally -- and I'm sure it's been done by other administrations as well. But do you believe that 
firing a well-performing U.S. attorney to make way for a political operative is not a poltical reason? 

MR. MCNULTY: Yes, I believe that's it's not a political reason. 

SEN. SCHUMER: Okay, could you try to explain yourself there? 

MR. MCNULTY: . . . I think that the fact that he had political activities in his background does not 
speak to teh question of his qualifications for being the United Staets attorney in that district. . . . So 
he started off with a strong enough resume, and the fact that he was given an opportunity to step in 
- . . . [where Cummins] may have already been thinking about leaving at some point anyway. . . . 
And all those things came together to say in this case, this unique situation, we can make a change 
and this would still be good for the office. 

Griffin is not an inexperienced prosecutor: he had far more federal prosecution experience (in the Criminal 
Division and in the U.S. Attorney's Office) than Cummins did when he was appointed, in addition 
to substantial military prosecution experience. 

As for the specific questions: 

The decision to appoint Tim Griffin to be interim U.S. Attorney in the Eastern District of Arkansas was 
made on or about December 15,2006, after the second of the Attorney General's telephone conversations 
with Sen. Pryor. Appointing Griffin to be U.S. Attorney (for the Western District of Arkansas) was first 
contemplated in the spring of 2004 [Monica, please verify], when Griffin was one of three names 
recommended by Rep. Boozman to fill the U.S. Attorney vacancy in that district that arose because of the 
resignation of Tom Gean on [insert date]; ultimately, Griffin withdrew his name from consideration for that 
appointment. Appointing Griffin to be U.S. Attorney (for the Eastern District of Arkansas) was first 
contemplated in the spring of 2006 [Monica, please verify], after Griffin had left the employment of the 
White House due to his being activated for full-time military service. 
I am not aware of anyone (other than Mr. Griffin) lobbying, either inside or outside of the ~drninistrat'ion, for 
appointment. In the spring of 2006 [Monica, please verify], White House Counsel Harriet Miers asked the 
Department if Mr. Griffin (who then was on active duty) could be considered for appointment as U.S. 



Page 2 o f  2 

Attorney upon his return from Iraq. As Griffin was well known to the Department (from his service in the 
Criminal Division, the U.S. Attorney's Office, and the White House), this request was considered favorably. 
Curnmins' continued service as U.S. Attorney was not considered at the same time as the other U.S. 
Attorneys that the DAG acknowledged were asked to resign for reasons related to their performance. As 
the DAG testified, with regard to Cummins' continued service, "there was a change made there that was 
not connected to, as was said, the performance of the incumbent, but more related to the opportunity to 
provide a fresh start with a new person in that position." (Or where the DAG testified that he was "not 
disputing [the] characterization" that Cummins was "fired simply to let someone else have a shot at the 
job.") 
I am not aware of Karl Rove playing any role in the Attorney General's decision to appoint Griffin. 
Agree wholeheartedly that "[olnce appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other public 
servance, must be above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce the rule of law 
without fear or favor." Historically, many U.S. Attorneys, prior to their appointment have political 
experience. 
Hertling should sign. 

From: Scott-Finan, Nancy 
Sent: Thursday, February 08,2007 1:25 PM 
To: Sarnpson, Kyle; Godling, Monica; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Moschella, William; Hertling, Richard; Seidel, 
Rebecca; Scolinos, Tasia 
Cc: Cabral, Catalina; Long, Linda E; Green, Saralene E 
Subject: FW: Letter to Gonzales 2.8.07 

Senator Schumer's press secretary just emailed me this SchumerlReidlDurbinlMurray letter with regard to 
CumminslGriffin. 



From : 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Sampson, Kyle 
Wednesday, February 21,2007 7:22 PM 
McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, 
Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Importance: High 

Attachments: reid letter re cummins-griffin.doc 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanks! 

reid letter re 
cummins-griffin ... 

Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 51 4-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 cell 
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov 



The Honorable Harry Reid 
Majority Leader 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 205 10 

Dear Senator Reid: 

This is in response to your letter to the Attorney General dated February 8,2007. 
An identical response has been sent to the other signatories of that letter. 

The full quotation of the Attorney General's testimony at the Judiciary Committee 
hearing on January 18,2007 (not the selective quote cited in your letter), more fairly 
represents his views about the appropriate reasons for asking a U.S. Attorney to resign. 
In full, the Attorney General stated: "I think I would never, ever make a change in a 
United States attorney for political reasons or ifit would in any way jeopardize an 
ongoing serious investigation. Ijust would not do it" (emphasis added). 

The Deputy Attorney General, at the hearing held on February 6,2007, further 
stated the Department's view that asking U.S. Attorney Bud Cummins to resign so that 
Special Assistant U.S. Attorney Tim Griffin might have the opportunity to serve as U.S. 
Attorney is not, in the Department's view, an inappropriate "political reason." This is so, 
the Deputy Attorney General testified because, inter alia, Griffin was very well-qualified 
and had "a strong enough resume" to serve as U.S. Attorney, and Cummins "may have 
already been thinking about leaving at some point anyway." Indeed, at the time Griffin 
was appointed interim U.S. Attorney in December 2006 he had far more federal 
prosecution experience (in the Criminal Division and in the U.S. Attorney's office) than 
Cummins did at the time he was appointed U.S. Attorney in [insert month] 2001. In 
addition, Griffin has substantial military prosecution experience that Curnrnins does not 
have. And it was well-known, as early as December 2004, that Cummins intended to 
leave the office and seek employment in the private sector. See "The Insider Dec. 30," 
Ark. Times @ec. 30,2004) ("Cummins, 45, said that, with four children to put through 
college someday, he'll likely begin exploring career options. It wouldn't be 'shocking,' 
he said, for there to be a change in his office before the end of Bush's second term."). 

In answer to your specific questions: 

The decision to appoint Tim Griffin to be interim U.S. Attorney in the Eastern 
District of Arkansas was made on or about December 15,2006, after the second 
of the Attorney General's telephone conversations with Senator Pryor. 
The Department of Justice is not aware of anyone lobbying, either inside or 
outside of the Administration, for Griffin's appointment. In the spring of 2006, 



following regular procedures, the Office of the Counsel to the President inquired 
of the Office of the Attorney General as to whether Griffin (who then was on 
active military duty) might be considered for appointment as U.S. Attorney upon 
his return from Iraq. 
As the Deputy Attorney General testified, Cummins' continued service as U.S. 
Attorney was not considered at the same time as the other U.S. Attorneys that the 
Deputy Attorney General acknowledged were asked to resign for reasons related 
to their performance. As the Deputy Attorney General testified, the request that 
Cummins resign was "related to the opportunity to provide a fresh start with a 
new person in that position." 
The ~e~ar tmen t ' i s  not aware of Karl Rove playing any role in the decision to 
appoint Griffin. 

In conclusion, the Department wholeheartedly agrees with the principle that 
"[olnce appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other public servants, must be 
above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce the rule of law without 
fear or favor." That many U.S. Attorneys, appointed by Presidents of both parties, have 
had political experience prior to their appointment does not undermine that principle. 

Sincerely, 

Richard A. Hertling 
Acting Assistant Attorney General 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Hertling, Richard 
Thursday, February 22,2007 10:18 AM 
Sampson, Kyle; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Goodling, 
Monica; McNulty, Paul J 
FW: Schumer/Reid/Durbin/Murray 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

Attachments: Schumer.Reid.Durbin.Murray 2.8.07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins.pdf 

As Kyle requested, here is the letter to which the draft letter on Griffin circulated last night responds. 

From: Cabral, Catalina 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 10:ll AM 
To: Hertling, Rlchard 
Subject: Schumer/Reid/Durbin/Munay 2/8/07 Letter Re USA Bud Cummins 

Catalina Cabral 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSI'ICE 
Office of Legislative Affairs 
Catalina.Cabral@USDOJ.gov 
(202) 5 1 4-4828 



Moschella, William 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Goodling, Monica 
Thursday; February 22,2007 12:01 PM 
Sampson, Kyle; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael 
(ODAG); Hertling, Richard 
RE: Draft response to ReidlDurbinlSchumerlMurray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

He was technically an employee of Crim Div from March 2001 to June 2002, but was on detail to EDAR for September 
2001-June 2002 - so about 6 months in Crim Div. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 10:16 AM 
To: Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject. RE: DraR response to Reld/Durbin/Schumer/Mumy letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Monica, can you tell us how long Tim was in CRM? 

From: Margolls, David 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 9:23 AM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; McNulty, Paul 3; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Mumy letter re CumminsGriffin 

Kyle: remind me - did Tim spend a substantial period of time in Crm Div.? I just don't recall. Othenvise I have no qualms 
about the letter. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21,2007 7:22 PM 
To: McNulty, Paul 3; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); ~argolis, David; Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: DraR response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Mumy letter re Cummins-Griffin 
Importance: High 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanks! 

<< File: reid letter re cummins-griffin.doc >> 

Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 514-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 cell 
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov 



Moschella, William 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 12:03 PM 
To: Goodling, Monica; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael 

(ODAG); Hertling, Richard 
Subject: RE: Draft response to ReidlDurbinlSchumerlMurray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Importance: High 

Attachments: reid letter re cummins-griffin v.2.doc 

If you have not already reviewed the letter, please review this version 2. (It includes some nits, plus a new graf from 
Hertling.) Because this letter mentions Rove and alludes to Harriet, I'd like to send it to WHCO today for their review, with 
an eye on getting it out tomorrow. THx. 

reid letter re 
cummins-griffin ... 

From: Goodling, Monica 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 12:01 PM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moxhella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Munay letter re Cummins-Griffin 

He was technically an employee of Crim Div from March 2001 to June 2002, but was on detail to EDAR for September 
2001-June 2002 - so about 6 months in Crim Div. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 10:16 AM 
To: Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Moschella, William; Uston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Monica, can you tell us how long Tim was in CRM? 

From: Margolis, David 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 9:23 AM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; McNulty, Paul J; Moxhella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Heding, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject. RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Kyle: remind me -did Tim spend a substantial period of time in Crm Div.? I just don't recall. Otherwise I have no qualms 
about the letter. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21, 2007 7:22 PM 
To: McNulty, Paul 1; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 
Importance: High 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanks! 

<c File: reid letter re cummins-griffin.doc >> 

Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Department of Justice 



950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 51 4-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 cell 
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov 



Moschella, William 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Moschella, William 
Thursday, February 22, 2007 3:20 PM 
Sampson, Kyle; Goodling, Monica; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul J; Elston, Michael (ODAG); 
Hertling, Richard 
RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

No objection but would copy Specter and McConnell. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 12:03 PM 
To: Goodllng, Monica; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul 3; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Munay letter re Cummins-Griffin 
Importance: High 

If you have not already reviewed the letter, please review this version 2. (It includes some nits, plus a new graf from 
Hertling.) Because this letter mentions Rove and alludes to Harriet, I'd like to send it to WHCO today for their review, with 
an eye on getting it out tomorrow. THx. 

c< File: reid letter re cummins-griffin v.2.doc >> 

From: Goodling, Monica 
Sent: Thursday, February 22,2007 12:Ol PM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul 3; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Munay letter re Cummins-Griffin 

He was technically an employee of Crim Div from March 2001 to June 2002, but was on detail to EDAR for September 
2001-June 2002 - so about 6 months in Crim Div. 

From : Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 10:16 AM 
To: Margolis, David; McNulty, Paul 3; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schurner/Murray letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Monica, can you tell us how long Tim was in CRM? 

From: Margolis, David 
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 9:23 AM 
To: , Sampson, Kyle; McNulty, Paul 3; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Hertling, Richard; Goadling, Monica 
Subject: RE: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Munay letter re Cummins-Griffin 

Kyle: remind me - did Tim spend a substantial period of time in Crm Div.? I just don't recall. Otherwise I have no qualms 
about the letter. 

From: Sampson, Kyle 
Sent: Wednesday, February 21,2007 7:22 PM 
To: McNulty, Paul 3; Moschella, William; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Margolis, David; Hertling, Richard; Goodling, Monica 
Subject: Draft response to Reid/Durbin/Schumer/Mu~ay letter re Cumrnins-Griffin 
Importance: High 

All, can you please review and provide comments on my draft response to the above-referenced letter? 
Richard, can you send the .pdf version of the above-referenced letter around to this group? 
Thanks! 

c< File: reid letter re cummins-griffin.doc >> 

Kyle Sampson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Department of Justice 



950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
(202) 514-2001 wk. 
(202) 305-5289 cell 
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov 

Tracking: Reclpient 

Sampson, Kyle 

Goodling, Monica 

Margdis, David 

McNulty. Paul J 

Elston. Michael (ODAG) 

Hertling, Richard 

Read 

Read: 2/22/2007 3:35 PM 

Read: 2/22/2007 3:43 PM 

Read: 2/22/2007 6:09 PM 

Read: 212212007 356 PM 

Read: 2/22/2007 4:26 PM 

Read: 2/22/2007 3:24 PM 



Department of Justice 
EXECUTIVE SECRETARIAT 

CONTROL SHEET 

DATE OF DOCUMENT: 02/08/2007 
DATE RECEIVED: 02/09/2007 

WORKFLOW ID: 1 136273 
DUE DATE: 02/27/2007 

FROM: The Honorable Charles E. Schumer 
United States Senate 

Washington, DC 205 10 

TO: AG 

MAIL TYPE: Congressional Priority 

SUBJECT: (Copy rec'd from OLA via email) In connection with the DAG's testimony at the 
2/6/2007, hearing held by the Senate Judiciary Comte to examine the growing 
politicization of the hiring and firing of USAs, requests answers to questions 
pertaining to the appointment of Tim Griffin to replace Bud Cummins, the 
former USA for the E.D. of AK. Ltr also signed by MCs Reid, Durbin and 
Murray. See WFs 1135622, 11 19916, 11 14387 & related corres in ES. 

DATE ASSIGNED ACTION COMPONENT & ACTION REQUESTED 
021 12/2007 Executive Office of United States Attorneys 

Prepare response for AAG/OLA signature. 
: I 

INFO COMPONENT: -OAG, ODAG, OLP, OLA 

COMMENTS: 

FILE CODE: 

EXECSEC POC: Debbie Alexander: 202-6 16-0075 
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Barnes, Michelle D 

From: Green, Saralene E 

Sent: Thursday, February 08,2007 1.32 PM 

To: Barnes, Michelle D 

Cc: Adkins-Blanch, Chuck (EOIR) 

Subject: FW: ~etter.to ~onzales 2.8.07 

Attachments: Document,pdf ..; 

Pls log in 

From: Scott-Finan, Nancy 
Sent: Thursday, February 08, 2007 1:25 PM 
To: Sampson, Kyle; Goodling, Monica; Elston, Michael (ODAG); Moschella, William; Hertling, Richard; Seidel, 
Rebecca; Scolinos, Tasia 
Cc: Cabral, Catalina; Long, Linda E; Green, Saralene E 
Subject: MI: Letter to Gonzales 2.8.07 

Senator Schumer's press secretary just emailed me this Schumer/Reid/Durbin/Murray letter with regard to 
CumminslGriffin. 



February 8,2007 

Thi Honorable Albeit0 R. 0oWl& 
Atfomey General of the United States. 
U.$.:Depa~neq of.Sustice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530-0001 

- .  
. .: Dear ~trornei  General Gonzales: 

As:you.know, the Senate Judiciary Committee held akarixtg this wkek to 
. .: examine the growing politicization of the and .firing of Uniad S m s  Attomys, 

our nation's toi, federal pzwecuton. ,. . . 

Unfortunately,, the hearing only sewed to intensify, rather rhan assuage, out 
concerns, particularly given the cbymstances mrroundiirg the oust# of Bud.Cummins, 
who iotas the US. Attorney in the Eastern Ilistrict of Arkansag until last December. . . 

When you testified before the Comniittee on January 18,2007, you stated 
unequivocally that you "would never, evet make a change in a U.S. Attorney position for; 
political reasons." In a stunning admission, however, Deputy Attomy Ocneral Paul 
McNulty, in his o m  testimony on February 6'. acknowledged that Mr. Curnmins was 
pushed out for no nason other thap to install - without Senate coniimatioo - Tim 
Uriffin, a former aide to Karl Rove. At the time. Mr. GTiffin had minimal Mew1 
prosecution experience, but was highly skilled in opposition research and partisan attacks 
for the Republican National Committee. Tbi mikes us as n quintessentially 'wlitical" 
reason to make a change. 

Wc recognize, of course, that United States Attorneys serve at the pleasure of the 
Pmidemt, but as =era1 highly respected and distinguished former officials of the 
Department of Justice have nozed, the dismissal of a well-respected U.S. Attorney simply 
to rewad an inexperienced panisan is nnprccedented. 

Although Senators expea soon to be brief4 privately about the alleged 
p e r f i c e  issues of several o h  U.S. Attorneys, we hope that you will quickly and 
publicly address the mosl troubling aspecls of the Cummins ouster and GriKn 
appoinpnent. We look forward to a Mler explanation of why a concededly wcll- 
performing prosecutor was terminated in favor of such a pa& figure: 

In panicular,whsn was the decision made to appoint hrn to replace Bud 
. . . Cummins? . . . . 

. . 
. )' 



. . . . . . .  . . . . .' . . . .,. . . 
' .  . . 

' I  . .  , 

. ,' . w &e&fiqlly, dic'labbied 6i1 behdfof . ., Tim C&ii$n~~,~~~ointment, both inside and 
"" ' , . outside thC'~dminbtzati~n?.~, , . . . , 

. . 
... . . ... - , - 

. . 
.,' ' , ~ h ~ &  ~ d ~ ~ u m m i l v  told to resign'h June of 2006. when tfie other diapissed 
. . . : ~flicials v a q  told in December of .W6? Wtk the m b n  to .@ye the replsoeqvmt, . . 

: 'J'j& -'a & a n C C , t ~ . ' b e ~ e  &&& at the U,Si A~cy'r~OffIc- iii - ,  

' ' ' Arkansas bef6irt maldtrg &eappintmatt?, . . . 
....... . . .  . . . .  . . .  . . . . 

i- :.In light of the.upptccedeated nature o ~ i h e  $ppointincnt,'w arc ewcidl'y 
. . 
. . . . intireste4:iri:undelztaiding the role played b j ~ a r l  Rove. lmparricular, what,role 

I ' ' 
d,id..Karl Raye, .iiith whom GiiPfin was closely associated, ,play h Ole decision to 

- appoint:Otiffin? . . _ . . . .  
. . 

. . .  . .  
&. 

. . .... 
, 

. .~ . . .  . . 
- .. Given thiithll. Rev was himklf ~Ppreniy niUbei investigatedby a U.S. . .,. 

: ..: 
. .  - . . .  
. , ~ g ~ m e y  in 'June ofi2005, it would bp.t~treme1~ untoward if he were at the same t h e  . . .  

. . .  .: ~&ng the charge tobust a sitting U.S. Attorney and'install'his own former aidc. 
. . .  . . .  - .  . . 

. . :, . . . . .  
- r -  . - .  l& q~@io& go tothe h m  of (h publii'h cqnfidence in th&fair 

. . .. . . .  adh@&atio,n of justice. ~nt+.appoiat'cd, US.. Attorneys, perhaps more than.any. o*& ' , , ' ' '::':'.' ." -" " . 
publicservant, mua.'be.:abovepo~tics and beyondtep,roach; they must be seen to dorce 

. . . .  . . .  ,- tii&'ruie'~f lay without fear or favor. . . . 
. . . .  . . 2 . .  /... . . . . . . .  . . I..? . -,.:;. . . 

.: : Given the. hais raised in tho recent hcaring,'wb naturally concerned about..& .. : ., :. "'.:. ': ::. '.' ' 'I : .. \. _; .: - - ;. . 
, . ;. ~dm'inis@don"s professed commiuncnt to keeping politics out of the Depmbnint of ' . ' 

Justice. Wii'hope that you will quickly put ,tho& concerns to =sf. 


