First, there is no question that there was at least one meeting and possibly two between   Siegelman and Scrushy prior to delivery of the first $250,000 check. 

Jabbo Waggoner's calendar put it on July 14, and some other records indicated a meeting on June 29. In any event, Lorree Skelton, a HealthSouth lawyer, in addition to Waggoner and Bailey testified to being at a meeting when the HealthSouth group arrived (Waggoner, Skelton, Scrushy), and Siegelman asked that he and Scrushy be excused. Then they went in Siegelman's office for a private meeting of about 20 to 30 minutes.

It was after this meeting that HealthSouth essentially started to blackmail its New York investment bankers at UBS Warburg to come up with $250,000 for the lottery foundation. The investment banker testified to being told by HealthSouth's Mike Martin that he was (screwed) if UBS didn't come up with the money and how he was hoping it would go away but HealthSouth/Martin kept on him and he feared losing this major client.

There was much VIVID testimony about these transactions at trial, none of which was noted by 60 Minutes or by Doug (who, again, was not at trial.) Ultimately, a Maryland company on the brink of bankruptcy called Integrated Health Services cut the check and fed-expressed it to HealthSouth (the convoluted deal being that UBS agreed to forgive $265,000 in debt from Integrated Health.) Substantial testimony was given about this most bizarre arrangement by former execs at HealthSouth, Integrated Health and Integrated Health. Mike Martin, among others, testified to the race to get the check in Scrushy's hands so he could personally deliver it to Siegelman. It was within days after Siegelman received the check that Scrushy was appointed to the CON board.

Through a spokesperson, Scrushy lied to me when I finally learned of this and other donations in July 2002 -- denying any knowledge of the IHS check.

The position on the CON board has been belittled as nothing, with many in the media noting that Scrushy had been on it under three previous governors. That actually speaks to the importance to him and HealthSouth of being on the board.
 
Considerable testimony was given by people at HealthSouth regarding the importance to Scrushy of having a spot on CON board and also regarding the impact of his support of Fob James on his status with Siegelman. (Siegelman was said to have come up with the $500,000 figure required of Scrushy/HealthSouth because it was "$350,000 plus interest.")

It is my personal opinion that the $500,000 bought far more than just the CON board, including Siegelman's support of HealthSouth's digital hospital, and other things. If prosecutors had been coaching Bailey to tell lies, then the digital hospital and other things would have been in his testimony.

Additional, substantial testimony was given regarding the bizarre life of the Integrated Health check during the four months between the time Siegelman received it and it was deposited. More, equally bizarre testimony regarded Siegelman's attempt to conceal forever and for all time that donation and about $500,000 more, including $250,000 from HealthSouth the following March, $100,000 from Alfa, and lesser amounts from others (including one from IPSCO). 

This deception included the secret reformation of the foundation, which was done -- as legal memos show -- with the specific purpose of hiding some $730,000 to repay a loan of about that size PERSONALLY GUARANTEED BY SIEGELMAN that he needed to pay an undisclosed foundation debt. Now, if I was personally liable for a loan of that size and someone gave money to help pay it off, I certainly believe that would qualify as personal benefit. 


I have documents aplenty -- fundraising memos to and from Siegelman -- generated between the first check from IHS to the second check the following March from HealthSouth, and reflecting Scrushy's commitment for the other $250,000 needed to reach the $500,000. I suspect that when Doug refers to a second meeting about a year later he is referring to that second $250,000 check. While that second check is not unimportant, the testimony from Bailey about Siegelman's statements about what Scrushy wanted for the money were made the previous summer, and regarding the first $250,000 check and the commitment for a half-million dollars, total. Had he been at trial, he surely would have known this.


Of course, none of the above was presented by Doug or anyone else to viewers by 60 Minutes. Nor -- and this is far more than you care to know -- the statutes don't require there to be any personal benefit. If that requirement existed, then there really could be no crimes involving the trading of public favors for campaign donations. Consider the following: A public official meets with a contractor. The public official says: "I will guarantee you receive the contract but only if you donate $XXX to my campaign."

At the meeting or after it, the donation is made, and the contract awarded. That is a crime, even if the money didn't go into the official's pocket for his personal use. I would hope that most people agree that such an arrangement SHOULD be a crime.
 
One might also remember that Siegelman had banked his political future on passage of the lottery, and for Siegelman, his political future was one and the same as his future. Professionally, he ain't got not back-up.
 
As for what Doug claims, at most, Bailey -- after three or four years or whenever the initial FBI interviews took place -- got the date of the conversation with Siegelman wrong by at most a couple of weeks and probably less. That is apparently what Doug is referring to when he talks about this huge problem for prosecutors and is the apparent the basis of his apparently accusing prosecutors of coercing Bailey to change his version of events.
 
The defense was provided with records of Bailey's initial interviews (as opposed to prosecutors/FBI shredding them or some such) which is why Jones knows about this huge problem that he told Pelley and a national audience about. I can assure you, Bailey underwent blistering cross examination from very good defense lawyers who basically hung their hat on this supposedly key date problem regarding the exact day Bailey and Siegelman had the conversation about Scrushy wanting on the CON board -- and whether it was at one of the meetings prior to the giving of the check or after the giving of the check (again, meetings that occurred, at most, several weeks apart.)

Of whatever weaknesses one can make about the prosecution's case, this meeting date was not in my opinion significant at all. Certainly the jury didn't think so.

Yes, Bailey was a very important witness on the HealthSouth/CON board portion of the case. But -- and whether one agrees that Siegelman committed a crime there or not -- what no one seems to tell the national media or that the national media seems to report is just how much testimony was also presented on this matter. Off-hand I'd say at least a dozen witnesses, from Siegelman's fund-raisers to officials with the Secretary of State to former execs at HealthSouth, IHS, and UBS, testified on these issues.



